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PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES, 

In   the   Fifth  Session  op   the   Fourteenth  Par-- 

LUMEN  T  OF  THE   UNITED    KINGDOM   OP   GrEAT  BrITAIN 

AND  Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  11  November,  1841, 
and  from  thence  continued  till  22  january,  1846,  in  the 
Ninth  Year  op  the  Reign  op 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA- 


SECOND  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Tuesday,  February  24,  1846. 

llfWOTBS.]  PuBuc  BfLLS.— 2'-  Fishery  Piers  and  Har- 
boura  (Irelaud) ;  Game  Laws. 

PKTrrioNB  FaiBBNTKD.  By  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
ftom  Noblemen,  Gentlemen,  and  others,  of  the  County 
of  Peddei,  and  other  places,  in  favour  of  the  Com  Laws. 
— By  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  from  Cleiig^,  Landowners, 
and  others,  of  Abhas  Coombe,  and  several  other  places, 
for  Protection  of  the  Agricultural  Interest — By  the  Duke 
of  RIdimoDd,  from  Noblemen,  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
and  others,  of  For&r,  and  other  places,  against  the  Prin- 
dplea  of  Free  Trade.— -By  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  from 
Inhabitants  of  the  Township  of  Sutt<Mi  on  the  Forest,  for 
the  Adoptioo  of  a  Measure  to  prevent  the  Unconstitutional 
Proceedings  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. — From  Land- 
owners, and  othen,  of  the  Parish  of  Somcrton,  against 
Real  Property  Registration  BilL— By  Lord  Kinnaird, 
from  Inoorporation  of  Weavers,  Dyers,  and  Gloihdressers 
of  Caoongate,  Edinburgh,  for  the  Total  and  Immediate 
Repeal  of  the  com  Laws. 

THE  CASE  OF  BRYAN  SEERY. 
fllHE  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
X  he  must  beg  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships for  a  very  few  moments  in  consequence 
of  what  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  Votes 
and  Proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons 
of  that  morning.  It  appeared  that  a  ques- 
tion was  put  hj  an  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
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for  the  Home  Department,  to  know  whe- 
ther any  deputation  from  the  county  of 
Westmeath  had  waited  on  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  in  reference  to  the  case 
of  Bryan  Seery,  who,  as  their  Lordships 
probably  knew,  had  been  lately  tried  by  a 
Special  Commission  in  the  county  of  West- 
meath, where  he  had  been  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  be  hung ;  and  the  question 
asked  was,  whether  the  deputation  had 
gone  up  to  pray  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that 
the  law  might  take  its  course  ?  Now,  as 
far  as  he  could  put  a  construction  upon  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, he  stated  that>  a  deputation  had  pro- 
ceeded from  the  county  of  Westmeath  for 
that  purpose.  This  being  the  case,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  not  be  dis- 
posed to  refuse  him  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing his  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  given  that  answer, 
because  no  such  deputation  had  gone  up 
from  the  county  of  Westmeath.  The  noble 
Marquess  was  proceeding,  when — 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  rose  to 
order,  and  begged  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  inconvenience  of  the  course 
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which  the  noble  Marquess  was  pursuing  in 
remarking,  not  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  but  upon  a 
speech  which  he  said  had  been  deliyered 
there,  but  respecting  which  he  could  know 
nothing  except  through  the  ordinary  chan- 
nels of  information,  that  was  to  say,  the 
newspapers. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  quite  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl.  But  the  noble  Marquess 
need  not  haye  spoken  of  what  he  wished  to 
refer  to  as  having  been  a  speech  delivered 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  All  he 
had  to  do  was  to  say  he  had  seen  it  repre- 
sented that  so  and  so  had  been  stated  in 
another  place,  and  then  to  have  asked 
whether  that  was  the  case  or  not ;  or  he 
might  have  taken  it  for  granted  that  the 
statement  had  been  made,  and  then  made 
his  own  remarks  upon  it. 

The  Marquess  of  WBSTMEATH  said, 
it  was  far  from  his  intention  to  take  any 
unfair  proceeding  in  that  House.  It  was 
no  object  of  his  to  take  advantage  of  the 
ignorance  of  any  noble  Lord  as  to  what  had 
fallen  from  a  Colleague  in  office;  but  he 
thought  the  noble  Barl  could  tell  him  whe- 
ther that  answer  was  given  or  not.  When 
that  answer,  as  reported,  went  forth  to 
Ireland,  the  whole  of  that  side  of  the  press 
would  bear  on  the  magistrates  of  West- 
meath.  He  should  have  been  bound  to 
have  given  notice  of  his  question  if  he  had 
thought  that  the  thing  would  have  kept. 
He  asked  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  made  that  answer  or  not  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Where? 
In  what  place  ? 

The  Marquess  of  WE  STME ATH :  In 
the  other  House  of  Parliament. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  Ah,  you 
cannot  ask  that  question. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  it  was  plain 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  got  his  object, 
for  he  had  given  the  most  positive  contra- 
diction to  the  whole  statement,  and  that 
without  contradiction. 


NEWENHAM'S  DIVORCE  BILL. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  then  said,  that  he 
wished  to  bring  before  their  Lordships  a 
case  of  hardship  for  which  the  law  and  the 
Constitution  afforded  no  remedy.  Their 
Lordships  would  recollect  the  case  of 
"  Wakefield  t>.  Turner ;"  he  had  followed 
exactly  the  practice  that  was  adopted  in 
their  Lordships'  House  in  that  case.  The 
petition  praying  for  the  Divorce  Bill  which 
he  was  to  present  to  their  Lordships  was 
the  petition  of  Jane  Wortham,  of  Stoke 
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Newington,  Middlesex,  the  widow  of  a  Mr. 
Wortham,  who  died  in  1842.     The  family 
were  at  that  time  in  narrow  circumstances, 
and   took  lodgers;   and   Thomas   Burton 
Newenham,  a  person  of  forty  years  of  age, 
or  upwards,   became    an   inmate  of  the 
house.     The  widow  had  a  daughter  about 
thirteen  years  of  age.    Soon  after  the  death 
of  Mr.  Wortham,  in  1842,   a  succession 
opened  to  the  daughter  to  a  landed  estate 
of  400?.  a  year.     Newenham  laid  his  plans 
immediately.      Ho  visited  at   the  house 
where  he  was  no  longer  a  lodger  since  the 
improved    circumstances  of   the    family. 
Mrs.  Wortham  was  put  off  her  guard  from 
the  disparity  of  years,  and  from  his  having 
known  Miss  Wortham  since  she  was  a  child 
of  eleven  years  old.     The  girl,  as  was  re- 
presented to  him  (Lord  Brougham),  was 
not  of  strong  imderstanding.     Newenham 
took  an  opportunity,  about  five  o'clock  one 
evening,  when  Mrs.  Wortham  was  out,  to 
state  l£at  her  mother's  affairs  rendered  it 
absolutely  necessary  that  Miss  Wortham 
should  proceed  with  him  to  his  solicitor's 
in  Fumival's-inn.     Instead  of  conveying 
her  there,  however,  he  took  her  to  the 
Euston-square  station  of  the  Birmingham 
Railway,  and  ultimately  to  Gretna-green, 
having  effected  her   seduction,   as  it  ap> 
peared,  on  the  road.     At  Gretna-green  the 
parties    were    married  and    came    back. 
Newenham  was  tried  for  the  abduction  at 
the  Central  Criminal  Court,  convicted,  and 
sentenced    to   two  years*    imprisonment. 
Mrs.  Newenham,  it  appeared,  had  been 
since  delivered  of  a  child;  but  the  relief 
asked  by  this  Bill  would  not  bastardize  the 
child,  for  it  would  only  go  to  dissolve  the 
marriage.      All  that  he  begged  of  their 
Lordships  was  the  amplest  attention  to  this 
case.     He  did  not  wish  to  provoke  any 
discussion,  and  he  therefore  merely  stated 
the  facts.     He  wished  to  refer  the  whole  ' 
matter  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 
This  was  a  case  in  which  the  wickedness 
of  one  party  worked  on  the  innocence  and 
ignorance  of  another  party,  so  as  to  de- 
stroy that  individual's  peace  of  mind,  and 
transfer  the  whole  of  her  property  to  him- 
self.     In  this  instance  the  man  had  ac- 
quired a  right  to  all  the  woman's  personal 
property  without  any  control.     All  these 
grievances  she  would  sustain,  if  their  Lord- 
ships could  not  grant  her  relief;  and  there- 
fore he  prayed  their  Lordships  to  weigh 
well  and  maturely  the  whole  bearings  of 
this  case. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  hoped  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  have  the 
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petition  pointed  before  it  was  referred  to 
the  Committee. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  concurred,  and  was 
understood  to  saj  that  he  could  not  lay 
before  the  House  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case  of  Wakefield,  as  all  the  inquiry 
that  could  be  made  on  the  subject  was  in  a 
great  measure  useless,  in  consequence  of 
the  Wakefields  having  bought  up  the  pub- 
lished accounts  of  the  case. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  must  enter  his  so- 
lemn protest  agsdnst  the  proposal  for  dis- 
solving marriages  which  it  was  admitted 
had  been  celebrated  according  to  the  law 
of  Scotland.  This  was  a  case  where  the 
marriage  was  clearly  in  accordance  with 
that  law,  where  the  parties  had  lived  as 
man  and  wife,  where  the  marriage  had 
been  consummated,  and  there  had  been 
issue  of  that  marriage.  To  talk  of  dis- 
solving that  marriage,  and  leaving  the 
child  legitimate,  would  be  contrary  to  all 
principle,  and  might  be  attended  with  most 
alarming  consequences.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  that  the  law  of 
Scotland  was  exceedingly  defective,  and 
ought  to  be  amended ;  and  he  hoped  that 
the  learned  Judges  in  Scotland  would  re- 
turn to  the  opinion  they  held  in  1835  on 
that  subject.  But  while  the  law  remained 
as  it  was  he  held  that  it  must  be  obeyed ; 
for  if  they  were  to  allow  the  dissolution  of 
a  marriage  which  was  admitted  to  be  vaHd, 
and  of  which  there  was  issue,  there  was 
no  saying  where  such  a  proceeding  might 
stop,  if  once  adopted. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  thought,  if  all  mar- 
riages were  to  be  dissolved  which  were  con- 
tracted under  the  same  circumstances  which 
characterized  the  present  case,  no  great 
harm  would  be  done.  If  a  robber  entered 
a  house  and  took  off  a  child  of  fourteen — 
that  robber  being  a  man  of  forty — and  by 
the  grossest  fraud  contracted  a  marriage 
with  that  child,  he  did  not  think  the  con- 
summation of  that  marriage  anything  but 
a  gross  aggravation. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPORT  OF  THE  GAUGE  COMMISSION. 
Lord  KINNAIRD  rose  to  ask  the  noble 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  the  ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice,  relative 
to  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  on  the 
subject  of  the  broad  and  narrow  Gauge. 
Of  all  the  important  questions  that  were 
likely  to  come  before  Parliament  during 
the  present  Session,  he  considered  the 
question  of  railways  as  one  that  demanded 
the  most  serious  consideration  of  the  Le- 


gislature. Whether  tiiey  looked  ujion  them 
in  a  coDomercial  point  of  view,  as  affording 
to  merchants  the  means  of  convening  tiieir 
goods  to  distant  places  more  rapidly  than' 
before,  and  thus  rendering  it  unnecessary 
for  them  to  keep  large  stocks  of  goods  on 
hand,  while  they  were  enabled  to  turn  over 
their  capital  more  frequently;  whether  they 
looked  at  them  in  an  agricultural  point  of 
view,  as  tending  to  equsdize  prices  throngh<* 
out  the  country,  and  facilitating  the  trans^ 
fer  of  the  farmer's  produce  to  the  most 
populous  districts ;  or  whether  they  looked 
at  them  in  a  social  point  of  view,  as  afford* 
ing  the  means  of  travelling  to  the  most 
remote  parts  of  the  coimtry-— on  all  these 
grounds,  he  thought  the  Legislature  was 
bound  most  seriously  to  consider  the  ques* 
tion  of  railways,  and  secure  at  once  the  con* 
venience  and  safety  of  the  public.  He  might 
also  refer,  as  the  Commissioners  had  done^ 
to  the  increased  means  of  defence  th^y 
afforded  in    reference   to  military  move- 
ments; and  likewise  to  the  financial  consi- 
derations  which  their  Lordships  must  see 
could  not  be  disassociated  from  the  sub-- 
ject  of  railways.      It  was  quite  evident 
from  what  had  taken  place  in  the  funds 
lately  that  this  was  a  point  requiring  the 
most  careful   consideration;    he  believed 
that   under  a  proper   system    of   control 
there  was  no  better  security  for  investment 
than  the  railways,  because,   whilst  they 
were  adding  to  the  benefit  and  the  happi^ 
ness  of  individuals,   they  were   also   the 
means  of  adding  to  the  capital  and  r&* 
sources  of  the  country.    Considering,  theui 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  he  was  cer- 
tain he  would  stand  excused  for  calling  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the  question 
of  railways.     He  hoped  the  House  would 
yet  see  it  to  be  its  duty  to  grant  permission 
to  make  the  inquiry  whether  or  not  some 
rule  should  be  adopted  for  effecting  a  pro- 
per   control    of   railways — he  meant,  of 
course,  a  control  in  regard  to  the  working 
of  them,  and  whether  there  should  not  be 
inspectors   appointed  to   see  that  the  re- 
spective lines  were  conducted  according  to 
the  Acts  under  which  they  were  framed. 
They  must  be  aware  that  several  accidents 
on  railways  which  might  have  been  avoided 
had   occurred  from  mismanagement;  and 
that  these  accidents,  with  their  causes,  it 
was  the  interest  of  the  railway  companies 
to  conceal  from  the  public.    He  had  known 
unfortunate   sufferers  by  these   accidents, 
who  stated  that  there  would  be  little  hope 
of  anything  being  done  by  the  Legislature 
till  a  Member  of  Parliament  or  two  had 
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been  killed,  and  then  some  protective  mea- 
sure would  be  taken.  He  thought  also 
much  might  be  done  in  the  way  of  facili- 
tating Railway  Bills,  and  at  the  same  time 
putting  an  end  to  undue  railway  specula- 
tion. In  regard  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mbsioners,  it  appeared  that  they  had  taken 
conmderable  pains  to  acquire  information. 
That  Report  appeared  to  him  to  be  in  fa- 
vour of  the  broad  gauge,  except  for  the 
oonveyance  of  merchandize  ;  but  he  found 
tliatt  notwithstanding  this,  they  recom- 
mended the  adoption  of  the  narrow  gauge, 
and  that  in  future  all  railways  should  be 
constructed  on  the  narrow  principle.  He 
must  say  he  was  surprised  at  the  conclu- 
sion to  which  the  Commissioners  had  come, 
as  it  appeared  that  at  high  velocities  the 
narrow  could  not  be  made  so  safe  as  the 
broad  gauge;  and  he  regretted  that  the 
Commissioners  had  not  duly  considered  the 
possibility  of  adopting  a  medium  gauge. 
They  seemed  to  nave  fallen  into  an  error 
in  thinking  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  alter  the  narrow  gauge  to  a  wider  one, 
on  account  of  the  tunnels;  but  he  thought 
that  this  was  quite  a  mistaken  notion.  His 
opinion  was,  uiat  the  whole  two  thousand 
miles  of  narrow  gauge  which  were  at 
present  in  existence  in  this  country 
might  be  altered  without  any  consi- 
derable inconvenience,  if  it  were  neces- 
sary, or  without  such  a  great  expense  as 
would  put  that  experiment  out  of  the  ques- 
tion; and  he  thought  that  this  was  a  pecu- 
liarly favourable  time  for  effecting  the  al- 
teration. Upon  one  or  two  lines,  the  rails 
bad  been  altered  without  stopping  the 
traffic,  and  on  another,  the  gauge  had  al- 
ready been  altered.  If  it  were  necessary, 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  alterations  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  money  might  be  ad- 
vanced for  the  purpose  by  Commissioners, 
and  the  railways  could  repay  it  by  a  tax 
for  a  certain  number  of  years.  He  would, 
in  conelusion,  ask  when  the  evidence  on 
which  the  Commissioners  founded  their  Re- 
port would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  and  he  was  also  desirous  to  know 
when  they  might  expect  to  be  informed  of 
the  determination  of  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  reply  to 
the  question,  begged  to  remind  the  noblo 
Lord  that  the  Commission  for  inquiring 
into  the  Railway  Gauges  arose  out  of  a  dis- 
cussion in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
not  BO  much  with  reference  to  the  respec- 
tive gauges,  as  to  the  question  whether 
public  inconvenience  might  not  arise  from 


the  diversity  of  gauge,  and  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  finding  some  means  of  getting 
quit  of  that  diversity.  In  consequence  of 
that  discussion  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
was  moved,  and  a  Commission  was  ac- 
cordingly appointed  and  directed  to  inquire 
whether  there  were  any  means  of  obviating 
the  inconvenience,  and  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible to  secure  an  uniformity  of  gauge.  Its 
Report  was  now  on  their  Lordships'  Table. 
The  Commissioners  recommended  that  the 
gauge  of  4  feet  8|  inches  should  be  that 
adopted  by  the  Legislature  ;  that  all  rail- 
ways in  course  of  construction  and  to  be 
hereafter  constructed,  should  be  in  accord- 
ance with  that  gauge;  and  that  endeavours 
should  be  made  to  discover  means  by  which 
some  equitable  arrangement  could  be  car- 
ried out  to  bring  the  broad  gauge  railways 
to  the  uniform  standard.  These  recom- 
mendations were  of  great  importance,  and 
would  require  to  i)e  deliberately  and  calmly 
considered.  They  would  affect  the  inter- 
ests of  the  public,  either  for  good  or  for  ill, 
very  deeply.  An  enormous  amount  of  ca- 
pital was  involved  in  the  interests  con- 
cerned, whether  the  lines  were  on  the  broad 
or  narrow  gauge,  and  therefore  great  cau- 
tion would  require  to  be  exercised.  No  ef- 
fect, indeed,  could  be  given  to  those  re- 
comendations  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament. The  Government  had  felt  that 
while  they  had  every  confidence  in  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Commissioners,  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  acting  upon  the  Report 
without  satisfying  themselves  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commissioners  were 
well  founded.  Knowing  the  extreme  anx- 
iety of  Parliament  and  of  the  public  to  as- 
certain the  results  of  the  Commission,  the 
Government  had  thought  it  their  duty  to 
lay  the  Report  upon  the  Table  ;  but  their 
Lordships  would  not  expect  Government  to 
take  any  other  steps  till  they  and  Parlia- 
ment had  an  oppoii;unity  of  examining  the 
evidence  on  which  the  Report  was  founded. 
Some  delay  had  taken  place  in  the  printing 
of  the  evidence,  in  consequence  of  the 
pressure  of  business  in  the  printing  ofiices 
at  the  present  moment ;  but  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  as  soon  as  possible  it 
would  be  laid  before  the  House,  and  that, 
whenever  Her  Majesty's  Government  came 
to  a  determination  as  to  what  course  ought 
to  be  taken  in  reference  to  this  important 
question,  they  would  lose  no  time  in  com- 
municating that  determination  to  their 
Lordships. 

Lord    BROUGHAM  thought  nothing 
could  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  answer 
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whicli  had  just  been  given,  that  Govern- 
ment should  take  time  to  deliberate  on  a 
great  practical  question,  affecting  the  in- 
terests of  generations  yet  unborn  as  well 
the  present.  He  hoped  time  would  not 
only  be  given  to  Government  and  Parlia- 
ment to  consider  this  question,  but  also  to 
engineers  and  scientific  men,  because  it 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  any  others 
could  so  well  judge  of  such  a  question  as 
this. 

Lord  HATHERTON  expressed  his  sa- 
tisfaction at  the  mode  in  which  the  noble 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  an- 
swered the  question.  Their  Lordships 
must  all  feel  the  necessity  of  great  caution 
and  of  time  being  taken  to  consider  fully 
this  matter.  They  should  bear  in  mind 
that  this  Commission  was  adopted  on  the 
reconunendation  of  those  who  had  a  direct 
interest  in  disparaging  the  broad  gauge ; 
that  gauge  had  been  supported  by  a  great 
mass  of  evidence,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  had  the  case  been  reversed  in  re- 
ference to  the  extent  of  the  two  gauges 
already  laid  down  in  the  country,  there 
would  have  been  a  decision  in  favour  of  the 
broad  gauge.  He  would  impress  upon 
their  Lordships  the  necessity  of  maintaining 
the  principle  of  competing  Hues  between  all 
great  towns  in  the  ^ngdom.  For  example, 
was  it  right  that  the  railway  communication 
from  London  to  the  great  towns  of  Lanca- 
shire, with  Staffordshire  between,  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  one  company — the  Lon- 
don and  Birmingham,  or  of  companies 
amalgamated  together  ?  It  was  impos- 
sible the  public  interest  could  be  secured 
without  due  competition.  There  must  be 
competition ;  and  while  so  much  power 
was  in  the  hands  of  one  great  individual, 
acquired  no  doubt  by  excellent  talent  and 
industry,  the  Government  and  the  Legisla- 
ture ought  to  be  cautious  about  these  pro- 
ceedings, and  narrowly  to  watch  the  Rail- 
way Bills  presented  to  Parliament. 

Earl  GREY  observed,  that  the  Motion 
for  an  Address,  in  consequence  of  which 
the  Gauge  Commission  was  appointed,  was 
by  no  means  suppoitcd  exclusively  by  those 
who  had  a  strong  interest  in  favour  of  the 
narrow  gauge,  as  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Hatherton)  supposed.  He  himself  took 
part  in  supporting  it;  but  ho  was  at  that 
time  in  favour  of  the  broad  gauge.  It  was 
thought,  that  before  railroads  were  carried 
further,  it  was  important  to  have  it  inves- 
tigated by  competent  authority,  whether 
great  public  inconvenience  would  not  arise 
from  a  diversity  of  gauge,  and  if  so,  what 


measiu'es  ought  to  be  taken  to  guard  against 
the  inconvenience.  That  proposal  was  made 
without  any  preconceived  opinion  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  The  Commissioners  had 
very  ably  discharged  their  duty,  Mid,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  the  report  was  a  very  rala- 
able  document,  and  founded  only  upon  pab« 
lie  considerations.  He  would  just  add,  tiiat 
it  was  of  importance  that  the  decision  of  the 
Government  and  of  Parliament  should  be 
known  as  soon  as  possible. 

Lord  HATHERTON  explained,  that  if 
the  Conmiission  was  not  proposed  by  par- 
ties interested  in  either  gauge,  it  arose  oat 
of  a  decision  of  the  other  House  in  fsvour  of 
the  broad  gauge  in  a  particular  case. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

TheEARL  of  ST.  GERMANS,  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  briefly 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  im- 
portance of  encouraging  the  fisheries  of 
Ireland,  and  thereby  further  developing  its 
resources,  and  increasing  employment. 
Grants  were  proposed  to  be  made  by  Go- 
vernment to  the  extent  of  three-fourths  of 
the  expense  of  constructing  fishery  piers 
and  harbours,  where  the  Board  of  Works 
thought  the  advance  advisable ;  50,0002. 
would  be  in  the  first  instance  appropriated 
to  this  object,  and  if  that  sum  should  be 
found  insufficient,  he  believed  they  would 
be  disposed  to  advance  more. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  agreed  in  the  im- 
portance  of  the  measure,  particularly  at 
that  moment,  and  gave  full  credit  to  the 
Government  for  the  spirit  in  which  this  and 
similar  measures  were  introduced;  he  hoped 
they  would  be  received  favourably  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  private  individuals  would 
come  forward  to  second  the  endeavours  of 
the  Government  to  give  immediate  employ- 
ment to  the  poor.  One  word,  however, 
with  regard  to  the  Board  of  Public  Works. 
That  Board  had  given  great  satisfaction  to 
the  public;  but  it  owed  its  success  mainly 
to  the  spirit,  and  skill,  and  unquestionable 
integrity  of  his  gallant  friend,  Sir  J.  Bur- 
goyne.  For  the  last  sixteen  years,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  confidence  fdtr  in  it,  the 
Government  and  Parliament  hai^  otkst  upon 
it  every  duty  which  ^ey  knew  no  other  way 
of  executing.  Now,  this  was  over-weight- 
ing a  good  horse.  His  gallant  friend,  too, 
was  now  no  longer  connected  with  the 
Board;  but  he  (Lord  Monteagle)  should  be 
sorry  to  speak  in  the  slightest  degree  to  the 
disparagement  of  his  retf  excellent  succes- 
sor, Colonel  Jones*     S^,  steps  must  be 
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taken  to  strengthen  the  Board;  and  then, 
what  could  be  more  useful  than  to  place  at 
their  disposal  competent  engineers,  to  di- 
rect not  only  their  own  works,  but  subsi- 
diarj  works,  which  landed  proprietors  would 
be  willing  to  undertake,  if  they  had  a  little 
direction  and  advice  ? 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  he 
ahould  be  happy  to  vote  for  this  and  any 
other  measures  which  might  come  before 
their  Lordships,  costly  as  those  measures 
might  be,  which  might  have  the  effect  of 
giving  employment  to  their  feUow-subjects 
in  Ireland,  and  permanently  improving  that 
country,  Ireland  might,  and  would,  if  a 
sufficient  stimulus  were  given,  produce  a 
great  deal  more  than  hitherto  it  had,  and, 
by  improving  the  land,  permanent  employ- 
ment would  be  given  to  the  people.  What- 
ever might  be  said  of  their  Lordships,  they 
were  all  of  them  deeply  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  that  country. 

BiU  read  2\ 

GAME  LAWS  BILL. 

Lord  DACRE  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  a  Bill  for  the  further  amendment 
of  the  laws  in  England  relative  to  Game. 
His  Lordship  observed,  that  for  these 
thirty  years  it  had  been  to  him  a  matter 
of  deep  interest  and  regret  to  perceive  the 
condition  in  which  the  lower  orders — ^parti- 
cularly the  agricultural  body — ^had  been 
placed  by  the  mode  in  which  the  Game 
Laws  were  executed.  Thirty  years  since, 
however,  the  absurdities  and  incongruities 
were  more  prominent  than  at  present ;  an 
individual  who  had  personal  property  to 
the  extent  of  millions  was  not  allowed  to 
possess  himself  of  a  head  of  game  except 
by  present,  and  a  man  could  not  appoint  a 
gamekeeper  on  his  own  knd  except  in  cer- 
tain cases  of  manorial  right.  Absurdities 
pf  that  kind  had  been  removed,  he  might 
take  the  liberty  of  saying,  subsequently  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  for  which  he 
moved,  which  Committee  investigated  the 
law  upon  the  subject,  and  particularly  with 
reference  to  the  question  whether  game  did 
not  belong  to  the  possessor  of  the  land,  ra- 
tiane  soli.  The  Committee  to  which  he 
had  referred  sat  in  1816 ;  and,  in  1819,  he 
(Lord  Dacre)  introduced  a  Bill  into  the 
other  House  founded  on  the  principle  that 
^amo  was  the  property  of  the  possessor  of 
the  land.  If  the  possession  of  land  gave 
iho  property  in  the  game  taken  on  the  land, 
imd  no  one  but  the  possessor  of  the  land 
^ould  sell  that  game,  surely  they  ought  not, 
•by  fiscal  regul^tionSi  to  admit  a  simple  li- 


cense as  authority  for  selling  game,  without 
its  being  accompanied  by  some  other  regu- 
lation proving  the  game  to  have  come  from 
the  possessor  of  some  land.    The  object  of 
the  present  Bill  was  to  cut  off,  if  possible, 
the  poacher  from  any  intercourse  with  the 
licensed  dealer,   and  therefore  the    first 
clause  proposed  that  it  should  not  be  law- 
fiil  for  any  person,  except  a  licensed  dealer 
in  game,  to  sell  game  to  any  licensed  dealer 
in  game,  unless  such  person  should  be  the 
lord  or  lessee  of  a  manor  or  reputed  manor, 
or  should  be  the  gamekeeper  of  such  lord 
or  lessee  acting  on  the  account  and  with 
the  written  authority  of  such  lord  or  lessee, 
or  should  be  the  owner  or  occupier  of,  say, 
ten  or  fifteen  acres,  as  it  was  not  his  (Lord 
Dacre *s)  wish  to  require  for  this  purpose 
any  extensive  possession  of  land.     The 
Bill  would  also  require  the  dealer  in  game 
to  keep  a  book,  in  which  he  should  be  re- 
quired to  enter  the  day  and  month  of  the 
year  on  which  he  should  purclmse   any 
game,  together  with  the  number  and  de- 
scription of  such  game,  and  the  name  and 
residence  of  the  person  of  whom  he  should 
so  purchase  it.      This  was  the  principal 
provision  of  the  Bill,  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  practice  of  poaching, 
so  injurious  to  the  rural  population  of  the 
country.     Having  thus  taken  means  to  se- 
cure this  species  of  property  in  the  posses- 
sor or  occupier  of  the  soil,  he  thought  it 
incumbent  to  introduce  some  arrangement 
to  reimburse,  as  far  as  possible,  any  dam- 
age done  to  property  by  the  game  belong- 
ing to  a  neighbouring  occupier.     One  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  contained 
a  provision  enabling  magistrates  at  petty 
sessions  to  order,  on  complaint  being  made, 
an  investigation  into  the  amount  of  damage 
done  by  game  to  the  complainant *s  pro- 
perty, and  to  make  award  of  compensation. 
These  were  the  principal  points  of  the 
measure,  which  might  more  properly  be 
called  an  amendment  of  the  1st  and  2d 
William  IV.    He  could  not  but  entertain  a 
sanguine  expectation — ^provided  the  difficul- 
ties which  he  proposed  were  interposed  be- 
tween the  poacher  .and  the  licensed  dealer, 
and  provided  the  remedy  which  he  recom- 
mended for  giving  damages,  where  injury 
had  been  done  by  the  excessive  quantity  of 
game   should  be   agreed  to — ^that    those 
enactments  would   smooth  the  irritation, 
and  remove  much  of  the  practical  evil  by 
which  the  country  continued  to  be  injured, 
little  less  than  it  was  before  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  1st  and  2d  WiUiam  IV. 
Load  CAMO YS  objected  strongly  to  the 


i 


13 


Oame  Laws  BUI. 


{Feb.  24} 


Printmff  Papers. 


U 


whole  of  the  BiU.  He  thought  that  it  would 
he  extremely  had  policy  to  make  the  Game 
LaWB  more  reatrictiye  thau  they  were  at  pre- 
sent. By  the  present  law  no  person  could 
sell  game  who  had  not  a  cer^cate  ;  hut 
the  Bill  of  the  nohle  Lord  proposed  to  con> 
fine  the  limits  still  more,  hy  insisting  upon 
the  possession  of  a  certain  numher  of  acres. 
The  7th  Clause,  relative  to  reimhursement 
for  damage  done  hy  game,  he  strongly  oh- 
jeoted  to,  as  calculated  to  lead  to  great 
confusion  and  acrimony  among  neighhour- 
ing  landowners.  The  9th  Clause  of  the 
BiU  repealed  that  portion  of  the  Ist  and  2d 
William  IV.,  which  gave  half  the  penalty 
to  informers.  That  he  regarded  as  a  useful 
part  of  the  existing  law,  which  ought  not 
to  he  repealed.  He,  therefore,  ohjected  to 
that  clause,  and  must  repeat  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  altogether. . 

Lord  BROUGHAM  would  support  the 
second  reading,  on  the  ground  that  the 
existing  law  was  certainly  capahle  of 
amendment-*-an  ohservation  which,  in  his 
opinion,  also  applied  to  the  BiU  of  his  nohle 
Friend. 

The  Dup  of  RICHMOND  said  his  oh- 
ject  in  rising  was  simply  to  contradict  a 
statement  which  he  tmderstood  hadheen 
made  with  regard  to  himself — ^that  he  had 
paid  large  sums  of  money  hy  way  of  com- 
pensation for  damage  done  hy  his  game. 
He  could  only  say  that  he  had  never  paid 
one  single  farthing  for  any  such  purpose  ; 
because,  since  he  had  heen  in  the  posses- 
sion of  landed  property,  he  had  invariably 
destroyed  every  hare  and  rabbit  upon  it, 
regarding  them  as  real  vermin,  which, 
whilst  they  prevented  the  farmer  ^om  pro- 
perly cultivating  his  land,  inflicted  at  the 
same  time  a  serious  injury  upon  the  land- 
owner, inasmuch  as  they  barked  many  of 
his  most  valuable  trees. 

Lord  HATHERTON  said,  that  he  also, 
in  consequence  of  the  recommendation  of 
the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
commenced  the  destruction  of  hares  and 
rabbits,  and  that  he  had  succeeded  almost 
in  exterminating  them.  He  could  scarcely 
exaggerate  the  satisfaction  which  had  re- 
sulted' from  that  course,  both  to  himself 
and  to  his  tenants. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  recommended  that 
hares  should  be  taken  entirely  out  of  the 
class  of  same.  If  that  were  done,  he 
thought  that  they  would  get  rid  of  all  the 
complaints  which  were  now  made  against 
the  Game  Laws ;  and  he  should  take 
the  liberty  at  some  future  stage  of  the 
BiD  to  snlniut  a  clause  with  that  particular 


object  in  view.     At  present  he  should  sup* 
port  the  second  reading. 

Bill  read  2>. 

House  adjourned. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  Fehruary  24, 1846, 

MiifOTBfl.]  PoBuc  Bru&M-l*'  Joint  Stock  Bankis  Elay 
tion  Notioei  (Irdand). 

PETITIONS  Prssbiitbo.  By  Sir  Edmimd  FUmer,  from 
Hafor,  Aldennco»  and  Burgeani,  of  the  Borough  of 
Qnvmeod,  for  retuzniiig  a  Member  to  Pvluuoent. — ^By 
Sir  Charles  Coote,  Mr.  ColTile,  Mr.  Beckett  Dcniion,  and 
Sir  Edmund  Khner,  fhnn  yaiiout  places,  againit  a  Re- 
peal of  the  Cora  Lawc^By  Kveral  hon.  Memben,  from 
various  plaees,  against,  and  by  Mr.  Wibheie,  from  Mayor. 

-  Aldennen.  and  BuigeMes  of  the  Borough  of  Great  Yar« 
mouth,  in  frvour,  of  the  proposed  Ooverament  Measure 
respcting  Customs  and  Corn  Importation.— By  several 
hon.  MemberSf  from  a  number  of  places,  for  the  Total 
and  Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Cora  Laws. — By  Sir  Ro- 
bert Peel,  fhxn  the  Prerident  and  Members  of  the  Ame- 
rican Chamber  of  Cammcice  of  Liverpool,  for  a  speedy 
Acyustment  of  the  proposed  Commercial  Policy. — ^By  the 
CConor  Don,  firom  Inhabitants  of  Castlexea.  for  a  Repeal 
of  the  Stamp  Duties  Assbnilation  Act— By  Sir  Robert 
Price,  ttom  InhabiUnts  of  the  City  of  Hereftnd,  for  Re- 
duction of  duty  on  Tea  and  Sugar.~By  Mr.  Duncan* 
from  Shipowners  of  the  Port  of  Dundee,  for  Reduction 
of  Duty  on  Timber. — ^By  Mr.  Beckett  Denison,  fkom 
Farmen  and  others,  of  the  Township  of  Cononley,  com- 
plaining of  unequal  Rating.—  By  Mr.  Baine,  Mr.  Wilson 
Patten,  and  Sir  George  Strickland*  from  various  places, 
for  Remission  of  Sentence  upon  William  S.  Ellis.— By 
Mr.  Walker,  tmm  Clergymen  and  Diasentiog  Ministen  of 
the  Parish  of  Keighley,  fbr  limiting  the  Hours  of  Labour 
of  Children  and  Young  Persons  employed  in  Factories  to 
Ten.— By  several  hoa  Members,  from  a  great  number  of 
phKXs,  for  Remission  of  Sentoioe  upon  Frost,  Williams, 
and  Jones. — ^By  seven!  hon.  Membcn,  from  various 
places,  against  Enrolment  of  Militia.— From  Members  of 
the  Congregation  of  the  Wesleyan  Chapel,  Bexhill,  for 
Suppression  of  Promiscuous  Interoouite.— By  Mr.  Fox 
Maule,  from  the  Presbytery  of  Jedburgh,  against  Lioen- 
ring  Ton  Houses  (Scotland)  for  the  Sale  of  Spirituous 
Liquon. 

PRINTING  PAPERS. 

Sm  ROBERT  INGLIS  moved,  that  a 
Standing  Committee  of  sixteen  Members 
be  appointed  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  the 
direction  of  the  library,  and  to  whom  shall 
be  referred  all  matters  relating  thereto. 

Mr.  HUME  suggested,  that  this  Com- 
mittee should  be  empowered  to  direct  that 
documents  laid  before  that  House  be  printed 
in  octavo  instead  of  folio.  At  all  events, 
a  trial  of  the  kind  might  be  made,  and  the 
convenience  of  all  parties  thus  consulted. 

Sir  R.  INGLIS  doubted  whether  it 
came  within  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Sir  G.  grey  hoped  that  the  matter 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of  by  the  Print- 
ing Committee.  He  had  seen  the  Sana- 
tory Reports  published  by  private  parties 
in  a  very  cheap  and  popular  shape, 
with  good  paper  and  type :  the  octavo 
form  was  much  less  bulky  and  more  port- 
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able,  and  by  increased  circtdation  much 
good  might  often  be  done.  The  onlj  ma- 
terial objection  he  had  heard  stated  was, 
that  tabular  returns  required  folio  pages  ; 
but  the  truth  was,  that  if  those  returns 
were  folded,  thej  would  easily  be  adapted 
to  a  smaller  size.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
question  should  not  be  brought  before  the 
Committee  now  to  be  appointed,  and  they 
might  consider  also  the  point  of  sending 
documents  of  the  kind  by  post. 

Dr.  BOWRING  referred  to  the  inter- 
change of  documents  established  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  and  the 
Chamber  of  Peers  and  Deputies  in  Prance : 
the  same  satisfactory  course  had  been  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  Belgium;  and  he  saw 
no  reason  why  the  library  of  the  House 
might  not  thus  be  enriched  from  America 
and  other  countries.  Most  valuable  infor- 
mation would  thus  be  placed  within  the 
reach  of  all  Members.  He  also  noticed 
the  proposition  of  the  French  Government 
in  1832,  respecting  an  interchange  of  all 
the  chief  works  printed  in  that  country  and 
in  this,  which  had  led  to  the  negotiation  of 
a  treaty,  which  Talleyrand  had  called  the 
only  intellectual  treaty  in  existence.  Even 
if  war  were  to  break  out  between  Great 
Britain  and  France,  he  (Dr.  Bowring)  saw 
no  ground  for  interfering  with  such  a  con- 
vention, which  might  produce  a  new  era  in 
national  feeling. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  did  not  wish  now  to  enter  into 
the  large  question,  but  to  express  an  opin- 
ion that  nothing  should  be  done  by  the 
Committee  that  was  not  submitted  to  the 
House.  There  were  practical  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  making  the  change  as  re- 
garded Parliamentary  and  other  documents, 
which  were  greater  than  perhaps  many 
hon.  Members  supposed. 

Committee  appointed. 

COMMERCUL  POLICY— CUSTOMS— CORN 
LAWS— ADJOURNED  DEBATE  (TENTH 
NIGHT). 

•  Mb.  M.  J.  0*CONNELL  resumed  the 
Adjourned  Debate,  saying,  he  was  not 
ashamed  to  acknowledge  that  his  opinions 
had  undergone, a  considerable  change  within 
the  last  few  months.  On  several  occasions 
he  had  supported  propositions  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  C.  Villiers)  with  a  view  to 
the  adoption  of  a  moderate  fixed  duty, 
which  then  seemed  to  him  the  best  mode  of 
settling  the  question,  at  least  for  many 
years.    He  now  frankly  avowed  that  in  his 


opinion  the  best  course  for  the  agricultural 
and  all  other  interests  was  to  enact  the 
speedy  and  total  abolition  of  duties  on  the 
import  of  food.  His  individual  opinions 
were  of  little  importance;  but  as  he  repre- 
sented  a  large  constituency  he  might  per- 
haps be  allowed  to  state  his  reasons  for  the 
change  his  opinions  had  undergone.  Ho 
would  first  advert  to  the  origin  of  the  recent 
and  prevailing  alarm  in  Ireland.  In  the 
middle  of  October  the  disease  in  the  potato 
crop  showed  itself  extensively,  and  in  the 
latter  end  of  that  month  an  expectation  was 
general  that  an  opening  of  the  ports  and  a 
perfectly  free  importation  of  grain  would 
be  ordered  by  the  Queen  in  Council.  It 
was  not,  however,  until  Ministers  met,  and 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  unfortunately  rejected,  that  a  cry  was 
got  up — a  cry  of  a  most  strange  character. 
That  cry  was  that  the  threatened  danger 
had  been  exaggerated  for  party  purposes; 
that  the  alarm  of  famine  was,  in  fact,  a 
party  alarm,  in  order  to  bring  into  office  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  and  his 
adherents.  Even  the  high  character  and 
moderate  views  of  the  Duke  of  Leinster  did 
not  secure  him  and  others  of  the  Dublin 
Mansion-house  Committee  from  the  impu- 
tation that  they  were  anxious  and  unscru- 
pulous partisans  of  the  Whigs.  The  effect 
was  most  disastrous,  for  many  men  who 
until  then  were  ready  to  press  upon  Go- 
vernment the  necessity  of  taking  steps  to 
join  in  subscriptions  for  the  importation  of 
foreign  food,  began  honestly  to  doubt  as 
to  the  reality  and  extent  of  the  evil.  He 
must  make  one  honourable  exception — ^the 
Protestant  Clergy ;  they  never  doubted — 
they  never  joined  in  the  cry  :  on  the  con- 
trary, they  gave  statements  of  the  disease 
in  their  districts  which  were  unbiassed  and 
exaggerated,  acting  from  that  pure  motive 
of  charity  and  benevolence  which  had  raised 
their  character  very  much,  even  among 
those  who  were  opposed  to  them  in  faith. 
What  was  the  state  of  Ireland  now  f  De- 
scriptions had  been  given  on  former  nights 
by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  con- 
firmed by  facts  adduced  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork;  nevertheless, 
the  right  hon.  the  Recorder  of  Dublin  had 
maintained  that  a  system  of  gross  exagge- 
ration on  the  subject  prevailed.  If  such 
were  the  truth,  why  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not,  as  his  duty  required,  point- 
ed out  the  exaggerations  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  brought  forward  a  par- 
ticle of  evidence;  and  he  (Mr.  M.  J.  0*Con- 
nell)  begged  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  and  the  House,  that  boldneBS  of  asser- 
iion  Tfould  not  pass  for  proof.  He  hoped 
that  the  hou.  and  gallant  Member  who 
cheered  the  observation  would  also  bear  it 
in  mind.  The  truth  was,  that  the  danger 
in  Ireland  was  most  imminent.  Some  had 
contended  that  it  i^as  onlj  a  temporary 
emergency,  and  that  a  temporary  emer- 
gency ought  to  be  met  by  a  temporary  re- 
medy. But  there  was  every  reason  to  fear 
that  the  emergency  was  not  temporary; 
that  the  crop  of  next  year  would  be  in- 
fected; and  that  the  disease  might  be  per- 
manent. If,  however,  it  were  certain  that 
the  crop  and  harvest  next  year  would  be 
abundant,  stiU  it  ought  to  be  remembered 
that  there  was  no  security  against  the 
return  of  the  disorder.  That  consideration 
had  much  tended  to  produce  the  change 
that  had  taken  place  in  his  opinions ;  for 
he  had  asked  himself  this  question — Why 
are  the  people  of  Ireland  to  be  dependent 
on  an  article  of  food  so  peculiarly  liable  to 
disorder  and  failure?  It  was  peculiarly 
liable,  first,  because  it  was  a  root,  and  it 
was  often  impossible  to  know  that  it  was 
infected;  and  next,  because  the  disease  was 
a  new  one,  and  little,  if  at  all,  understood. 
The  conclusion  to  which  he  came  was,  that 
the  sooner  all  laws  restricting  the  importa- 
tion of  the  food  of  the  people  w^ere  repealed, 
the  better  for  all  classes  of  the  community. 
He  wished,  therefore,  that  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  to  do  away 
with  the  Com  Laws  at  once;  and  if  he 
(Mr.  M.  J,  O'Oonnell)  supported  the  Mo- 
tion as  it  stood,  it  was  only  because  it  seem- 
ed under  aU  circumstances  the  most  effec- 
tual and  speedy  means  of  putting  an  end 
to  an  evil.  Why,  he  would  ask,  had  po- 
tatoes become  the  almost  universal  food  of 
the  peasantry  in  Ireland,  and  the  general 
food  of  the  lower  orders  in  the  south  of 
England?  The  great,  he  did  not  say  the 
sole  cause  was,  the  high  price  of  bread- 
corn.  Fixty  or  sixty  years  ago,  the  use  of 
potatoes  was  by  no  means  so  common  in 
Ireland  :  in  some  of  the  more  remote  dis-. 
tricts,  oatmeal  was  nearly  as  much  employ- 
ed for  food  as  in  Scotland.  The  high  price 
of  bread-corn  had  constantly  tended  to  make 
the .  great  body  of  his  fellow  countrymen 
dependent  for  subsistence  on  this  most 
precarious  article.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to 
do  all  in  his  power  to  render  a  supply  of 
more  nutritious  food  accessible  to  the  work- 
ing classes.  The  House  had,  however, 
been  told  that  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws 
would  be  injurious  to  the  lower  orders,  es- 
.pecially  in  Irdand ;  and  it  was  urged  that 


the  present  system  was  mainly  valuable  to 
labourers  and  tenant-farmers,  y  That  they 
were  so  valuable  might,  in  his  opinion,  be 
answered  in  a  single  word ;  and  that  word 
was — Ireland.  Had  the  Com  Laws  been 
of  service  to  the  labourers  and  tenant-farm- 
ers there  ?  Look  at  the  destitution  among 
the  working  classes  in  Ir.eland.  The  truth 
was  that  the  Corn  Laws  were  of  no  value 
to  the-4&bouring  classes.  It  was  admitted 
tjiat  improvements  must  be  made  in  agricul- 
ture to  meet  the  change;  and  he  defied  any 
man  to  show  that  such  improvements  would 
not  necessarily  give  additional  employment 
to  the  working  classes;  and  the  consequence 
of  additional  employment  would  be  increas- 
ed comfort  and  amelioration  of  condition. 
As  to  the  tenant-farmers,  he  begged  hon. 
Members  to  bear  in  mind  that  profit  did 
not  always  depend  upon  price;  that  the 
profits  of  the  tenant-farmer  might  be 
higher  even  if  the  price  of  com  were 
lower.  Comparing  the  last  three  years 
with  the  three  years  preceding  1842,  it  was 
obvious  that  a  comparatively  low  price  was 
more  profitable.  The  tenant-farmers  had 
been  in  a  better  condition  during  the  last 
three  years,  when  com  was  cheap,  than 
in  the  previous  three  years  when  com  was 
dear.  Much,  of  course,  depended  upon 
the  prosperity  of  the  consumers — on  the 
prosperity  of  the  home  market — the  manu- 
facturers. The  very  circumstances  of  the 
increase  of  population  in  the  Empire,  which 
was  most  likely  to  continue,  would  of  itself 
afford  security  against  any  considerable  fall ' 
of  price.  The  experience  of  the  past  had 
taught  him  to  distrust  the  predictions  of 
ruin  in  which  alarmists  dealt  whenever  a 
change  of  system  was  proposed;  and  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
G.  Clerk)  had  alluded  to  some  of  those  pre- 
dictions last  night.  One  of  them  respected 
the  introduction  of  swine  when  the  Tariff 
was  reduced  in  1842.  It  had  been  calcu- 
lated by  some  of  the  alarmists  that  no  fewer 
than  three  millions  and  a  half  of  swine  would 
be  imported;  but  the  number  really  brought 
into  the  country  had  been  ridiculously 
small.  The  prophecies  of  these  gentlemen 
reminded  him  of  the  prophecies  of  a  certain 
lady  of  old :  it  was  decreed  that  she  should 
prophesy  truly,  and  not  be  believed ;  but  of 
the  Com  Law  alarmists  it  seemed  to  be 
determined  that  they  should  prophesy 
falsely,  but  find  people  foolish  enough  to 
trust  them.  The  hon.  Member  read  an 
extract  from  a  recent  copy  of  the  Dublin 
Evening  Mail  respecting  the  number  of 
sheep  sold  and  remaining  unsold  at  BaUina»- 
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nooth  ?    Hob.  Wombors  on  tlio  othw  tide 
of  tho  HouHO  BU|>|>orted  the  proposition, 
because  it  wah  introduced  by  tho  nght  hon. 
Baronet,  thouffh  they  would  have  opposed 
it  had  it  boon  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord  tho  Member  for  London.    After  that, 
what  right  had  they  to  attack  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  his  conduct  upon  this  ques- 
tion ?    IHd  they  wish  to  sot  the  precedent 
again  ?     Thero  was  no  doubt  that  when 
this  debate  was  over,  they  would  again  be- 
come tho  humble  servants  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.    In  1829,  fwaqwxm  Mafidet  was 
tho  exclamation  ;  vot  they  had  restored  to 
him  all  their  confidence  :  again  nuBquiOm 
tutafidei  would  be  the  cry,  and  again  they 
would  submit  themsolves  to  his  mercy. 
What  could  they  do  without  him  ?    Whom 
could  they  nut  in  his  place  ?     Lists  of  new 
sets  of  Mimsters  had  been  oirculated,  but 
they  only  seemed  worthy  of  the  satirical 
pages  of  the  admirable  Pvmch,     On  this 
point  he  might  quote  to  tho  House  a  pas- 
sage from  tlio  posthumous  pamphlet  of  tho 
Rev.  Sidney  Smith  : — 

"  And  lot  mo  t)og  of  my  dear  T'^ltniB  not  to 
imnj^ino  that  thoy  rnn  survive  for  a  sinf^le  inKtant 
without  Sir  itobort'-that  thoy  could  form  an  Ultra 
Tory  Admiuintmiion.  It  there  a  Chartist  in  Great 
Britain  who  would  not,  upon  the  first  intimation 
of  Bucti  an  attrmpt,  order  a  now  suit  of  clothes, 
and  call  upon  tho  milkman  and  baker  for  an 
cxti^ndod  oroditf  Is  there  a  political  reasoner 
who  would  no^  oome  out  of  his  holo  with  a  new 
Constitution  V* 

After  reading  the  words  of  so  eminent  a 
man,  he  was  unwilling  to  add  anything  of 
his  own,  since  it  must  appear  to  vast  dis- 
advantage ;  but  he  would  aak  whether 
there  was  a  bear  on  the  Stock  Exchange 
who  would  not  realize  large  profits  under 
such  a  Minister,  or  a  stockholder  who  would 
not  be  a  sufferer  ?  If  he  (Mr.  M.  O'Connell) 
wished  to  see  great  changers  accomplished, 
his  earnest  desiro  woidd  be  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  should  be  thwarted,  and  that 
his  present  adversaries  should  be  compelled 
to  form  a  Ministry  of  their  own.  In  his 
speech  a  few  nights  ago,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  8.  O'Brien)  had 
had  recourse  to  a  fallacy,  which  run  through 
all  he  said  :  it  was  when  he  talked  of  pro- 
tection as  valuable  to  the  working  cloases. 
lie  assumed  that  the  cTisting  laws  aff<r»rded 
them  real  protection;  but  he  supported  the 
present  measure  becau!H*  he  felt  convinced 
that  that,  and  that  oniv,  would  afford  them 
real  and  effectual  protection.     It  would 
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ployment — against,  in  short,  all  the  evils  1 
incident  to  the  present  system.  It  was 
rerj  well  for  agriculturists  to  talk  of  their 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  lower  orders; 
but  true  philanthropists  were  those  who,  by 
unshackling  commerce,  gave  industry  em- 
ployment. It  was  far  better  that  the  in> 
dustry  and  energy  of  our  own  country 
should  walk  forth  in  its  own  strength,  than 
that  they  should  be  supported  by  legisla- 
tion in  an  enfeebled  and  ricketty  existence. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  labouring 
classes  would  ever  agidn  call  for  such  pro- 
tection as  they  had  enjoyed  under  the  Corn 
Laws — not  even  the  stentorian  voice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  would  be  able  to  raise  that  cry 
among  them.  I£  they  did,  it  could  be  in 
the  same  spirit  that  the  graphic  wit  of  a 
former  age  described  the  ignorant  crowd 
exclaiming,  "Give  us  back  our  eleven 
days."  If  any  man  had  eloquence  to  re- 
Terse  in  the  nineteenth  the  folly  of  the 
«ghteenth  century,  it  must  be  some  such 
overpowering  orator  as  the  individual  to 
whom  he  had  alluded.  For  these  reasons 
he  supported  free  trade  and  freo  imports, 
which  he  believed  essentially  the  same;  he 
believed  the  cause  he  advocated  just  and 
righteous,  and  that  formed  not  the  least  of 
the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to 
give  the  measure  before  the  House,  not  a 
lukewarm  and  a  grudging,  but  a  sealons 
Mid  a  cordial  support. 

Colonel  CONOLLY  said,  he  entirely 
Agreed  in  the  assertion  of  a  right  hon. 
Friend  of  his  (Mr.  Shaw)  that  the  evils 
arising  from  the  partial  failure  of  the  po- 
tato crop  in  Ireland,  had  been  infinitely 
exaggerated.  Accounts  from  various  parts 
of  the  country,  and  his  own  acquaintance 
with  its  condition,  especially  in  those  dis- 
tricts with  which  he  was  connected,  en- 
able him  to  state  this  decidedly.  He 
hoped  that  he  need  not  declare  how  heartily 
he  desired  that  all  legitimate  relief  might 
be  afforded  to  the  Irish  people  in  their 
present  position ;  or  that  the  whole  course 
of  his  life  presented  sufficient  evidence  of 
his  being  utterly  incapable  of  insensibility 
as  to  the  miseries  of  his  fellow  country- 
men. But  he  had  listened  attentively  to 
the  debate,  without  being  able  to  discern 
the  slightest  connection  between  the  mea- 
sure before  the  House,  and  the  potato  de- 
ficiency. The  evils  arising  out  of  that 
deficiency  would,  in  the  common  course  of 
events,  continue  but  four  months;  while 
the  measure  of  the  Minister  could  not 
come  fUllj  into  operation  before  the-  expi« 


ration  of  three  years.     Thus  the  two  af- 
fairs, so  anxiously  attempted  to  be  asso- 
ciated, were,  in  fact,  entirely  unconnected. 
He  could  not  understand   what  on  earth 
they  had  to  do  with  the  matter  ;  and  as- 
suredly the '  Irish  peasantry  would  be  ex- 
tremely ill  off  if  they  waited  for  relief 
until  the  consummation  of  the  Ministerial 
measures.  The  perilous  experiments  about 
to  be  entered    on    by  the   Government, 
would  have    most    injurious    effects,   he 
thought,  upon  the  Empire  at  large  ;  but 
would  peculiarly  affect  that  part  of  it  from 
which  ho  came,  and  he  must  consequently 
give  it  the  utmost  opposition  which  it  was 
in  his  power  to  present  to  it.     It  was  his 
opinion  that  it  would  immensely  aggravate 
all  the  evils  that  existed  in  Ireland — ^that 
it  would  degrade  and  depress  the  condition 
of  the  people  lower  than  at  present.  There 
could  bo  no  doubt  that  cheap  bread  and 
low  wages  were  synonymous  terms.     The 
measure  was  first  put  forward  professedly 
with  the  object  of  enabling  the  manufac- 
turer to  compete  with  the  foreigner  by 
lowering  wages  ;  and  though  opinions  had 
changed  in  some  quarters  as  to  the  mea- 
sure, it  was  the  same  **  wolf  in  sheep's 
clothing"  as  had  originally  been  detected 
and  exposed.     The  present  Premier  had, 
on  his  first 'entrance  into  office  in  1842, 
proposed  a  measure  which  had  alarmed 
and  injured  the  agricultural  interest  to  a 
certain  extent;  but  of  course   the  right 
hon.    Baronet    had    submitted  it  to   the 
House   in    its  brightest   colours  and  its 
fairest  form,  and  enforced  it  especially  by 
the   assurance  that  the    agricultural  in- 
terest should  retain  an  adequate  amount  of 
protection.  Now  Members  opposite  taunted 
the  agricultural  Member  with  having  sup- 
ported that  measure  of  the  new  Tariff. 
No  doubt  they  had  so  supported  it;  and 
he  for  one  had  frankly  confessed  that  he 
had  gone  as  far  as  ho  coidd,  and  a  good 
deal  against  his  inclination,  for  the  purpose 
of  supporting  the  right  hon.  Baronet.     Of 
course  he  was  the  more  mortified  with  his 
present  position  ;  for  now  he  found  that  he 
had  been  induced  thus  to  yield  to  a  mea- 
sure which  had  proved  the  precursor  of 
another,  the  effects  of  which  could  not  be 
but  absolutely  ruinous  to  the  industrious 
classes   generally,  destructive  not  merely 
to  agriculture,  but  to  our  home  market  in 
general,  and  inconsistent  with  the  welfare 
of  the  whole  Empire  in  all  its  relations  at 
home   and  abroad.     The  agricultural  in- 
terest had  behaved  with  manly  generosity, 
and  had  pursued  a  perfectly  disinterested 
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noath  !  Hon.  Uemben  on  the  oAer  nde 
of  the  Houae  supported  die  propoiition, 
because  it  was  introducad  by  the  tight  boa. 
Baronot,  thongh  the^  would  haTe  opposed 
it  had  it  been  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London.  After  that, 
what  right  had  they  to  attack  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  his  conduct  upon  thii  quea- 
tion  ?  Did  they  wish  to  set  the  precedent 
agun  ?  There  wai  no  doubt  toat  when 
this  debate  was  over,  they  would  agun  be- 
come the  humble  Krvants  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  In  1829,  ntuqwam  fufa/dMwu 
the  exclamation  ;  yot  they  had  restored  to 
him  all  their  confidcnee  :  again  Kiuquam 
tutajidts  would  be  the  cry,  and  again  they 
would  submit  themai^TeB  to  his  merey. 
What  could  they  do  without  hlin  ?  Whom 
could  they  '^ nt  in  bia  place  f  Liati  of  new 
sets  of  Ministers  had  been  circulated,  bat 
they  only  seemed  worthy  of  the  satirical 
pages  of  the  admirable  Pvnch.  On  this 
point  he  might  quote  to  tlio  House  a  pas- 
sage from  the  postbumons  ptun^et  of  the 
Rot.  Sidney  Smith  : — 


loe  fur  in  1842,  1843,  and  1844,  showing 
a  regular  increase  both  in  number  and 
price.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  farmers 
would  be  governed  by  experience,  and  not 
allow  themselTes  to  become  the  victims  of 
a  panic.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Taun- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere),  when  in  office  in 
1840,  had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  allow  the 
introduction  into  Ireland  of  foreign  flour 
upon  the  some  terms  as  into  England.  It 
was  opposed  hy  some  Members  of  the  pre- 
sent Government;  and  Sir  J.  S.  Tennant, 
in  a  speech  crammed  with  statistics,  proved 
to  demonstration,  as  was  thought  and  said 
by  some,  that  the  millers  of  Ireland  wonid 
be  ruined  if  the  measuro  passed.     lu  1843 


the  right  hon,  Baronet  altered  the  Oi 
Laws,  and  among  his  alterations  was 
one  by  which  foreign  flour  might  he  in- 
troduced into  Ireland  exactly  on  tho  terms 
proposed  two  years  before  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Taunton.  It  was,  of 
course,  supported  by  the  Oppoaition  side  of 
the  House,  though  notvrithout  some  taunts 
against  Ministers  for  silently  adopting 
office  a  scheme  tboy  had  resisted  in  oppo- 
sition; and  what  had  been  tho  result  ?  The 
result  was,  that  in  spito  of  this  Bill,  which 
was  to  ruin  the  millera  of  Ireland,  the  im- 
portations of  flour  into  this  country  from 
Ireland  had  constantly  and  most  import- 
antly augmented. 

In  1813  bad  been  Imported      314,311 

In  1843 173,488 

In  18M 839,067 

'      In  1649 1,133,379 

Thus  this  ruined  interost  in  the  course  of 
four  years  had  quadrupled  tho  amount  of 
its  importations  of  flour  into  England.  How 
had  the  arguments  on  this  subject 
met  ?  Scraps  from  newspapers  and  centot 
from  Hantard  affiirded  no  grounds  for  de- 
bating a  great  national  question.  The  Re- 
corder for  Dubhn,  quoting  Lord  Mansfield, 
had  said  that  the  worst  of  precedents  were 
established  from  the  best  motives  ;  but  the 
agricultural  interest,  if  they  could  learn 
anything,  must  have  teamt  since  1 829  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
GoTcmment  would  never  consent  to  sacri- 
fice national  objects  to  party  conaistency. 
They  were,  therefore,  forewarned  of  the 
present  crisis  ;  but,  nevertheless,  they  bad 
placed  him  again  at  their  head,  knowing 
that,  under  lihe  circumstances,  he  would 
.  act  in  the  like  way.  They  had  thus  set  a 
bad  precedent  from  the  best  motives,  and 
they  must  now  expect  to  And  it  used  against 
themselves.  What  bad  happened  only  lagt 
year  on  the  eubjeot  of  the  grant  of  May. 


"  And  let  me  beg  of  my  dear  Ultras  not  to 
imagine  th«t  they  can  rarnn  for  ■  glngle  inrtsnt 
witboat  Sir  Robert^-th»t  they  could  fbnn  sn  Ultra 
Tory  Admioiatrtttion.  Ii  there  %  Chiitist  in  Great 
Brilain  nho  would  not,  upon  the  flm  intimMion 
ofsucli  an  attempt,  order  a  aeir  luit  of  claCh 
and  caU  upon  the  milkman  and  baier  (hr  m 
extended  oredit »     Is  thsrg  a  wditical  mum— 

-. — M  „« rf  ^^^^^TTZ 


After  reading  the  words  of  so  eminent  a 
man.  he  was  unwilhng  to  add  annhb^  rf 
his  own,  smce  it  must  annu.-  *~  _    *>. 

«i™>«g.,  but  bf  JS"„t  ™' ,'- 

lh.„wu  .bear  on  Ike  Sl«k  p'k  " 
Yfho  would  not  mli,,  I'lr     T*"^ 
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ployment— *agamst^  in  short,  all  tlie  evils 
incident  to  &e  present  system.  It  was 
veiy  well  for  agriculturists  to  talk  of  their 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  lower  orders; 
hut  true  philanthropists  were  those  who,  hy 
unshackling  commerce,  gave  industry  em- 
ployment. It  was  far  hotter  that  the  in- 
dustry and  energy  of  our  own  country 
should  walk  forth  in  its  own  strength,  than 
that  they  should  he  supported  hy  legiila- 
tion  in  an  enfeehled  and  ricketty  existence. 
He  did  not  helieve  that  the  lahouring 
classes  would  ever  again  call  for  such  pro- 
tection as  they  had  enjoyed  under  the  Com 
Laws — ^not  even  the  stentorian  voice  of  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Knareshorough  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  would  he  ahle  to  raise  that  cry 
among  them.  IC  they  did,  it  could  he  in 
the  same  spirit  that  the  graphic  wit  of  a 
former  age  descrihed  the  ignorant  crowd 
exclaiming,  **  Give  us  hack  our  eleven 
days."  If  any  man  had  eloquence  to  re- 
verse in  the  nineteenth  the  folly  of  the 
eighteenth  century,  it  must  he  some  such 
overpowering  orator  as  the  individual  to 
whom  he  had  alluded.  For  these  reasons 
he  supported  free  trade  and  free  imports, 
which  he  heUeved  essentially  the  same;  he 
believed  the  cause  he  advocated  just  and 
righteous,  and  that  formed  not  the  least  of 
the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to 
give  the  measiu'e  hefore  the  House,  not  a 
lukewarm  and  a  grudging,  but  a  zealous 
and  a  cordial  support. 

Colonel  CONOLLY  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  in  the  assertion  of  a  right  hdn. 
Friend  of  his  (Mr.  Shaw)  that  the  evils 
arising  from  the  partial  faOure  of  the  po- 
tato  crop  in  Ireland,   had  been  infinitely 
exaggerated.   Accoimts  from  various  parts 
of  the  country,  and  his  own  acquaintance 
with  its  condition,  especially  in  those  dis- 
tricts with  which  he  was  connected,  en- 
able him  to    state  this  decidedly.      He 
hoped  that  he  need  not  declare  how  heartily 
he  desired  that  all  legitimate  relief  might 
be  afforded  to  the  Irish  people   in  their 
present  position ;  or  that  the  whole  course 
of  his  life  presented  sufficient  evidence  of 
his  being  utterly  incapable  of  insensibility 
as  to  the  miseries  of  his  fellow  country- 
men.    But  he  had  listened  attentively  to 
the  debate,  without  being  able  to  discern 
the  slightest  connection  between  the  mea- 
sure before  the  House,  and  the  potato  de- 
ficiency.    The  evils  arising  out  of  that 
deficiency  would,  in  the  common  course  of 
events,  continue  but  four  months;  while 
the  measure   of  the  Minister  could   not 
come  ftdly  into  operation  before  the  expi- 


ration of  three  years.  Thus  the  two  af- 
fairs, so  anxiously  attempted  to  be  asso- 
ciated, were,  in  fact,  entirely  unconnected. 
He  could  not  understand  what  on  earth 
they  had  to  do  with  the  matter  ;  and  as- 
suredly the '  Irish  peasantry  would  be  ex- 
tremely ill  off  if  they  waited  for  relief 
until  iiie  consummation  of  the  Minist<erial 
measures.  The  perilous  experiments  about 
to  be  entered  on  by  the  Government, 
would  have  most  injurious  effects,  he 
thought,  upon  the  Empire  at  large  ;  but 
would  peculiarly  affect  that  part  of  it  from 
which  he  came,  and  he  must  consequently 
give  it  the  utmost  opposition  which  it  was 
in  his  power  to  present  to  it.  It  was  his 
opinion  that  it  would  immensely  aggravate 
sSl  the  evils  that  existed  in  Ireland — that 
it  would  degrade  and  depress  the  condition 
of  the  people  lower  than  at  present.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  cheap  bread  and 
low  wages  were  synonymous  terms.  The 
measure  was  first  put  forward  professedly 
with  the  object  of  enabling  the  manufac- 
turer to  compete  with  the  foreigner  by 
lowering  wages  ;  and  though  opinions  had 
changed  in  some  quarters  as  to  the  mea- 
sure, it  was  the  same  **  wolf  in  sheep's 
clothing"  as  had  originally  been  detected 
and  exposed.  The  present  Premier  had, 
on  his  first 'entrance  into  office  in  1842, 
proposed  a  measure  which  had  alarmed 
and  injured  the  agricultural  interest  to  a 
certain  extent;  but  of  course  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  submitted  it  to  the 
House  in  its  brightest  colours  and  its 
fairest  form,  and  enforced  it  especially  by 
the  assurance  that  the  agricultural  in- 
terest should  retain  an  adequate  amount  of 
protection.  Now  Members  opposite  taunted 
the  agricultural  Member  with  having  sup- 
ported that  measure  of  the  new  Tariff. 
No  doubt  they  had  so  supported  it;  and 
he  for  one  had  frankly  confessed  that  he 
had  gone  as  far  as  he  could,  and  a  good 
deal  against  his  inclination,  for  the  purpose 
of  supporting  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Of 
course  he  was  the  more  mortified  with  his 
present  position  ;  for  now  he  found  that  he 
had  been  induced  thus  to  yield  to  a  mea- 
sure which  had  proved  the  precursor  of 
another,  the  effects  of  which  could  not  be 
but  absolutely  ruinous  to  the  industrious 
classes  generally,  destructive  not  merely 
to  agriculture,  but  to  our  home  market  in 
general,  and  inconsistent  with  the  welfare 
of  the  whole  Empire  in  all  its  relations  at 
home  and  abroad.  The  agricultural  in- 
terest had  behaved  with  manly  generosity, 
and  had  pursued  a  perfectly  disinterested 
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course  in  taking  the  minimum  of  the  pro- 
tection they  considered  necessary  for  the 
national  welfare  ;  and  they  had  effectually 
vindicated  themselves  from  the  chaise  of 
a  selfish  regard  for  **  class  interest/'  and 
all  the  other  opprobrious  accusations  hurled 
against  them,  in  default  of  argument,  by 
their  opponents.  After  the  measure  of 
1842  came  the  Canada  Com  Bill,  as  to 
which  he  could  not  help  observing,  that 
the  effects  of  the  clandestine  introduction 
of  American  grain  into  Ireland  had  been 
most  injurious  to  the  Irish  millers.  But 
when  that  measure  was  introduced  by  the 
able  and  statesmanlike  arguments  of  the 
then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (Lord 
Stanley),  it  was  agreed  to  as  designed  to 
extend  the  trade  in  corn  merely  with  our 
Colonies,  which  produced  no  more  grain 
than  our  increasing  population  required. 
And  it  had  been  supported  indeed,  with 
the  very  view  of  preventing  the  influx  of 
corn  from  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  as 
giving  a  just  and  proper  preference  to  the 
productions  of  our  own  colonists,  and  thus 
extending  the  market  for  our  manufac- 
tures. And  though  the  agriculturists 
were  accused  of  legislating  for  **  class  in- 
terests,** he  could  declare  that  a  main 
motive  for  agreeing  to  the  Canada  Com 
Bill  was,  the  desire  to  promote  our  trade 
with  our  Colonies ;  and  to  keep  the  benefit 
of  our  trade  to  them,  instead  of  wildly, 
rashly,  extravagantly  endeavouring  to  ex- 
tend it  indiscriminately  with  all  the  world 
—  with  friends  and  enemies  —  with  the 
States  of  Uberal  or  of  restrictive  policy — 
with  those  who  had  and  with  those  who 
had  not  manifested  any  intention  of  reci- 
procating our  advances  to  increased  com- 
mercial intercourse — with  all  equally  and 
alike— even  with  such  as  had  resisted  all 
diplomatic  endeavours  to  promote  the  re- 
ception of  our  produce.  So  entirely  had 
there  been  an  absence  of  all  disposition,  on 
the  part  of  foreign  nations,  to  reciprocate 
our  "  free  trade,"  that  many  of  them  had 
actually  increased  their  restrictions  in  pro- 
portion as  we  adopted  a  more  liberal  com- 
mercial policy.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Cayley),  whose  profound  thought  on  tliis 
question  was  so  well  known,  had  ably 
argued  that  the  manufacturing  interests 
were  **  standing  in  their  own  light"  in 
clamouring  for  a  free  trade :  and  that 
cheap  bread  and  low  wages  were  inse- 
parable. The  home  market  must  be  the 
main  mart  for  our  manufactures;  and  it 
was  the  most  rash  and  inconsiderate  thing 
in  the  world  to  rush  into  a  course  ruinous 


to  that  market,  in  the  vain  hope  of  secur- 
ing markets  in  countries  which  had  long 
experienced  the  advantages  of  a  restrictive 
system  for  the  fostering  of  their  own  ma- 
nufactures. It  was  said  on  the  other  side, 
what  had  agriculture  received  from  protec- 
tion ?  He  should  like  to  know  what  good 
the  projected  measure  could  possibly  do 
to  that  interest  ?  The  great  evil  to  be  met 
and  remedied  was,  deficient  or  unremune- 
rating  labour.  And  the  present  measure 
would  displace  agricultural  produce  at  least 
to  the  extent  of  one-fourth.  Such  must  be 
the  result  when  the  price  of  wheat  was  re- 
duced from  56s,  to  30$.  per  quarter.  When 
it  was  to  be  remembered,  that  the  main 
resource  of  Ireland  was  the  sale  of  her 
agricultural  produce,  it  might  be  imagined 
that  whatever  causes  of  distress  or  discon- 
tent at  present  existed  in  that  country, 
would  be  as  nothing  compared  with  the 
wretchedness  and  ruin  likely  to  result  from 
this  measure.  It  appeared  that  the  recent 
imports  of  agricultural  produce  from  Ire- 
land into  this  country  had  quadrupled  those 
of  former  years.  When  it  was  asked  then, 
what  had  protection  done  for  agriculture, 
it  might  be  answered  that  h^re  alone  was 
evidence  of  no  inconsiderable  result.  What 
was  the  origin  of  all  capital  but  protection  ? 
What  encouraged  the  accumulation  of  ca- 
pital by  means  of  energy  and  enterprize, 
but  protection  to  the  investments  of  capi- 
tal ?  Protection  had  promoted  the  growth 
of  capital,  and  had  developed  its  resources 
and  its  results;  and  this  was  the  real  reason 
why  high  wages  had  temporarily  coexisted 
with  low  prices — an  anomalous  state  of 
things.  However,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  l£e  head  of  the  Government  had  en- 
deavom*ed  to  show  that  high  wages  and  low 
prices  would  exist  concurrently:  they  might 
for  a  short  time  ;  but  that  they  should  do 
so  permanently,  was  utterly  inconceivable 
and  impossible.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  most  incorrectly  attributed  to  the  mea- 
sures he  had  introduced,  the  prosperity  of 
recent  years.  But  it  was  incontestable 
that  the  farmer,  the  artificer,  the  trades- 
men, each  and  all,  were  entitled  to  protec- 
tion for  their  industry,  their  capital,  and 
their  enterprize  ;  and  were  entitled  to  de- 
mand it  of  the  State  to  which  they  paid 
taxes,  to  which  they  owed  loyalty,  and  to 
the  resources  of  which  they  contributed  so 
much.  And  to  say  that  such  a  natural, 
indefeasible  claim  to  protection  should  be 
disregarded — it  wos  monstrous  !  "  It  is," 
exclaimed  the  gallant  Gentleman,  '*  imchris- 
tian !     It  is  intolerable !     Mj  opinion  may 
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be  sneered  at  as  '  sentiment/  or  ^  selfish- 
ness,* and  may  be  overwhebned  with  such 
opprobrious  epithets  ;  but  while  I  have  a 
soul  in  my  body,  I  will  not  consent  to  in- 
flict such  frightful  evils  on  so  many  of  my 
fellow-countrymen !  **  The  measure  would 
not  benefit  the  interests  it  peculiarly  pro- 
fessed to  profit.  Protection  was  the  natural 
and  bounden  duty  of  the  State,  considered 
in  connection  with  our  fiscal  as  well  as  our 
conomercial  system  ;  it  was  a  source  of  re- 
venue and  means  of  enabling  the  nation  to 
bear  its  burdens  ;  it  was  intimately  associ- 
ated with  all  our  financial  relations  ;  and  it 
was  the  opinion  of  such  able  monetary  au- 
thorities as  Lord  Ashburton,  that  the  re- 
sidt  of  this  measure  would  be  to  reduce  the 
resources  of  the  nation  by  at  least  twenty- 
five  per  cent.  The  burdens  of  Ireland  in 
particular  had  been  recently  increased,  as 
by  poor  rates,  &c.,  and  the  present  mea- 
sure would  greatly  diminish  the  ability  of 
the  people  to  meet  these  burdens.  Could 
it  be  supposed  that  the  evils  of  Ireland 
would  be  assuaged  or  lightened  by  the 
harsh  grinding  hand  of  a  hard  political  eco- 
nomy ?  He  was  satisfied  that  the  agricul- 
ture, both  of  Ireland  and  of  England,  would, 
if  justly  protected,  keep  pace  with  the  in- 
creasing demands  of  the  population.  This 
argument,  as  applied  to  Ireland,  had  a 
strong  analogy  to  the  argument  as  applied 
so  ably  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Sir  H.  Douglas),  to  the  case  of  the  Colo- 
nies. The  evil  and  the  peril  were  equally 
obvious  in  both  cases,  of  alienating  and  es- 
tranging our  fellow  subjects  in  other  parts 
of  the  Empire.  It  was  far  wiser  to  conciliate 
their  affections  by  a  just  and  equitable  pro- 
tection, securing  them  our  own  markets  in 
preference  to  foreigners.  Wliereas,  the 
policy  of  the  present  measure  consisted  in 
throwing  open  our  ports  to  all  the  world  ; 
and  giving  the  benefit  of  our  markets  to 
the  subjects  of  every  nation  but  our  own. 
The  inevitable  effect  of  this  suicidal  course 
was,  the  irretrievable  injury  of  those  in- 
valuable interests,  our  shipping  and  our 
commercial  marine,  on  which  our  mari- 
time supremacy  so  much  depended.  The 
former  and  the  wiser  policy  of  the  country 
had  been,  on  the  other  hand,  to  foster  these 
important  and  sister  interests  of  agriculture 
and  shipping — the  sources  of  our  subsist- 
ence and  our  security.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Goveruracnt 
had,  in  his  amended  version  of  the  imagin- 
ary colloquy  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton with  the  farmer,  represented  the 
propriety   of   the    landlord's    telling    his 


"  good  fellow"  of  a  tenant  that  his  land- 
lord would  lend  him  money  wherewith  to 
promote  improvements  in  cultivation,  and 
increase  the  produce  of  the  farm  from  three 
quarters  per  acre  to  five.  But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  omitted  to  tell  his  ima- 
ginary farmer  that  the  ^^e  quarters  would 
realize  no  more  than  the  three  had  done ; 
for  five  quarters  at  30«.  would  not  fetch  so 
much  as  three  at  56«.  It  was  a  favourite 
mode  of  eicpression  on  the  other  side  to 
urge,  that  the  injuries  arising  from  the  Mi- 
nisterial measure  would  be  but  temporary. 
He  for  one  disputed  the  right  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  inflict  severe  injury,  however  tem- 
porary, on  large  classes  of  the  people.  To 
do  so  was  to  corroborate  the  theories  of 
those  who  agreed  that  the  House  did  not 
represent  all  classes  of  the  community.  He 
hoped  that  it  did,  and  that  its  sympathies 
and  its  care  would  be  equally  extended  to 
all ;  and  for  this  reason  he  earnestly  im- 
plored of  the  House  to  pause  before  they 
rushed  on  to  such  a  perilous  experi- 
ment as  was  now  proposed,  which  was 
certain  to  be  injurious  to  all  classes  but 
especially  to  those  whom  it  must  be 
the  object  of  every  sensible  man  to  protect. 
Viscount  INGESTRE  felt  that  an  apo- 
logy  was  due  from  him  to  the  House  for 
venturing  to  trespass  upon  its  attention 
when  a  subject  of  such  importance  was 
before  it;  but  its  very  importance  must  be 
his  apology.  He  had  also  another  excuse 
for  addressing  it;  for  he  found  that  the 
parties  with  whom  he  had  generally  acted, 
and  whom  he  had  always  been  proud  to 
follow,  had  gone  over  to  the  enemy,  and 
that  they  were  without  a  leader.  It  was 
necessary,  in  these  days  of  general  apos- 
tacy,  that  each  person  should  himself  de- 
clare his  own  opinions.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  at  the  conunencement 
of  that  which  he  would  allow  him  to  call 
his  most  extraordinary  speech,  some  nights 
ago,  adduced  two  or  three  tests  by  which 
he  tried  his  own  sincerity.  He  (Lord 
Ingestre)  gave  him  full  credit  for  his  sin- 
cerity; and,  as  he  was  bound  to  do  so,  he 
gave  full  credit  to  the  sincerity  of  all  who 
sat  upon  that  bench.  Still,  he  must  be 
allowed  to  say,  though  he  had  no  aban- 
donment of  political  opinions  to  account 
for,  he  might  adduce  one  tost  of  his 
sincerity.  Ho  believed  he  might  say  that 
such  test  was  to  bo  found  in  a  letter  writ- 
ten by  a  noble  relative  of  his  (Earl  Talbot) 
— ^by  one  of  whom  he  must  always  speak 
with  that  respect  and  affection  which  he 
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must  ever  bear  to  that  noble  Lord.  That 
was  a  letter  which  had  been  made  a  great 
deal  of,  because  that  noble  Lord  was  one 
whose  opinions  were  of  great  importance 
as  those  of  an  experienced  agricnlturist,  and 
whose  opinions  must  therefore  be  entitled 
to  every  weiffht  and  consideration  that 
justly  attached  to  his  high  character.  But 
then  he  felt  it  due  to  that  noble  Lord,  his 
noble  relative,  to  say,  that  his  opinions 
were  not  of  recent  date;  he  had  not,  like 
many  of  those  in  that  House,  changed  hb 
opinions  under  a  very  short  notice.  The 
opinions  which  his  noble  relative  now  ex- 
pressed, had  been  entertained  for  many 
years;  but,  as  ho  had  referred  to  them,  he 
would  state  the  exact  extent  to  which  those 
opinions  went.  He  had  often  heard  that 
noble  relative  say  that  he  thought  the 
energies  of  Englishmen  were  so  indomita- 
ble, and  their  industry  so  persevering,  that 
they  must  come  out  of  every  difficulty,  and 
eventually  surmount  every  obstacle.  That, 
then,  was  the  extent  to  which  his  opinions 
went;  but  then  he  had  no  doubt,  with  the 
opinions  his  noble  relative  entertained, 
that  he  would  ^ve  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment his  support  with  respect  to  the 
measures  they  were  now  proposing.  In 
the  early  part  of  this  debate,  he  (Lord 
Ingestre)  was  very  much  struck  with  the 
observation  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  at  War,  that  this  was  not  a 
question  of  principle — ^that  it  was  ridiculous 
that  such  a  sensation  should  be  made 
throughout  the  country  about  that  which 
was  purely  a  fiscal  and  commercial  ques- 
tion. He  should  like  to  know  what  ques- 
tion could  be  more  a  question  of  principle 
than  this.  Why  it  was  the  very  principle 
on  which  this  Parliament  was  elected.  As 
to  his  (Lord  Ingestre 's)  own  individual 
election,  he  was  not  aware  that  he  had  at 
the  hustings  uttered  a  single  word  on  the 
subject  of  protection  or  the  Com  Laws ; 
but  he  had  done  so  on  the  previous  occa- 
sion, and,  therefore,  he  should  think  it 
highly  dishonourable — ^he  could  not  give  it 
another  name — if  he  did  not  (like  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  lately  resigned  his  seat  in 
the  House)  consider  that  there  was  an  un- 
derstanding between  him  and  his  constitu- 
ents on  the  question  of  protection.  He 
was  favourable  to  protection,  and  had  he 
been  struck  with  any  remarkable  conver- 
sion on  that  point,  he  shoxild  have  felt  it 
his  duty,  as  a  man  of  lionour,  to  have  re- 
signed his  seat.  There  had  been  some 
some  resignations  of  seats  on  that  principle. 
Other  hon.  Members  had  written  to  their 


constituents,  half  resigning  their  seats,  and 
then  taking  advantage  of  circumstances. 
He  could  not,  he  must  own,  greatly  ap- 
prove of  this  conduct.  Those  who  did  it 
might  reconcile  it  to  their  consciences;  and 
their  constituents,  he  had  no  doubt,  would, 
at  the  fitting  time,  and  the  proper  day, 
express  their  opinions  on  such  conduct. 
They  had  also  nad  manifestoes,  or  some- 
thing very  like  them,  from  Ministers  and 
others  having  a  connexion  with  the  Cabinet. 
He  had  recently  seen,  as  no  doubt  many 
others  had  seen,  a  manifesto  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Now,  he 
could  only  look  upon  that  as  something 
like  a  declaration  from  the  Government.  In 
the  principles  announced  in  that  document 
he  could  not  coincide,  and  therefore  could 
not  give  them  his  support.  They  had  then 
had  explanations  from  the  free-trade  Cabi- 
net. When'this  question  of  free  trade  was 
first  agitated  in  the  Cabinet  last  Novem- 
ber, as  they  had  been  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  could  not  find  many  Members 
in  his  Cabinet  to  agree  with  him.  Now^ 
he  thought  that  this  House  had  a  right  to 
call  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Monmouth,  to  explain  to  the  House  and  to 
this  country,  why  they  rejoined  the  Cabinet, 
and  were  now  ready  to  support  measures, 
which,  in  November  last,  they  thought  to 
be  so  destructive  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  as  to  oppose  them,  and  resign  their 
posts  into  Her  Majesty's  hands.  And  now, 
in  allusion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  would  beg 
leave  to  ask  him,  if  he  recollected  the 
address  that  was  sent  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Premier  when  he  was  very 
much  in  a  similar  situation  to  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  held  ?  He 
would  ask  him  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) if  he  recollected  what  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  was  consistent 
with  his  duty  to  do  ? — and  no  man  who 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
believe  that  he  at  all  times  acted  in  accord- 
ance with  the  convictions  of  his  conscience. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now  in 
a  very  similar  position  to  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  occupied  with  regard 
to  the  Emancipation  Bill ;  and  how  did 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  then  act  ?  In  an 
address  which  he  (Lord  Ingestre)  saw  the 
other  day  in  the  papers,  and  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  true  and  genuine — an  address 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  electors 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  he  thus  ex- 
pressed himself :— • 
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« I  eannot  donbt  that  the  resisianoe  which  I 
have  hitherto  offered  to  the  clidms  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  has  been  one  of  the  main  grounds  upon 
which  I  liave  been  entitled  to  the  oonfidence  and 
ii^port  of  a  very  large  body  of  my  constituents ) 
and,  although  I  discontinue  that  resistance  solely 
from  the  finn  belief  that  perseverance  in  it  would 
be  not  only  unavailing,  but  would  be  injurious  to 
those  interests  which  it  is  my  special  duty  to  up- 
hold, yet  I  consider  myself  b^rand  to  surrender  to 
the  University,  without  delay,  the  trust  which  they 
have  confided  to  me." 

He  (Lord  Ingestre)  did  think  that  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  in  a  similar  position  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet*  It  seemed  to  him  at 
least  that  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) was  in  a  similar  position,  and  he 
dliould  he  very  glad  to  hear  from  him  why 
he  did  not  pursue  a  similar  course  of  con- 
duct. He  had  now,  he  must  say,  reason  to 
quarrel  with  this  measure  of  the  Goyem- 
ment ;  first,  for  the  time  at  which  it  had 
heen  thought  proper  to  introduce  it.  What 
were  the  circtmistances  of  the  country  when 
it  was  introduced  ?  It  was  almost  impossi** 
hie,  in  a  dehate  which  had  heen  maintained 
for  such  a  long  time  as  the  present,  to  say 
anything  which  had  not  heen  said  hefore, 
and  no  douht  much  hotter  than  he  could 
hope  to  express  it.  Still,  he  must  remark, 
that  the  period  at  which  the  measure  had 
heen  introduced  was  most  infelicitous.  Mi- 
nisters had  found  the  country  in  a  state  of 
Erosperity — there  was  fall  employment  for 
ihourers,  and  lahour  was  highly  remune- 
rated— ^the  lahouring  classes  were  in  the 
enjoyment  of  more  comforts  of  Hfe  than  he 
had  oyer  known  since  he  had  known  any 
thing  at  all.  He  had  no  douht  that  this 
prosperity  had  grown  up  and  continued 
under*  protection.  They  had,  to  he  sure, 
heard  a  great  deal  about  famine  and  a  dis- 
ease in  potatoes.  He  hoped  it  was  idle  in 
him,  even  though  he  belonged  to  such  a 
maligned  body  as  that  of  the  agricul- 
turistSy  to  say,  that  for  distress  of  any 
portion  of  the  people  he  felt  the  deepest 
sympathy,  and  was  ready  to  adopt  any 
measiures  calculated  to  afford  the  most 
speedy  and  certain  relief.  But  in  looking 
at  the  Com  Market,  as  he  found  that  of 
Lirerpool  described  in  the  Mark  Lane 
Expres$9  of  February  17,  he  saw  the  fol- 
lowing:— 

"  A  liberal  supply  of  wheat  and  flour,  and  a  mo- 
derate supply  of  oats  and  oatmeal,  have  arrived 
here  linoe  this  day  week  from  Ireland,  with  seve- 
ral parcels  of  grain  coastwise  ;  also  2000  quarters 
of  wheat,  with  1100  quarters  of  Indian  com  from 
Trieste,  and  200  quarters  of  beans  from  Egypt, 
bat  no  grain  or  flour  from  America.  The  trade 
htm  been  geasrally  flat  to^y.    Sgdee  of  wheat 


have  progressed  slowly,  and  though  choice  quali- 
ties are  held  at  last  week's  rates,  all  lower  descrip- 
tions are  2d.  per  701b.  cheaper  than  on  this  day 
se'nnight.  Oats  are  \d.  per  bushel  and  meal  OJ. 
per  load  cheaper.  Beans,  peas,  and  other  articles, 
slow  of  sale,  and  prices  nominally  the  same  as  be- 
fore. Flour  also  sells  in  retail  at  la.  reduction.  In 
bonded  wheat  nothing  done.  Of  bonded  flour  a 
few  hundred  barrels  are  reported  at  37«.  per  bar- 
rel.   Barley  almost  unsaleable." 

Now,  he  asked  that  House — ^he  asked  any- 
body who  heard  him,  if  this  were  like  to 
famine  staring  them  in  the  face  ? — ^first,  a 
great  quantity  of  com  was  brought  fr^om 
Ireland — and  then  oatmeal,  the  natural 
substitute  for  the  root  that  had  perished, 
only  bearing  a  declining  price.  But  he  found 
a  similar  decline  in  Mark  Lane.  How,  he 
again  asked,  could  they  call  that  famine 
when  they  saw  food  with  a  tendency  to  de- 
cline in  the  price?  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
in  the  course  of  the  two  or  three  powerftil 
speeches  he  had  made  on  this  subject, 
made  his  principal  argument  to  go  upon 
this,  that  the  measure  now  proposed  by 
him  was  to  be  a  final  adjustment.  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  call  a  final  ad- 
justment ?  He  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  as  a  great  many  ladies  had 
a  fancy  for  making  matches,  so  had  he  a 
fancy  for  making  final  adjustments.  Where 
were  these  adjustments  to  end?  Did  he  fancy 
that  this  adjustment,  being  once  begun,  he 
would  not  hare  to  go  to  a  greater  extent 
with  it.  He  warned  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— ^he  warned  the  Goyemment,  that 
if  they  gaye  way  to  alarms  and  to  fears 
that  might  be  excited  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  composed  the  League,  they  would 
be  dragged  from  one  point  to  another,  until 
nothing  should  be  left  for  them  to  guard, 
and  nothing  more  to  yield.  This  he  was 
sure  of,  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  day  on  which  he  an- 
nounced that  he  abandoned  protection  was 
the  happiest  day  of  his  life,  that  if  his  life 
were  spared,  and  the  system  now  adopted 
carried  out  to  its  full  extent,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  yet  say,  that  instead  of 
its  being  the  happiest  it  was  the  most  mi- 
serable in  his  life.  At  this  stage  of  the 
debate  he  felt  disinclined  to  enter  into  the 
general  commercial  part  of  the  subject. 
They  heard  nothing  then  but  of  free  trade. 
Now,  what  was  free  trade?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Goyem- 
ment said  that  free  trade  was  to  buy  in 
the  cheapest  and  sell  in  the  dearest  market; 
that  as  different  countries  produced  differ- 
ent articles,  the  trae  policy  was  to  allow 
eyery  country  to  exchange  its  produce  for 
ours.    Now,  he  thought  there  was  a  pal-* 
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pable  fallacy  in  that  statement  of  wliat  was 
free  trade  ;  and  his  opinion  was,  that  if  we 
were  to  have  free  trade,  it  ought  to  be  a 
free  trade  of  this  nature — ^to  exchange  the 
articles  which  we  produced,  for  the  articles 
which  other  countries  could,  and  we  could 
not,  produce,  and  to  afford  protection  to 
those  articles  which  were  equally  produced 
by  both  countries,  or,  at  any  rate,  to  give 
such  a  protection  as  would  allow  both 
countries  to  be  on  an  equality.  That 
was  a  real,  genuine,  and  impartial  sort 
of  free  trade ;  not  the  one-sided  free 
trade  they  would  slip  into  if  they  adopted 
the  right  hon.  Baronet *b  measure.  If 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
late  Member  for  Westminster  (Captain 
Rous)  were  now  present,  he  (Lord  Inges- 
tre)  would  ask  him,  as  he  was  a  noto- 
riously good  handicapper,  to  handicap  the 
different  nations,  and  let  them  all  start 
fair :  then  the  agricultunsts  would  be  ready 
to  unite  with  him  for  free  trade.  In  the 
absence  of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  perhaps 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Lynn 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck)  would  undertake  the 
office ;  but  let  them  all  start  fairly,  and  then 
he  would  agree  with  his  noble  relative  that 
tliis  country,  with  its  indomitable  energy, 
and  its  numerous  advantages,  might  suc- 
cessfully compete  with  the  foreigner.  Hi- 
therto, however,  we  had  always  been  met  by 
hostile  tariffs  on  the  part  of  other  countries. 
He  would  now  refer  to  two  periods  of  time, 
which  exhibited  results  of  a  very  remark- 
able character,  in  reference  to  the  question 
of  free  trade.  From  the  years  1832  to 
1836  inclusive,  the  price  of  corn  was  noto- 
reously  cheap  ;  so  cheap,  indeed,  that  the 
duty  was  very  high,  and  no,  or  next  to  no 
com  was  imported  from  abroad.  Prac- 
ticaliy  speaking,  these  were  years  of  pro- 
hibition. And  what  did  he  find  ?  Why, 
that  in  these  three  years  the  exports  and 
imports  increased  to  a  considerable  extent. 
But  in  the  three  succeeding  years  the  price 
•f  corn  was  very  high,  the  duty  on  impor- 
tation was  low,  and  the  direct  opposite  re- 
sults ensued  ;  for  the  exports  and  imports 
were  materially  decreased.  He  had  often 
heard  those  who  were  the  advocates  of  pro- 
tection described  as  monopolists.  What 
was  meant  by  the  application  of  this  term  ? 
Did  they  mean  to  call  that  a  monopoly 
which  was  the  means  of  employing  four- 
fifths  of  the  whole  people  ?  If  foreign 
com  were  admitted  free  of  duty,  it  must 
have  the  effect  of  displacing  British  pro- 
duce ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  a  great 
4eal  of  the  capital  at  present  invested  in 


the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  This  would 
lead  to  the  destmction,  in  a  great  measure, 
of  the  home  market,  which  Adam  Smith 
said,  with  great  truth,  was  worth  all  the 
others  put  together.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  stated  that  low 
prices  and  high  wages  often  went  together. 
Now,  that  might  be  very  trae ;  but,  at  the 
present  moment,  this  state  of  things  had 
arisen  from  extraordinary  circumstances, 
the  chief  of  which  was  the  construction  of 
railways,  which  had  given  quite  a  different 
complexion  to  the  whole  of  the  economical 
part  of  the  question.  But  experience 
proved,  and  all  political  writers  agreed, 
that,  sooner  or  later,  wages  and  the  facility 
of  getting  food,  were  dependent  upon  each 
other.  His  own  opinion  was,  that  the  pre- 
sent law  had  created  great  prosperity;  but 
upon  this  point  he  observed  a  marked  dis- 
crepancy in  the  speeches  of  two  very  high 
authorities :  he  alluded  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  at 
War.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that 
one  of  his  reasons  for  altering  his  former 
opinions  was  the  success  of  his  measures 
in  1842.  He  said,  **  I  have  been  wrong 
all  my  life.  I  think  I  have  made  a  new 
discovery,  and  that  my  measures  of  1842 
did  so  much  good  that  I  am  encouraged  to 
go  on  in  the  same  course.*'  But  what  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
War  (Mr.  S.  Herbert)  say  ?  He  said  he 
had  been  a  free  trader  in  disguise  for  some 
years — ever  since  he  had  been  in  office; 
and  notwithstanding  the  strong  protective 
speech  which  he  made  upon  his  re-election, 
after  being  appointed  to  the  office  he  so 
worthily  filled,  he  now  said  the  Com*  Law 
of  1842  was  a  signal  failure.  Now,  he 
(Lord  Ingestre)  should  like  to  know  which 
of  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen  was  right. 
Seeing  that  there  had  been  greater  steadi- 
ness of  price  under  the  existing  system  of 
Corn  Law — that  fluctuations  in  the  price 
of  com  had  been  less  in  this  country  since 
the  Act  of  1842  was  in  force,  and  less  than 
in  any  other  country ;  he  could  discover  no 
reason  for  running  away  from  the  principle, 
however  much  they  might  think  it  neces- 
sary, as  science  advanced,  gradually  to  re- 
move protection.  It  had  been  said  by  the 
advocates  of  free  trade,  that  foreign  wheat 
could  not  be  imported  at  so  low  a  price  aa 
was  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder* 
land  (Mr.  Hudson)  the  other  night.  He 
(Lord  Ingestre)  had  heard  it  said  that 
the  wheat  imported  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  of  gQo4  quality.     What  was  thQ 
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best, test  of  that  ?  Why  the  weight  of  the 
bushel ;  and  the  hon.  Member  assured  the 
House  that  it  weighed  upwards  of  61  lbs., 
which  was  a  fair  and  proper  weight  for 
good  grain.  But  upon  this  subject  of  the 
prices  at  which  foreign  wheat  could  be  im- 
ported, he  held  in  his  hand  a  statement  of 
the  average  prices  of  foreign  com  in  bond  in 
the  port  of  London,  in  the  years  extending 
from  1835  to  1845.  In  January,  1835, 
wheat  was  imported  into  the  port  of  London 
(an  charges  being  paid)  at  22s,  a  quarter ; 
in  1836,  at  22s.;  1837,  at  40«.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Where  from  ?]  From  all  parts. 
It  mattered  not  where  from;  his  argument 
being  that  it  came  here  cheap.  In  1838 
it  was  brought  in  at  an  average  price  of 
25s.;  in  1839,  at  35*.;  in  1843,  at  29^.; 
in  1844,  at  42^.;  and  in  1845,  at  26s.  a 
quarter.  He  contended,  therefore,  that 
foreign  com  would  come  in  at  a  lower  rate 
than  was  represented  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  said  that  the  agriculturists 
would  still  get  a  remunerative  price,  and 
that  they  need  not  be  alarmed  at  the  effect 
of  the  present  measures.  Though  he  re- 
garded the  question  as  one  that  concemed 
the  whole  country,  he  would  just  for  one 
moment  advert  to  the  case  of  the  landlord. 
It  had  been  often  said,  that  the  Corn  Law 
was  peculiarly  a  landlord's  question  ;  but 
be  had  made  a  calculation  which  conclu- 
sively showed  that  this  assertion  was  alto- 
gether erroneous.  He  took  the  average 
produce  of  an  acre  of  wheat  to  be  twenty- 
two  bushels.  Now,  five  bushels  of  wheat 
would  give  rather  more  than  four  bushels 
of  flour,  and  a  bushel  of  flour  w^ould  give 
eighteen  quartern  loaves.  So  that  an  acre 
of  wheat  would  furnish  nineteen  bushels  of 
flour,  or  340  loaves.  Taking  the  loaf  at 
Bixpence,  the  produce  of  an  acre  of  wheat 
in  money  would  amount  to  170^.  He  cal- 
culated the  rent  upon  an  average  of  the 
whole  kingdom  at  25s.  an  acre,  the  highest 
point  at  which  it  could  be  taken  ;  and 
what,  then,  if  they  abolished  the  whole 
of  the  rent  of  the  kingdom,  would  be  the 
result?  Why,  that  the  consumers  could 
not  be  benefited  to  a  greater  extent  than 
one-sixth  the  price  of  the  quartern  loaf. 
Take  the  rents  from  the  landlord,  and  how 
were  they  to  live  ?  How  could  they  afford 
to  expend  money  upon  manufactures? 
And  what  would  become  of  the  home  mar- 
ket ?  He  objected  to  the  measures  under 
consideration,  not  merely  on  the  grounds 
he  had  stated,  but  because  he  thought  they 
would  prove  most  injurious  to  Ireland.  He 
could  not  conceive  a  more  suicidal  coiu*se, 
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as  far  as  that  country  was  concemed, 
than  to  deprive  it  of  the  best  market 
for  its  produce.  He  desired  to  know 
upon  what  ground  Parliament  was  asked 
to  do  this,  and  to  introduce  foreign  com 
into  Ireland.  When  he  saw  that  Ireland 
was  an  exporting  country  in  agricultural 
produce,  what  did  he  deduce  from  this 
state  of  things?  Simply,  that  if  they 
wanted  com  there,  they  should  cease  ex- 
porting it ;  and  if  it  were  sent  them  from 
abroad,  they  would  not  have  money  to  pay 
for  it.  In  fact,  he  regarded  the  measures 
as  a  real  and  substantial  injustice  to  Ire- 
land, as  well  as  to  the  Colonies,  and  more 
particularly  Canada.  It  was  only  in  1843 
that  the  Canada  Corn  Bill  was  passed  into 
a  law  ;  the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (Lord 
Stanley),  and  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  himself,  being 
**  You  must  confer  this  benefit  on  the 
Colony,  because  it  is  an  integral  part  of 
the  Empire."  Well,  having  passed  that 
measure,  and  opened  the  door  for  a  most 
lucrative  and  important  trade,  they  were 
now  asked  to  place  the  Colony  on  the  same 
footing  as  foreign  coimtries.  He  gave  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  credit  for  being  actu- 
ated by  the  purest  motives ;  but  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  above 
all  party  considerations,  he  begged  to  tell 
him  that  if  he  or  any  other  man  attempted 
to  govern  this  country  without  party,  he 
would  signally  fail.  Such  exhibitions  as 
had  been  witnessed  there  of  late  were  cal- 
culated very  much  to  destroy  the  faith  of 
the  public  in  men  who  professed  to  be  unin- 
fluenced by  party.  He  really  felt  distressed 
the  other  night,  when  he  saw  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  stand  at  the 
red  box,  and  heard  him  contradict  all  the 
opinions  he  had  before  adduced  on  the 
other  side  of  the  question.  He  begged 
leave  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  also  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
experienced  these  sudden  and  miraculous 
conversions,  if  they  could  put  their  hands 
on  their  hearts  and  say,  that,  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  proposed  an  increase, 
instead  of  a  diminution  and  abolition  of 
protection,  they  would  not  have  followed 
him  in  his  course  and  given  him  their  sup- 
port. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  (Lord  Morpeth) 
had , given  the  aristocracy  of  the  country 
some  advice :  he  alluded  to  his  noble 
Friends  the  Members  for  Stamford  and 
Shropshire,  whoso  names  the  noble  Lord 
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.said  he  was  sorry  to  see  allied  with  pro- 
tection; thus  implying  that  the  aristocracy 
were  setting  their  faces  against  the  wishes 
of  the  people.  Now,  the  aristocracy  of  this 
country  were  of  so  peculiar  a  nature,  so 
mixed  up  with  eyery  institution  of  the 
country,  and  so  mixed  up  with  the  affections 
of  the  people,  that  he  was  sure  wrong  mo- 
tives would  not  he  imputed  to  them  in  the 
course  they  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  pursue. 
In  this  country  the  aristocracy  enjoyed  no 
immunities;  but  to  all  intents  and  purposes 
were,  as  he  had  said,  mixed  up  with  the 
people,  to  the  benefit  of  both.  If  advice 
were  needed  in  any  quarter,  he  would  give 
the  noble  Leaguer  his  advice.  Without 
being  chargeable  with  vanity,  he  might  say 
that  though  the  noble  blood  of  "all  the 
Howards  '  flowed  in  the  noble  Lord's  veins, 
yet  he  had  sprung  from  as  ancient  a  root ; 
and  he  would  venture  to  tell  the  noble 
Lord  and  those  who  went  with  him,  that  if 
they  would  join  such  unconstitutional  and 
revolutionary  societies  as  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League,  they  set  an  example  which 
ought  to  be  a  warning  to  aU  the  members 
of  the  aristocracy.  One  word  with  regard 
to  the  disease  of  the  potato  before  he  re- 
sumed his  seat.  He  held  in  his  hand  some 
specimens  of  young  potatoes.  [A  laugh,] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  laugh,  but  it  was 
an  important  fact  that  these  potatoes  had 
been  produced  from  the  eyes  of  diseased 
ones,  and  the  grower  was  Mr.  Chapman,  a 
market  gardener  at  Isleworth.  He  felt 
bound  to  mention  this  circumstance  for  en- 
couraging those  who  possessed  diseased 
potatoes  to  turn  them  to  a  beneficial  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  TRELAWNY  was  surprised  at  the 
extraordinary  contrast  between  the  letter 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  New- 
ark and  his  recent  speech.  Why,  from 
reading  that  letter,  he  concluded  the  noble 
Lord  would  of  course  support  the  Govern- 
ment ;  or  that,  if  he  did  not,  his  only  rea- 
son for  opposing  the  Government  would 
seem  to  be  because  he  agreed  with  it.  He 
believed  the  noble  Lord  to  be  a  most  bene- 
volent person — ^he  believed  him  possessed 
of  considerable  ability;  and  yet  his  conduct 
was  difficult  to  reconcile  with  these  qua- 
lities. The  noble  Lord  admitted  the  ^ght- 
ful  state  of  famine  and  disease  expected 
to  prevail  in  Ireland.  He  admitted  the 
necessity  of  taking  measures  to  dimi- 
nish these  dreadful  visitations.  He  went 
even  so  far  as  to  agree  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ought  to  have  opened  the  ports, 
even  in  the  autumn^  when  the  danger  was 


far  less  imminent :  and  yet  now  he  was 
coolly  going  to  vote  that  the  consideration 
of  these  pressing  matters  should  be  put  off 
till  this  day  six  months.  And  why  ?  Be- 
cause he  had  some  objections  to  the  poli- 
tical morality  of  a  particular  individual, 
whose  fault,  if  it  were  one,  was  to  be  the 
cause  of  the  suffering  of  millions  of  men. 
Why,  the  true  course  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  pursue,  and  the  protectionists  with  whom 
he  acted,  though  he  did  not  agree  with 
them,  would  be  to  move  an  Amendment 
that  the  operation  of  the  Com  Law  be  im- 
mediately suspended.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury  had  certainly  made  a  cle* 
ver  speech.  He  made  an  observation  which 
the  Members  of  the  free-trade  party  must 
candidly  admit  to  be  just,  viz.,  that  while 
the  League  had  been  for  years  professing 
to  educate  the  masses,  it  had  really  been 
educating  itself.  Yes;  but  it  was  educated 
fit  last.  The  hon.  Member  had  said  that 
they  had  constantly  been  shifting  their 
grounds.  True;  but  so  had  the  protec- 
tionists. Feehng  that  it  would  not  do  any 
longer  to  fight  under  so  exclusive  a  banner 
as  that  of  protection  to  agriculture,  they 
had  chosen  a  new  one  in  protection  to  na- 
tive industry.  But  how  could  native  in- 
dustry be  protected  in  the  case  of  articles 
already  competing,  spite  of  heavy  duties, 
with  foreign  goods  in  foreign  markets  ?  A 
bounty  on  exports  would  be  necessair  if 
protectionists  would  be  consistent.  Were 
they  prepared  for  that  ?  And  if  all  were 
protected,  what  good  was  protection  ?  The 
fact  was,  the  hon.  Member  s  argument  fail- 
ed, as  he  would  do  as  a  commercial  Minister. 
Having  so  thoroughly  and  so  enviably  suc- 
ceeded in  a  different  line,  it  was  a  pity  to 
see  him  frittering  away  his  reputation  in 
aspiring  to  be  a  statesman.  The  protec- 
tionist party  had  argued  this  question 
throughout  as  if  it  was  simply  a  Com  Law 
question,  and  as  if  it  was  certain  agricul- 
ture would  be  injured.  Now  he  demurred 
to  that.  Supposing  the  agriculturists  lost 
something  by  the  removal  of  the  duty  on 
com,  wotHd  they  gain  nothing  by  reductions 
on  other  articles  ?  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's proposal  was  not  a  com  measure,  but 
a  new  Tariff.  What  was  the  use  to  farmers 
of  the  duty  on  maize  ?  How  did  they  be- 
nefit from  the  duty  on  brandy— -on  manu- 
factured goods — on  sugar?  Again,  dif- 
ferent classes  of  farmers  were  protected  to 
each  other's  injury.  Of  what  use  was  the 
wheat  duty  to  the  grass  farmer  ?  Of  what 
use  was  protection  on  cheese,  butter,  and 
cattle  to  the  wheat  farmer?    He  said  that 
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hon.  Members  on  the  protectionist  side  of 
the  House  were  a  little  unfair  towards  the 
Government  on  the  subject  of  their  change 
of  opinion.  Thej  wholly  forgot  the  tre- 
mendous responsibility  which  any  body  of 
men  must  be  under  who  assumed  to  feed 
twenty-four  millions  of  men.  It  was  easy 
for  those  who  were  out  of  office,  who  had 
none  of  its  cares  and  anxieties,  who  were 
not  responsible  for  the  preservation  of  in- 
ternal peace,  to  talk  loudly  about  principle, 
and  the  obligation  of  a  rigid  adherence  to 
it.  Then,  besides  being  a  little  imfair, 
they  were  rather  more  illogical,  because, 
after  all,  what  did  the  quotings  from  Han- 
sard and  taunts  of  inconsistency  mean? 
What  was  their  real  force  and  virtue? 
Why,  simply  this,  that  when  a  man  had 
taken  up  an  opinion,  he  was  boimd  to  be 
fanatical  in  maintaining  it,  although  he 
conscientionsly  believed  it  to  be  unsound. 
Hon.  Members  seemed  to  be  indignant  that 
Government  no  longer  assisted  them  in 
finding  plausible  defences  of  an  untenable 
position;  or  was  it  that  they  could  not  for- 
^ve  the  implied  reproach  to  themselves  of 
the  earlier  conformity  of  others  to  rational 
opinions  ?  If  Government  were  supposed 
to  have  been  guilty  of  deliberate  falsehood 
in  respect  to  the  time  of  their  asserted 
change  of  opinion,  why  did  not  some  pro- 
tectionist manfully  say  what  he  really 
meant?  Was  it  like  the  characteristic 
courage  of  the  English  gentleman  to  rest 
content  with  insinuations?  If,  when  a 
man  at  the  head  of  a  party  deliberately 
announced  an  opinion  and  subsequently 
changed  it,  he  was  bound,  according  to 
what  hon.  Members  seemed  to  imply,  to 
affect  adherence  to  it  for  party  purposes: 
then  the  moral  of  all  this  was,  that  he  who 
commenced  by  error  should  end  in  dissi- 
mulation— -the  very  thing  with  which  pro- 
tectionists reproached  Government.  For 
his  part,  he  thought  there  had  been  very 
adequate  cause  for  the  recent  changes  of 
opinion.  In  the  abstract,  the  question  had 
Jong  been  settled,  and  a  very  narrow  in- 
duction was  necessary,  by  way  of  experi- 
mental confirmation,  when  the  abstract 
conclusion  was  in  accordance  with  the 
practical.  Besides,  if  Government  were 
not  convinced  by  any  other  evidence  of  the 
soundness  of  free-^ade  principles  when 
applied  in  practice,  could  they  have  had 
higher  grounds  of  conviction  than  were  to 
be  found  in  the  speeches  of  protectionists 
daring  the  last  few  months — speeches  which 
the  Times  had  been  malicious  enough  to 
refpoH  in  foil?    Gould  any  sane  man  have 


remained  protectionist  who  had  carefully 
waded  through  the  heavy  dig  of  the  speeches 
of  England's  Dukes  ?  Why,  had  they  not 
been  by  fortune  raised  far  above  want,  their 
speeches  could  not  but  have  raised  the 
opinion  that  they  were  retained  by  the 
League!  Indeed,  so  effectually  had  the 
Dukes  argued  in  favour  of  free  trade  in 
their  sneeringly  ironical  defence  of  pro- 
tection, that  when  he  saw  them,  inflated 
and  floating  about  in  the  public  gaze,  over 
the  agricultural  districts,  he  concluded  as 
a  matter  of  course,  that  they  were  the 
pilot-balloons  which  were  testing  the  cur- 
rent of  popular  opinion  in  favour  of  free 
trade.  But  seriously,  some  friend  to  aris- 
tocracies should  warn  those  who  stood 
highest  among  the  Peers  of  the  ultimate 
effects  of  their  recent  conduct.  There  was 
more  involved  in  this  question  than  a  mere 
duty  on  a  commodity.  The  successful  main- 
tenance of  a  one-sided  law  by  a  one-sided 
Parliament  would  involve  a  great  consti- 
tutional question,  and  new  agitation  would 
commence,  even  amongst  the  middle  classes, 
for  further  measures  of  organic  change.  If 
the  existing  form  of  government  could  be 
made  permanently  subservient  to  the  pur- 
pose of  a  class,  a  practical  demonstration 
would  be  afforded  of  an  inherent  vice  in  the 
Constitution  itself;  and  no  great  griev- 
ance in  this  country  would  long  want  its 
League  or  Repeal  Association,  and,  in  fact, 
such  bodies  seemed  necessary  as  indications 
of  symptoms  not  otherwise  easily  detected 
in  time.  It  was  a  pity  to  see  an  ancient 
aristocracy  putting  its  power,  its  usefulness, 
its  very  existence,  on  an  issue  of  rent !  If 
it  were  to  fall,  one  would  have  wished  to 
give  it  credit  for  a  Roman  wish  to  fall  with 
decency.  Could  the  country  afford  to  place 
all  its  intellect  on  the  shelf  ? — at  the  pre- 
sent time,  especially.  Were  they  so  sure 
of  peace  abroad  ?  Were  their  Oregon  nego- 
tiations in  so  satisfactory  a  state  ?  Were 
they  not  at  war  in  India?  Could  the  country 
afford  to  trust  itself  to  '*  all  the  talents"  of 
all  Dukes?  If  Government  had  all  along 
deceived  their  party,  how  very  innocent 
must  the  party  have  been  to  be  so  easily 
and  so  long  taken  in ! — or  was  it  that  they 
were  compelled  to  put  up  with  the  arch- 
deceiver,  because  they  had  no  men  fit  to 
form  a  Cabinet  ?  Was  it  that  they  could 
not  pardon  the  head  of  the  Government 
that  he  had  so  long  been  a  standing  re- 
proach to  their  incapacity?  They  might 
depend  upon  it,  even  now,  that  something 
more  was  required  to  make  a  statesman 
besides  successful  vituperation.    He  could 
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hare  wUbed  the  change  in  the  Com  Laws 
had  been  immediate  and  final.  He  thought 
it  a  pity  that  for  three  long  years  the  duty 
should  remain  a  monument  reminding  the 
people  of  the  melancholy  infatuation  of  an 
agricultural  Parliament.  His  constituents 
held  the  same  opinion,  as  they  indicated  in 
a  petition  presented  a  few  days  since.  Much 
had  been  said  of  unconstitutional  practices. 
Was  it  constitutional  for  a  body  of  men  to 
come  into  that  House  as  the  avowed  dele- 
gates of  one  interest  ?  Agricultural  Gen- 
tlemen always  talked  (ay,  and  acted — ^wit- 
ness  their  resignations)  as  if  representa- 
tion were  particular,  not  general — as  if 
they  were  returned  to  carry  out  a  great 
agricultural  job,  instead  of  benefiting  the 
nation  as  a  whole.  They  fell  into  this  er- 
ror particularly  when  they  accused  Govern- 
ment of  betraying  the  landed  interest.  For 
his  part,  he  could  only  say  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment ever  pledged  itself  to  support, 
exclusively,  the  landed  interest,  such  a 
pledge  was  void  for  its  immorality.  But  it 
was  said  the  League  was  unconstitutional. 
He  flatly  denied  it,  though  he  was  not  a 
member  of  that  body.  In  what  respect  did 
it  differ  from  other  associations  for  bring- 
ing about  elections,  and  which  Conserva- 
tives in  most  counties  belonged  to,  except 
in  superior  wealth,  strength,  numbers — 
and  even,  perhaps,  intellect :  and  to  what 
causes  were  its  power  and  wealth  due  but 
to  the  existence  of  a  grievance  of  such 
magnitude  as  to  produce  such  results  ? 
The  League  did  not  buy  votes.  It  merely 
indicated  in  what  way  the  unrepresented 
intelligence  of  the  country  (unrepresented, 
because  county  Members  seemed  avowedly 
delegates  of  a  class)  might  constitutionally 
influence  opinion  at  future  elections.  Was 
it  immoral  to  buy  small  estates  in  order  to 
obtain  a  stake  in  the  country  ?  Immoral 
to  indicate  how  the  desire  might  be  grati- 
fied ?  Besides,  did  it  not  raise  the  price  of 
land,  and  benefit  landlords?  A  learned 
Judge  was  reported  to  have  pronounced  the 
desire  legitimate  and  commendable.  He 
believed  he  was  correct  in  stating  that  some 
of  the  leaders  of  the  protectionists  had 
talked  of  fighting  the  League  with  its  own 
weapons.  A  noble  individual  was  reported 
to  have  talked  of  opposing  the  Government 
factiously  if  necessary.  Let  Peers  take 
counsel,  before  they  set  such  examples.  It 
were  wise  in  those  whose  hereditary  duty 
it  was  jealously  to  watch  over  the  Consti- 
tution, to  beware  how  they  impotently 
bragged  of  their  power  to  prostitute  its 
functions  to  purposes  which  could  not  but 


seem  suspicious  to  the  uninstructed.  He 
knew  it  was  denied  that  rents  were  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Com  Law.  But  if  it  were 
said  that  food  for  the  people  was  its  real 
end,  then  how  could  men  be  induced  to  be- 
lieve that  the  best  method  of  keeping  com 
in  was  to  pass  a  law  to  keep  it  out  ?  This 
kind  of  argument  would  no  longer  do  in 
towns,  however  it  might  go  down  with  far- 
mers* clubs  and  labourers*  friend  societies. 
In  conclusion,  he  should  only  add  that  he 
should  support  the  Government,  only  pro- 
testing against  the  incompleteness  and 
want  of  finality  of  the  measure  they  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  PACKE  said,  the  question  now  be- 
fore the  House  was  of  such  a  nature  that 
he  could  not  content  himself  by  giving  a 
silent  vote.  It  was  a  measure  which,  if 
passed  into  a  law,  would  be  ruinous  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country ;  it 
would  be  most  destructive  in  its  results.  It 
gave  him  great  pain  to  be  obliged  to  differ 
from  an  Administration  which  he  had  sup- 
ported during  his  whole  Parliamentary  ca- 
reer. He  did  not  wish  to  impute  improper 
motives  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the 
introduction  of  the  measures  before  the 
House,  yet  he  could  not  help  saying  again, 
that  they  would  be  ruinous  to  the  general 
interests  of  the  country.  But  what  princi- 
pally startled  him  on  the  first  day  of  the 
Session  was,  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net affirm  that  his  present  policy  was  a 
"  Conservative  policy."  How  he  could 
address  such  language  to  the  House,  or  how 
he  could  describe  that  to  be  a  Conservative 
policy  which  principally  originated  in  the 
continued  agitation  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Durham  and  Stockport,  he  (Mr.  Packe) 
could  not  conceive ;  an  agitation  which 
went  on  increasing  from  year  to  year,  until 
it  produced  those  effects  which  could  not 
be  too  strongly  deprecated.  His  opinion 
of  the  word  '•  Conservative  "  was,  that  it 
meant  fixed  principles  ;  for  surely  no  one 
could  for  a  moment  imagine  that  its  mean- 
ing was  —  principles  ever  varying,  ever 
changing.  Conservative  did  not  mean  that 
— ^it  did  not  mean  either  the  change  of 
principle  or  the  sacrifice  of  party.  But  it 
was  stated  that,  as  the  measure  before  the 
House  had  the  support  of  public  opinion, 
that  was  quite  sufficient;  and  it  was  wrong 
to  ransack  Hansard  to  ascertain  what  were 
the  former  views  of  those  hon,  and  right 
hon.  Members  who  now  supported  free 
trade.  No  doubt  that  would  be  a  very  de- 
sirable course  for  men  who  had  no  fixed 
principles:    they  would  depecate  those 
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quotations  whicli  would  not  present  a  very 
gratifying  contrast.  But,  however  unpa- 
latable, lie  would  refer  to  some  statements 
made  in  that  House  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Government.  On 
the  18th  of  May,  1841,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet swd — 

"  Tou  ask  me  what  I  propose  to  do  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Com  Laws.  Sir,  I  will  not  shrink 
from  the  expression  of  my  opinion.  If  I  saw  rea- 
son  lor  chsuiging  mj  course  I  would  do  so,  and 
frankly  avow  it.  But  I  have  not  changed  my  opin- 
ion, notwithstanding  the  combination  which  has 
been  formed  against  the  Com  Laws ;  notwithstand- 
ing the  declaration  that  either  the  total  repeal  or 
the  substitution  of  a  fixed  duty  for  the  present 
scale,  is  the  inevitable  result  of  the  agitation  now 
going  forward.  Notwithstanding  this  declaration, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  avow  my  adherence  to  the 
opinion  I  expressed  last  year." 

Owing  to  that  hold  and  honest  declaration 
important  results  followed.  Again,  on  the 
7th  of  June,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  de- 
clared that — 

"  While  he  left  entirely  with  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters all  the  responsibility  of  making  an  appeal 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Com  Laws  to  the  sense  of 
the  people,  yet  he  must  at  the  same  time  say  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  offer  the  slightest  obstruc- 
tion in  the  way  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  tak- 
ing that  course." 

A  dissolution  took  place,  and  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  next  Parliament  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  acceded  to  power  as 
Her  Majesty's  Minister,  with  a  majority 
of  91,  wnich  accession  to  power,  by  the  aid 
of  so  large  a  majority,  was  to  be  mainly 
attributed  to  his  declaration  on  the  subject 
of  the  Com  Laws.  And  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  about  to  propose  some  mo- 
difications and  alterations  in  the  Com 
Laws,  thus  declared  himself  on  the  9th  of 
February,  1842— 

*'  My  belief  and  the  belief  of  my  Colleagues  is, 
that  it  is  important  for  this  country — ^that  it  is  of 
the  highest  importance  to  the  wel&re  of  all  classes 
in  this  country — ^that  you  should  take  care  that 
the  main  sources  of  your  supply  of  com  should  be 
derived  from  domestic  agriculture." 

Such  was  his  declaration  ;  and  he  laid  it 
down  as  a  general  principle.  And  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, on  the  12th  of  May,  1843,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  thus  expressed 
himself : — 

"  I  think  that  frequent  alterations  on  laws  of 
this  kind  are  in  themselves  to  be  deprecated.  I 
think  also  that  the  existing  law  ofifered  as  a  com- 
promiae  was  a  fiiir  adjustment  of  the  question.  I 
believe  that  there  was  as  willing  and  as  cordial  an 
assent  given  to  it  by  the  agricultural  interest  as 
eonld  have  been  anticipated.  I  think  they  gave 
that  assent  ,iipon  the  assumption  and  in  the  ex- 
peetation  that  the  law  would  not  be  again  altered 
without  good  and  sufficient  reason/' 


Could  words  be  stronger,  and  if  the  ques- 
tion were  then  adjusted,  was  it  not  then 
settled  ?  Did  not  adjustment  mean  settle- 
ment ?  And  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
stated  "  that  there  was  as  willing  and  as 
cordial  an  assent  given  to  it  by  the  agricul- 
tural interest  as  could  have  been  antici- 
pated,'* was  not  that  **  willing  and  cordial 
assent*'  given  on  the  presumption  and  on 
the  expectation  that  that  "fair  adjustment" 
would  not  be  disturbed  ?  Was  it  not  on 
the  assumption  that  the  law  would  not  be 
altered,  at  least  without  good  and  sufficient 
reasons.  But  while  he  could  produce  se- 
veral other  extracts  from  the  declarations 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  show  his  con- 
tinued consistency  on  the  subject  of  the 
Com  Laws,  he  would  content  lumself  with 
one  more.  On  the  26th  of  June,  1844, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  said — 

"  I  defend  protection  to  agriculture  on  the 
>prlnciple  and  to  the  extent  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  have  defended  it  before.  I  am  about  to 
pronounce  no  new  opinions  on  this  subject.  I  have 
a  strong  feeling  that,  speaking  generally — and  I 
am  not  now  speaking  of  the  amount  of  protection  ; 
I  shall  come  to  that  presently — ^but  speaking 
generally,  I  think  the  agriculture  of  this  country 
is  entitled  to  protection,  and  that  it  is  so  entitled 
to  protection  from  considerations  of  justice  as 
well  as  from  considerations  of  policy.  I  do  consider 
that  there  are  special  and  peculiar  burdens  on 

agriculture I  ask  you  to  look  at  the 

extent  of  capital  employed  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil — ^to  look  at  the  population  of  Ireland 
entirely  depending  on  its  agricultural  produce — 
to  see  the  amount  of  the  supply  of  com  obtained 
from  domestic  agriculture,  at  least  nine-tenths  of 
the  whole  quantity  consumed — and  to  look  at  the 
condition  of  the  population  employed  in  its  culture. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  alter  the  amount  of  pro- 
tection determined  upon  two  years  ago,  with  the 
general  goodwill  and  concurrence  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest." 

After  such  a  declaration,  was  it  not  totally 
impossible  that  that  House  should  be  pre- 
pared to  hear  of  those  sweeping  measiu'es 
which  were  for  the  first  time  developed  on 
the  22nd  of  January  last  ?  how  cotdd  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  state  that  he,  and  those 
who  acted  with  him,  could  not  be  charged 
with  having  acted  at  variance  with  the 
"principles  of  a  Conservative  policy?" 
Having  disposed  of  that  subject,  he  would 
call  attention  to  a  few  of  the  reasons  which 
were  offered  for  the  introduction  of  the 
proposed  measure  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net ;  and  the  first  and  principal  rea9on  ad- 
duced was  the  failure  in  Ireland  of  the  po- 
tato crop,  upon  which  there  were  arguments 
in  such  abundance  during  the  debate, 
that  the  subject  became  threadbare.  But 
why  should  the  failure  of  potatoes  in  Ire- 
land go  to  overturn  a  system — ^go  to  over* 
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turn  those  fixed  principles  wbioh  existed 
for  upwards  of  two  hundred  years — ^prin- 
ciples hy  the  operation  of  which  this  coun- 
try had  80  greatly  prospered.  It  appeared 
to  him  perfectly  impossihle — ^he  could 
hardly  helieve  that  such  could  be  the  rea- 
son of  attempting  to  effect  changes  so 
strange,  and  which  must  be  ruinous  in  their 
consequences.  But,  again,  he  was  told — 
with  what  consistency  he  would  leare 
others  to  explain — that  the  prosperity  of 
the  last  three  years  justified  nirther  relax- 
ation. But  if  the  country  had  made  those 
wonderful  adrances  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  spoke,  was  not  protection  the 
cause? — ^and  protection  being  the  cause, 
why  should  not  protection  be  continued  ? 
Why  should  not  that  principle  be  made 
permanent,  that  had  conduced  to  the  coxm- 
try's  good  ?  He  was  told  that  the  wages 
of  the  labourer  was  not  dependent  on  the 
price  of  com.  His  experience  was  con- 
trary to  that  statement :  in  his  own  county 
(Leicestershire)  a  different  result  came  un- 
der his  own  observation  ;  and  he  was  sure 
he  could  also  appeal  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln,  who  would 
bear  him  out  in  the  assertion  that  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  was,  in  a  great  measure, 
dependent  on  the  price  of  the  grain.  The 
proposition  was  so  self-evident,  that  his 
surprise  was,  how  it  could  be  disputed. 
Again,  he  was  told  that  the  design  was  to 
reconcile  differences,  and  to  remove  any 
animosity  which  might  exist  between  the 
various  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Whether  he  were  to  understand  that 
the  sentiment  had  allusion  to  the  Anti- 
Gom-Law  League  he  would  not  say  ;  but 
that  the  agitation  which  was  kept  up  in 
different  parts  of  the  country  by  the 
League,  had  its  influence  somewhere, 
there  could  not  be  the  shadow  of  a  doubt : 
at  all  events  it  brought  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  under  the  notice  of  that  bo- 
rough, and  he  was  elected  as  its  represen- 
tative. As  to  the  proposed  measure  of 
something  in  the  shape  of  compensation, 
he  had  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  say- 
ing, that  instead  of  advancing  the  agricul- 
tural interest  it  would  rather  impede  it. 
The  Loan  Commissioners  were  to  be  allowed 
to  lend  the  public  money  for  draining.  He 
did  not  consider  that  was  a  matter  of  any 
consequence,  as  it  was  easy  enough  for  any 
gentleman  to  raise  money  upon  his  pro- 
perty, if  he  were  so  inclined.  The  whole 
of  the  propositions  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet for  the  alleged  benefit  of  the  land- 
holders, would  not,  if  carried  into  effect, 


give  tliem  relief  to  the  amount  of  3d,  in 
the  pound.  He  wished  to  allude,  before  ho 
sat  down,  to  a  circumstance  that  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  public  prints  of  the  day 
in  reference  to  the  election  for  Notting- 
hamshire, where  it  was  stated  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
avowed  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  adopt  a  liberal  policy  to- 
wards Ireland ;  and  he  wished  to  observe 
that  if  it  were  likely  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lincoln)  was  about  to  adopt  such  mea- 
sures as  would  prove  satisfactory  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  he 
would  recommend  the  Irish  Members  of 
that  House  to  look  sharp  about  them  as  to 
what  the  policy  in  embryo  was  to  be  in  re- 
gard  to  that  country  which  they  repre- 
sented. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
thanking  the  House  for  the  attention  witik 
which  they  had  listened  to  the  observations 
he  considered  it  his  duty  to  make  upon  the 
question  under  discussion. 

The. CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said :  In  addressing  to  the  House 
the  few  observations  which  I  think  it  ne- 
cessary  to  make  upon  this  occasion,  I 
find  that  I  must  begin,  as  most  of  the 
hon.  Members  have  begun  who  have  lat- 
terly taken  a  part  in  the  discussion  of  the 
present  question,  by  saying,  that  at  this 
period  of  so  protracted  a  debate  I  cannot 
expect  to  add  anything  to  the  facts  and 
reasonings  which  have  been  already  laid  be- 
fore the  House.  I  shall  therefore  feel  it  my 
duty  not  to  claim  much  of  your  attention ; 
I  shall  endeavour  to  confine  the  observa- 
tions which  it  wiU  be  necessary  for  me  to 
make  within  as  narrow  limits  as  it  is  pos- 
sible for  me  to  assign  them.  As  to  the 
more  prominent  merits  of  the  question,  it 
appears  to  me  quite  unnecessary  that  I 
should  say  much  after  the  great  ability 
with  which  it  has  been  opened  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
and  after  the  manner  in  which  it  was  yes* 
terday  evening  argued  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  who,  in  the  course  of  his  speechi 
left  no  part  of  the  subject  untouched,  nor 
any  argimient  of  his  oppopents  unrefuted. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  established  beyond 
the  possibility  of  contradiction,  that  the 
progress  which  we  had  made,  and  were 
making,  towards  the  removal  of  restric- 
tions upon  commerce  must  be  regarded  as 
successful — ^that  all  the  relaxations  which 
we  had  adopted  had  in  every  instance 
been  attended  with  benefits,  and  produced 
results  favourable  to  the  comfort  and  hap- 
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piness  of  the  communitj.  But  before  I 
enter  into  the  question  itself,  I  should  be 
glad  to  respond  to  a  call  which  has  been 
made  upon  me  to  give  some  personal  ex- 
planations, and  to  state  distinctly  the  part 
which  I  hare  taken  in  the  transactions  which 
haYe  led  to  placing  the  Goyernment  in  the 
utuation  in  which  we  now  stand.  It  has 
been  supposed  that  upon  this  question  I 
differ  from  my  Colleagues  in  office;  and  it 
haftbeen  openly  communicated  through  the 
ordinary  channelfl  of  public  information  that 
I  do  80  differ ;  but  this,  I  think,  will  be 
proved  to  be  as  illusory  as  the  arguments 
which  have  been  urged  against  the  measure 
itaelf.  The  course  which  I  took  I  shall  beg 
permission  to  state  to  the  House  as  briefly 
as  possible.  In  the  middle  of  October  last 
an  opinion  began  to  prevail  in  the  public 
mind  that  a  disease  affecting  the  potato 
crop,  had  unfortunately  extended  itself 
throughout  many  parts  of  the  coimtry. 
On  the  1st  of  November,  the  responsible 
adviaers  of  the  Crown  were  assembled  for 
the  purpose  of  considering  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country.  The  House  has 
been  already  informed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government  that 
he  then  proposed  to  us  two  separate  mea- 
sures, either  to  open  the  ports  by  an  Order 
in  Coxmcil,  or  to  call  Parliament  together 
for  the  purpose  of  immediately  effecting 
that  object  by  means  of  a  legislative  enact- 
ment. Upon  both  those  propositions  I 
differed  from  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  felt 
then,  as  I  do  now,  exceedingly  averse  from 
Any  direct  interference  of  the  Government 
with  the  existing  law.  It  appears  to  me 
that  in  all  cases  an  interference  of  the 
Grown  to  suspend  the  operation  of  law 
must  be  hazardous  and  dangerous,  un- 
less there  be  an  immediate,  evident,  and 
urgent  necessity.  Conceiving,  then,  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  did  not  come  within 
this  description — conceiving  at  that  time 
that  the  case  was  not  one  which  de- 
manded an  immediate  course  of  action, 
and  that  there  was  no  actual  urgency, 
I  certainly  thought  that  it  was  not  ex- 
pedient by  an  Order  in  Council  to  open 
the  ports  for  the  admission  of  foreign  com. 
In  forming  that  opinion,  there  was  one 
point  which  I  could  not  put  out  of  considera- 
tion, namely,  that  we  were  not  called  upon 
io  decide  merely  what  should  be  the  course 
taken  at  the  moment  respecting  the  Com 
Laws.  I  could  not  conceal  from  myself 
the  fact  that  the  step  which  we  were 
called  upon  to  take^  was  one  which  must 
lead  to  a  reraion  of  the  Corn  Laws,    I 


know  it  has  been  stated  that  a  suspension 
of  the  law  does  not  necessarily  lead  to  the 
.  consequence  to  which  I  have  referred.     In 
earlier  periods  of  the  history  of  the  Com 
Laws  the  ports  have  been  opened  by  an 
Order  in  Coimcil  without  those  injurious 
effects  upon  trade  which  had  been  anti- 
cipated; or  without  a  change  of  the  general 
law,  at  the  time  to  which  I  am  now  refer- 
ring.   But  the  circumstances  of  those  times 
were  different :  the  sliding-scale  of  com  du- 
ties had  not  been  established.     It  was  the 
recommendation  of  that  scale,  that  it  rea- 
dily adapted  itself  to  the  necessities  of  the 
country;  that  in  a  period  of  plenty  it  re- 
stricted  the  influx   of  foreign  com,  and 
in  a  time  of  scarcity  famished  facility  for 
importation  without  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  Government — an  interference  which 
had  been  on  former  occasions  foimd  most 
inconvenient.     I  felt  that  the  sliding-^cale, 
if  good  for  anything,  superseded  the  neces<- 
sity  of  departing  from  principles,  or  of  dis- 
pensing with  the  existing  law  for  the  pur- 
pose of  letting  in  foreign  grain.     I  consi- 
dered suspension  as  neither  more  nor  less 
than  as  an  abrogation  of  the  Com  Laws; 
and  that  circumstance  was  with  me  an  ad- 
ditional  argiunent   for  not  effecting  the 
object  in  view  by  means  of  an  Order  in 
Council.     I  considered  that  it  would  not 
be  giving  the  corn  question  fair  play  to 
prejudge,   by  premature   suspension,   the 
continuance  of  the  existing  law.     Such  a 
step  was  calculated  to  excite  the  feelings 
and  passions  of  the  great  body  of  the  com- 
mumty  previous  to  the  moment  when  Par- 
liament would  be  called  to  decide  for  or 
against  those  laws,  and  thus  to  prejudice 
a  fair  discussion.  For  these  reasons,  there- 
fore, I  gave  my  opinion  against  the  admis- 
sion   of    foreign    com    into    the   country 
through  the  medium  of  an  Order  in  Coun- 
cil.    But  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  proposed  an   alterna- 
tive;  the  immediate  assembling  of  Par- 
liament for   the  purpose  of  effecting  the 
object   of   opening    the  ports    by   a   le- 
gal  enactment.      To   that   proposition   I 
equally  offered  an  objection ;  but  my  ob- 
jection rested  on  a  different  ground.     The 
proposition  was   submitted  on   the  1st  of 
November.      At   that  period,    no   doubt, 
the  Members  of  the  Cabinet  had,  from  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,   accounts  of 
widely-spread  apprehensions  as  to  an  ex- 
tensive failure  in  the  potato  crop  of  Ire- 
land.     On  the  other  hand,  however,  there 
were  opinions  of  others  resting  on   what 
was  considered  respectable  authority,  that 
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the  failure  of  the  crop  had  not  reached  that 
extent  which  was  calculated  to  give  any  co- 
lour of  truth  to  the  alarm  which  appeared 
to  he  entertained.  At  that  period,  more- 
over, the  potato  crop  in  Ireland  had  not 
heen  generally  dug,  and  there  was  there- 
fore no  means  of  ascertaining  hy  actual 
experiment,  whether  the  apprehensions  hy 
which  the  puhlic  mind  was  disquieted  were 
likely  to  lead  to  the  extensive  results  which 
some  persons  were  inclined  to  helieve  would 
he  realized.  I  felt  that  with  this  defec- 
tive information  as  to  the  extent  of  the 
calamity  which  appeared  to  he  coming  upon 
Ireland,  it  was  highly  prohahle  that  there 
might  ho  so  prevalent  a  douht  on  the  minds 
of  a  very  large  class,  hoth  in  and  out  of  this 
House,  with  respect  to  the  actual  extent 
of  the  disaster,  as  to  render  exceedingly  un- 
likely that  general  concurrence  to  the  pro- 
posed measure  of  acting  on  the  Com  Laws 
hy  the  means  of  a  legislative  enactment 
which  was  so  essentially  necessary  to 
the  securing  successful  results.  I  deemed 
it  highly  desirahle  that  time  should  he 
afforded  for  further  investigation,  with  a 
view  to  ascertain  whether  there  were  suflS- 
cient  grounds  for  the  apprehensions  hy 
which  the  country  was  heginning  to  he  so 
seriously  alarmed.  I  was  anxious  that  it 
should  he  distinctly  ascertained  whether 
it  were  hkely  that  these  apprehensions 
would  he  realized;  for  I  felt  that  in  the 
event  of  our  heing  ahle  to  show  that  the 
extent  of  the  misfortune  which  impended 
over  Ireland  was  anything  like  what  we 
have  now  ascertained  it  to  he,  hy  authority 
which  I  regret  to  say,  admits  not  of  a 
shadow  of  douht — I  say  I  felt  that,  in  the 
event  of  our  heing  ahle  to  lay  that  as  the 
true  state  of  affairs  hefore  the  puhlic,  there 
could  he  little  douht  of  our  securing  a 
more  general  concurrence  in  support  of  some 
measure  for  the  immediate  suspension  and 
Buhsequent  alteration  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
than  we  could  hope  to  command  if  we  pro- 
ceeded at  once  to  the  discussion,  provided 
only  with  information  which,  though  unques- 
tionahly  of  an  alarming  character,  was,  not- 
withstanding, in  many  respects,  defective 
and  incomplete.  For  these  reasons  I  gave 
my  voice  against  the  immediate  assemhling 
of  Parliament.  I  may  have  heen  wrong,  I 
may  have  committed  an  error  of  judgment, 
hut  I  have  no  hesitation  in  asserting  that  I 
acted  throughout  in  conformity  with  what 
I  helieved  to  he  the  hest.  It  appeared  to  me 
that  the  danger  with  which  we  had  to  deal 
was  one  which  could  not  he  experienced  at 
$X1  events  until  an  early  period  pf  the  spring; 


and  I  confess  I  felt  great  anxiety  that  as 
large  a  numher  of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  pos- 
sihle  should  he  induced  hy  the  power  of 
undisputed  evidence  to  concur  in  acknow- 
ledging the  necessity  which  existed ;  it 
heing  in  my  view  most  desirahle  that  the 
measures  to  he  adopted  should  he  sanc- 
tioned hy  a  very  large  proportion  of  tho 
Mcmhcrs  of  this  House,  and  supported 
unequivocally  hy  puhlic  opinion  out  of 
doors.  I,  therefore,  preferred  delay  in  the 
commencement  of  our  operations,  in  order 
that,  when  they  were  commenced,  they 
might  he  carried  with  a  weight  and  an 
authority  which  would  put  an  end  to 
cavil  and  opposition.  I  may  he  told  that, 
in  opposing  the  Order  in  Council,  I  dis- 
played a  want  of  that  holdness  which  a 
Minister  ought  to  exhihit  in  dealing  with 
great  puhlic  emergencies.  I  may  he  told 
that  I  was  wanting  in  that  sagacity  which 
ought  to  have  enahled  me  to  comprehend 
the  actual  extent  of  the  calamity  long  he- 
fore  it  had  approached.  I  may  he  told, 
also,  that  I  was  yet  more  deficient  in  a 
knowledge  of  the  feelings  and  opinions  of 
those  Friends  who  sit  at  the  same  side  of 
the  House  with  me;  for  that  I  should  have 
known  that  they  would  at  once  have  con- 
sented to  the  suspension  of  the  Com  Laws 
if  the  question  had  heen  only  put  to  them. 
I  may,  I  say,  have  heen  in  error  in  all 
these  respects ;  hut  the  error,  if  it  he 
an  error,  was  only  one  of  judgment. 
To  my  own  conscience  I  stand  acquitted 
of  any  higher  offence  ;  and  I  hesitate  not 
to  assert,  that  after  the  lapse  of  the 
period  which  has  since  intervened,  and 
after  calmly  reflecting  on  the  course  I  have 
taken,  and  the  advice  I  have  given,  I  can- 
not, on  review  of  the  whole  transaction, 
hring  myself  to  helieve,  that  if  the  case 
were  again  to  he  presented  to  me  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  then  stood,  I  should  he 
justified  in  pursuing  a  different  course 
from  that  which  I  then  adopted.  After 
these  differences  in  the  Government,  it 
was  agreed  to  postpone  the  further  consi- 
deration of  the  suhject  for  a  limited  period, 
in  order  that  more  extensive  information 
might  he  ohtained.  That  further  period 
did  most  unquestionably  hring  with  it  the 
strongest  possible  argmnents  for  a  change 
of  opinion.  Many  days  did  not  elapse  he- 
fore  we  were  in  possession  of  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  who  had  heen  sent  to 
Ireland,  detailing  their  views  of  the  extent  of 
the  potato  disease,  and  the  limited  amount 
of  the  crop  on  which  it  was  possible  to  cal- 
culate with  reference  to  next  year.    The 
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statement  contained  in  the  Report  of  these 
Commissioners   was  confirmed  by  actual 
experience  when  the  crop  came  to  be  dug 
up ;  and  it  was  then  put  beyond  all  ques- 
tion that  to  such  an  extent  had  the  potato 
plague  spread,  that  in  some  districts  of  the 
country  one-half  of  the  crop  was  lost,  in 
others  one-third,  in  others  three-fourths. 
Nor  was  this  the  full  extent  of  the  calamity; 
for  there  was  a  general  feeling,  and  one 
which  I  believe  was  completely  warranted 
by  the  fact,  that  in  some  portions  of  Ire- 
land the  preservation  of  any  part  of  the 
crop,  however  minute,  depended  altogether 
upon  the  wetness  or  fairness  of  the  weather 
afterwards.    When  these  facts  were  known, 
the  case  was  relieved  from  its  difficulties ; 
and,  although  I  was  well  aware,  and  felt 
most  deeply  that  the  adoption  by  us  of  the 
course  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  now 
proposed  to  you,  would  be  attended  by  the 
dissolution  of  party  connexions,  and  that 
it  would  cause  my  separation  from  many  of 
those  with  whom  for  many  years  it  has 
been  my  pride  to  act,  and  whom,  I  trust, 
I  may  still  be  permitted  to  call  my  hon. 
Friends — 1  say,  although  I  felt  that  this 
must  be  the  inevitable  consequence  of  the 
measure,  I  also  felt  that  there  were  im- 
posed upon  me,  by  my  position  as  Minister, 
other  and  higher  duties  paramount  to  the 
feelings  of  party  attachment ;   and  being 
convinced  that  the  alteration  of  the  Com 
Laws  had  now  become  a  question  of  abso- 
lute necessity,  I  was  of  opinion  that  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  those  laws 
ought  to  undergo  a  change.     At  the  same 
time,  however,  I  felt  that  the  change  ought 
to  be  effected  by  others  than  myself  and 
my  nght  hon.  Friends  with  whom  I  was 
associated  in  office ;  and  entertaining  that 
opini<m,  I   cordially  concurred  in  the  re- 
signation of  our  charge  into  the  hands  of 
persons  who,   from  their  longer  mainte- 
nance of  the  opinions  which  we  then  en- 
tertained, were  better  fitted  to  discharge 
the    duty,    and    had    perhaps    a    better 
chance  of  carrying  the  contemplated  mea- 
sure into  operation.     And  here  permit  me 
to  assure  the  House,  with  the  most  un- 
affected sincerity,  that  when  I  tendered 
to  Her  Majesty  my  resignation  of  office,  I 
had  not  the  remotest  conception  that  I 
should  have  ever  to  deal  with  this  question 
in  any  other  capacity  than  as  a  private 
Member  of  Parliament.     If  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  be  inclined  to  question  this 
assertion,  I  am  prepared  to  sustain  it  by 
testimony  which  cannot  be  resisted.     I  am 
prepared  to  prove,  by  evidence  of  the  most 


incontestable  character,  that  when  I  re- 
signed my  office,  the  resumption  of  it  at  a 
subsequent  period  never  entered  into  my 
contemplation.  But  when  it  was  discovered 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don found  it  impossible  to  construct  a 
Cabinet  with  satisfaction  to  himself,  the 
question  arose  whether  I  should  decline  to 
accept  office  in  a  Government  of  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  again  to  be  the 
head.  Sir,  I  know  of  no  principle  on 
which  it  would  be  possible  to  justify  a  re- 
fusal. I  had  in  the  first  instance  doubted 
as  to  the  exact  time  at  which  the  great 
move  should  be  taken,  and  as  to  the  parti- 
cular measure  which  ought  to  be  proposed  ; 
but  I  had  subsequently  seen  sufficient  to 
convince  me  of  the  necessity  of  an  altera* 
tion  in  the  Com  Laws,  and  I  was  perfectly 
prepared,  as  a  private  Member,  to  give 
the  sanction  of  my  vote  to  that  course  of 
policy  which,  under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  I  considered  most  conducive 
to  the  interests  of  the  country.  Therefore, 
being  fully  prepared  to  maintain  in  my 
private*  capacity  the  opinions  which  I  now 
advocate  as  a  Minister,  I  felt  that  there 
was  nothing  against  honour,  or  duty,  in 
my  resumption  of  the  situation  which  I  at 
present  occupy.  That  is,  in  a  few  words, 
a  brief  history  of  the  transaction  as  far  as  I 
am  concemod.  I  trust  this  explanation 
will  satisfy  my  Friend  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Liverpool ;  and  that  he 
will  understand  that,  although  I  may  have 
had  doubts  at  first  as  to  the  particular 
period  at  which,  and  the  particular  mode 
in  which.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to 
have  introduced  the  measures  which  they 
considered  necessary,  I  have  come  at 
length  to  the  deliberate  conclusion  that  I 
am  best  consulting  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try by  adopting  the  course  which  I  am 
now  pursuing.  A  noble  Lord,  a  friend  of 
mine,  who  has  spoken  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  charges  me  with  acting  in  a  man- 
ner inconsistent  with  my  duty  in  not  ten- 
dering a  resignation  of  my  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment to  my  constituents ;  and  he  calls  on 
me  to  make  some  explanation  of  the  fact 
that  I  still  remain  here  as  Representative 
of  the  University  of  Cambridge.  Now, 
Sir,  I  think  it  right  to  state  that  the  views 
I  take  of  the  duties  of  a  representative 
differ  very  materially  from  those  which 
have  been  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord.  I 
do  not  pretend  to  say  that  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men, at  the  period  of  their  election,  think 
fit  to  pledge  themselves,  under  all  con- 
ceivable circumstances,  to  maintain  parti* 
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eular  laws,  and  to  take  partieolar  yiews 
of  certain  specified  questions,  they  may 
not  take  upon  themselves  an  obligation 
which  they  are  hound  in  all  honour  to  re- 
deem, and  which  renders  it  imperative  on 
ihem  to  resign  their  seats  if  they  see  grounds 
for  departing  from  those  pledges;  but 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  are  in  this 
position.  In  offering  myself  as  a  repre- 
sentative to  my  constituency,  I  gave  no 
pledge  as  to  the  Com  Law;  I  was  asked  for 
none.  I  may  have  stated  to  them  in  general 
terms  my  views  on  particular  questions,  if 
they  happened  to  come  under  discussion  ; 
but  I  have  ever  reserved  to  myself,  in  the 
most  tmequivocal  manner,  the  fullest  rieht 
to  adopt,  in  reference  to  every  question 
that  may  be  deliberated  upon  in  this 
House,  that  course  —  whatever  it  may 
be — ^which  in  my  conscience  I  believe  to 
be  most  conducive  to  the  general  interests 
of  the  commimity  ;  and  however  strongly 
an  opposite  course  may  be  sanctioned  by 
some  great  examples,  however  conformable 
it  may  be  to  the  views  of  certain  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  pledged  theihselves 
at  the  hustings — I  cannot  admit  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  a  representative  who  happens 
to  act  in  opposition  to  the  feelings  of 
soma  portion  of  his  constituents  on  a 
particular  question,  to  make  that  difference 
the  ground  for  tendering  his  resignation, 
or  even  for  acquiescing  in  a  demand  that 
he  should  do  so.  I  gave  no  pledges  what- 
soever with  respect  to  the  Corn  Laws  on 
any  of  the  occasions  on  which  I  addressed 
myself  to  my  constituents.  I  never  ex- 
pressed that  permanent  and  unqualified  ad- 
herence to  existing  laws  which  some  hon. 
Members  around  me  appear  to  have  ex- 
pressed when  they  were  elected ;  and 
upon  these  groimds  I  think  that  I  should 
be  abdicating  the  character  of  a  represen- 
tative altogether — ^that  I  should  be  depriv- 
ing myself  of  the  capacity  of  being  useful 
to  any  class  in  the  community  if  I  were,  by 
my  professions  or  my  example,  to  give 
countenance  to  the  idea  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  a  representative,  when  he  differs  from 
his  constituents  on  any  point,  to  give  back 
into  their  hands  the  trust  that  has  been 
reposed  in  him.  Thus  much.  Sir,  I  have 
said  on  matters  personal  to  myself.  I  have 
to  apologize  to  the  House  for  having  tres- 
passed at  such  length  on  their  time  and  at- 
tention by  matters  having  reference  to 
myself;  but  I  felt  that  I  was  called  on 
to  say  something  in  explanation,  and 
having  done  so  I  now  proceed  to  address 
myself  to  the  coosideraUQU  of  the  question 


more  immediately  before  us.  That  question 
is  one  which  in  my  opinion  can  be  com- 
prised within  a  very  narrow  compass.  It 
is  simply  whether  you  will  continue  to 
progress  in  the  course  which  for  some  years 
past  you  have  pursued  in  the  relaxation  of 
protective  duties,  or  whether  you  will  be  con- 
tent, not  merely  to  remain  stationary  where 
you  are,  but  to  retrograde  on  the  path 
which,  after  fuU  and  mature  consideration, 
you  have  entered.  I  am  well  aware,  that 
in  the  course  of  this  debate  many  hon. 
Members  who  have  supported  the  uovem- 
ment  up  to  this  period  in  their  relaxing 
policy,  maintain  that  we  have  now  arrived 
at  that  particular  point  in  the  withdrawal 
of  protection  from  native  industry  at  which 
it  is  essential  that  we  should  stop.  They 
contend  that  we  ought  not  to  advance 
beyond  it,  because  we  cannot  do  so 
without  injuring  interests  which  we  ought 
to  protect,  and  because  they  think  that  in 
remaining  where  we  are,  we  are  doing 
what  they  believe  to  be  just  to  all  parties. 
But  when  I  consider  the  arguments  Of  soma 
of  my  Friends  at  this  side  of  the  House 
— ^when  I  hear  one  hon.  Member  declare 
that  as  regards  the  Com  Laws  ho  thinks 
they  ought  to  be  suspended  at  once,  and 
when  I  find  that  that  sentiment  is  cheered 
in  such  a  manner  as  would  seem  to  show 
that  it  met  with  very  considerable  ap- 
proval —  'when  I  hear  other  Gentlemen 
admitting  that  the  Com  Laws  may  be 
modified  after  a  certain  fashion  —  when 
I  see  that  some  hon.  Members  advance 
a  step  further,  and  some  not  quite  so 
far,  on  this  question — when,  I  say,  I  see 
and  hear  all  this,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
great  principle  for  whicn  we  are  contending 
is  conceded  up^n  all  hands  ;  and  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  those  Gentlemen  will  find 
it  difficult  to  account  for  the  reasons  iMiy, 
with  such  professions  and  admissions  on 
their  lips,  they  resist,  as  they  are  resisting, 
the  Motion  now  before  the  House.  I  could 
have  understood  them  if  they  had  proposed 
some  modification  of  the  Com  Laws,  or  if 
they  were  prepared  with  some  amendment 
after  getting  into  Committee.  That  would 
have  been  a  natural  and  rational  course. 
That  would  have  been  the  proper  time  and 
mode  to  consider  the  measure.  But  they 
have  adopted  the  course  which  precludes 
all  consideration  whatsoever  of  tnat  kind« 
Whatever  they  may  be  in  words,  in  actions 
they  are  against  us.  They  refuse  as  much 
to  suspend  as  to  abrogate  the  Com  Laws. 
They  have  taken  a  step  from  which  no 
Other  results  can  come,  but  to  remain  jusl 
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as  we  ftre,  vitihout  remedy  for  the  exiBting 
eril,  whicli  they  adzmt  to  be  great — ^without 
a  remedy  for  a  possible  future  eyil  which 
may  be  yet  more  dreadful — and  without 
the  means  of  making  that  progress  in  the 
coure  we  hare  imdertaken  which  is  essen- 
tial for  the  welfare  of  this  country.  Sir, 
in  support  of  the  views  which  the  Goyem- 
ment  take  in  support  of  this  question,  we 
hare  appealed,  and  I  think  in  the  opinion 
of  the  country  succeasfnlly  appealed,  to  the 
results  of  experience,  as  attesting  the  pro- 
gress which  the  coimtry  has  made  in  opu- 
lence and  power  since  tne  protectite  system 
lias  been  relaxed.  That  progress  has  been 
attempted  to  be  denied  by  certain  hon. 
Members  who  are  adverse  to  free  trade. 
They  have  referred  to  figures  and  calcula- 
tions in  support  of  their  position,  that  no 
lieneficial  consequences  have  resulted  from 
the  relaxation  of  the  protective  system ; 
but  I  think  I  am  warranted  in  saying,  that 
these  figures  and  calculations  have  proved 
an  utter  failure.  ["No,  no."]  Well,  I 
think  they  have.  I  think  they  have 
been  most  triumphantly  overthrown  by 
my  Friend  the  Vide  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  this,  that  it  could 
not  be  shown  that  in  the  case  of  any 
one  of  all  the  articles  affected  by  the  recent 
reductions  of  the  protective  system,  any* 
thing  had  resulted  from  the  relaxation  but 
Increased  activity  to  the  trade  and  improve- 
nient  to  the  industry  of  the  country.  This 
was  the  proposition  that  was  advanced;  and 
how  was  it  refuted  ?  After  some  delay,  one 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham, pointed  to  the  article  of  spelter  or 
zinc;  but  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  met  the  assertions  of  the  Member 
for  Birmingham,  and  setUed  spelter  as 
ereiythinff  else  had  been  settled;  for  he 
showed  uuBkt  though  the  home  producer 
of  tiie  article  might  have  had  some  dimi- 
nution of  profit,  the  relaxation  of  the  pro- 
tective du^  led  to  the  introduction  of  a  fo- 
reign rawmaterial,  the  manufacture  of  which 
opened  a  new  source  of  industry,  and  afford- 
ed increased  employment  to  a  vast  number  of 
the  poorer  classes  in  this  country.  An  hon. 
Friend  of  mine  (Mr.Liddell)  yesterday  even- 
ing thought  it  necessary  to  complain  of  the 
hardship  which  those  free-trade  measures 
would  inflict  upon  the  shipping  interests. 
He  told  us  that  whatever  might  be  its  effect 
upon  other  interests,  the  welfare  of  the 
shipping  interests  was  inseparably  identi- 
fied wiu  the  preservation  of  the  protective 


system;  and  he  did  not  seem  willing  to  ad- 
mit that  the  shipowners  had  derived  any 
benefit  whatever  from  the  relaxations 
that  had  already  taken  place,  or  were 
likely  to  realize  any  from  the  reductions 
now  in  contemplation.  I  must  say.  Sir, 
as  my  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  already  said,  that  this  oppo- 
sition to  freedom  of  commercial  intercourse 
on  the  part  of  the  shipping  interests,  is  one 
which  greatly  excites  my  surprise.  I  should 
have  thought  that  a  system  of  commercial 
intercourse  which  leads  to  a  great  increase 
of  exports  and  imports,  woidd  have  sug- 
gested itself  to  the  mind  of  every  thinking 
man  as  one  calculated  to  increase  the 
shipping  by  means  of  which  these  imports 
and  exports  were  carried;  and  that  it  would 
be  as  clear  as  light,  that  in  proportion 
as  commercial  intercourse  extends,  in  tiie 
same  proportion  would  your  shipping  in- 
terest be  benefited;  and  that  this  additional 
benefit  would  also  be  realized-— that  by  abun- 
dant commerce  in  the  times  of  peace,  we 
should  provide  ample  means  of  defensive  or 
offensive  hostility  m  the  event  of  war.  This 
I  ever  regarded  as  the  natural  result  of 
free  commercial  intercourse,  as  far  as  the 
shipping  interests  were  concerned;  and  I 
confess  that  no  one  could  be  more  surprised 
than  I  at  finding  opposition  on  the  part 
of  ^the  shipping  interests  to  the  propositions 
of  the  (jovemment.  But  I  deny  that 
the  shipping  interests  have  been  inju- 
riously affected  by  the  relaxation  of  pro- 
tective duties.  I  can  prove  the  contrary 
to  be  the  fact.  In  the  year  1842  the  ton- 
nage of  British  vessels  entering  inwards 
amounted  to  2,600,000  tons.  In  the  year 
1845  it  was  3,669,000  tons,  showing  an 
increase  consequent  on  the  relaxation  of  . 
protection  duties  of  one  million  of  tons  in 
that  period.  [An  hon.  Member  :  The  Chi-' 
nese  trade.]  Making  every  allowance 
for  the  increase  of  the  Chinese  trade, 
and  every  other  circumstance,  with  every 
deduction,  there  will  be  found  to  be  a 
large  increase  in  the  tonnage.  Now  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  county  of 
Diu'ham  insists  that  injurious  effects  are 
likely  to  result  to  the  timber  trade  from 
the  proposed  measiu'es ;  '  and  that  injuir 
has  resulted  from  the  relaxations  whicn 
have  already  taken  place.  But  let  us 
come  to  figures.  Let  us  consider  what 
has  been  the  quantity  of  shipping  engaged 
in.  the  Baltic  trade  within  the  last  few 
years.  In  the  year  1842  the  number  of 
ships  engaged  in  that  trade  was  3,519  ; 
their  tonnage  was  six  hundred  and  thirteen 
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thousand  eight  hundred  and  nine  ;   in  the 
year  1844  the  number  was   4,424,   and 
their  tonnage  eight  hundred  and  eighteen 
thousand  four  hundred  and  forty  tons ; 
showing  an  increase  of  nearly  1,000  ships, 
and  200,000  tons.   My  hon.  Friend  has  said 
that  the  increase  of  British  shipping  in  the 
Baltic  bears  no  proportion  to  the  foreign 
ships  that  are  engaged  in  the  same  trad^, 
and,  therefore,  that  the  removal  of  the 
duty  would  throw  into  the  hands  of  fo- 
reigners a  greater  extent  of  trade  than  we 
derived  ourselves  from  the  same  source. 
I  admit  that  it  is  the  necessary  consequence 
of  the  navigation  law  itself,  that  the  fo- 
reigner can  introduce,  if  he  pleases,  the 
produce  of  his  country  in  the  shipping  of 
his  own  nation.     But  there  is  another  rea- 
son for  the  increase  of  foreign  shipping  in 
the  Baltic  trade,  which  the  measure  before 
the  House  is  calculated  to  remove  ;  and  if 
my  hon.  Friend  deems  it  expedient  to  give 
encouragement  to  British  shipping  in  the 
Baltic,  there  is  no  means  by  which  he  can 
do  it  more  effectually  than  by  passing  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.     Sir,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  looked  to  the  pro- 
portion of  shipping  employed  in  the  convey- 
ance of  com  under  the  system  of  the  Com 
Laws — ^when,  the  demand  being  sudden,  it 
must  come  immediately  from  the  country 
where  the  produce  is,  in  the  ships  that  are 
to  be  had  on  the  spot,  and  cannot  wait  to 
be  introduced  in  ships  which  come  from 
this  country,  carrying  out  a  cargo  to  bring 
back  a  cargo  in  return — if  he  looked  to  the 
disproportion  in  that  particular  branch  of 
trade  between   the   British    and  foreign 
shipping  employed,  he  would  see  that  he 
could  not  give   a  better  chance  of  em- 
ployment to  British  shipowners,  than  by 
'  passing  the  measure  now  before  the  House. 
It  appears  by  the  returns  of  com-ladcn 
ships  that  pass  through  the  Sound,  that 
there  are  1,138  foreign  ships,  and  only  501 
British — a    disproportion    exceeding  that 
which  prevails  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade,  and  only  to  be  accounted  for  by 
the  circumstance  I  have  stated.     Then, 
if   my    hon.    Friend    wishes    to    restore 
the   employment  of  British   shipping,  let 
him  join  with  \is  in  doing  that   which, 
by  giving  more   freedom   in   commercial 
intercourse    with    those  particular  ports, 
and  in  an  article  which  will  not  be  suddenly 
sent  for,  but  in  a  regular  article  of  trade — 
let  him  join  us  in  passing  that  measure, 
and  his  object  will  be  accomplished.     But 
then,  said  my  hon.  Friend,  this  diminution 
pf  duty  on  Baltic  timber  will  necessarily 


affect  the  shipping  interests  as  regards 
your  Canadian  provinces,  and  tend  to  in- 
jure those  provinces  which  you  ought  to 
protect.  I  will  tell  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
in  making  that  statement  he  falls  into  an 
error  which  is  not  uncommon  with  those 
who  argue  in  favour  of  protection  in  respect 
to  commercial  measures.  They  think  that 
an  advantage  on  one  side  is  sure  to  produce 
a  dbadvantage  on  the  other ;  whereas  tiie 
converse  of  the  proposition  is  more  near 
the  fact ;  for  by  increasing  the  import  of 
an  article  into  a  country,  instead  of  inflict- 
ing an  injury  upon  the  home  produce,  you 
confer  a  benefit  on  it.  I  have  already  re- 
ferred to  the  state  of  our  trade  in  the  Baltic, 
in  1842  and  1844;  and  now  let  us  see  whAt 
is  the  state  of  the  shipping  trade  in  those 
years  in  the  British  North  American  Colo- 
nies. In  1842,  1,550  ships  were  cleared 
out:  in  1844,  2,844  ships  were  cleared 
out,  with  a  tonnage,  in  the  former  case,  of 
540,000,  and  in  the  latter  of  789,000. 
Can  there  be  any  more  conclusive  evidence 
than  this  affords,  that  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  foreign  commodities  does  not 
injuriously  affect  the  colonial  trade,  or  the 
interests  of  the  British  shipowners  con- 
nected with  it  ?  But  this  does  not  rest  on 
my  statement.  There  was  a  Committee 
last  year  in  which  this  very  question  inci- 
dentally arose  ;  and  Mr.  Chapman,  a  gen- 
tleman of  great  knowledge  and  of  extensive 
interest  in  the  trade  of  shipping,  then 
stated  the  benefits  which  the  shipping  in- 
terest had  derived  from  the  operation  of  the 
Tariff,  of  which  the  success  was  doubted 
at  the  time  it  passed.     He  was  asked — 

"  Is  it  not  the  ttct,  that  it  is  only  since  freights 
were  not  remunerative  that  the  attention  of  ship- 
owners has  been  directed  to  obtaining  relief  from 
any  quarter  they  could  ?  " 

And  he  said — 

"  The  &ct  is,  that  until  Sir  Robert  Peel,  by  the 
new  Tariff,  allowed  us  to  get  foreign  provisions 
out  of  bond,  the  competition  we  had  to  maintain 
against  foreigners  was  most  un&ir  :  that  made  a 
difference  of  30  per  cent,  upon  those  provisions  at 
once.  Previously  it  was  like  a  penalty  hanging 
over  us,  and  a  premium  to  the  foreigner." 

And  jet,  if  there  were  one  point  upon 
which  more  anxiety  was  expressed  in  parti- 
cular quarters  than  another,  it  was  the 
admission  of  provisions  which  would  be 
brought  into  competition  with  jour  pro- 
duce ;  but  the  exclusion  of  which  had,  as 
it  appeared,  been  in  fact,  so  unfavourable 
to  British  trade  as  to  give  to  the  foreigner 
a  premium  of  30  per  cent.  Mr.  Chapman 
was  then  asked — 

*'  Um  that  relaxation  of  the  law,  by  which  vessels 
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going  abroad  can  proviiion  out  of  bond,  been  yery 
luefol  to  the  shipping  ? — Of  the  greatest  possible 
consequence ;  it  makes  just  the  difference,  I 
belioTc,  between  a  loss  or  no  loss  upon  sailing  the 
ship,  as  they  are  obliged  to  do,  because  they  are 
compelled  to  have  apprentices,  and  the  apprentices 
must  be  maintained ;  and  the  real  &ct  is,  that 
they  often  send  ships  to  sea  only  to  save  them- 
selTOs  being  out  of  pocket." 

His  evidence  was  further  continued,  and 

he  was  asked — 

"  Are  we  to  understand  firom  what  you  have 
stated,  and  from  the  trade  in  guano,  the  shipping 
have  not  suflbred  so  much  as  they  did  the  three 
preceding  years  ?" 

His  answer  was — 

"  Tes,  because  the  freights  are  becoming  better 
all  over  the  world.  There  is  one  exception,  I  believe. 
In  the  Canada  trade  they  got  from  30«.  to  38ff. 
and  40s. ;  that  has  been  the  rise  since  last  year." 

And  he  says — 

"  If  you  will  give  me  SS».  a  load  for  yellow  pine 
for  ten  years  to  come,  I  will  contract  to  supply 
you  with  any  amount  of  tonnage." 

When  therefore  my  hon  Friend  speaks  of 
those  affected  hy  the  late  change,  and  as 
likely  to  he  affected  hy  the  future  change, 
he  proceeds  only  upon  the  statement  of 
individuals  who,  emharking  in  the  ship- 
ping trade  when  it  was  more  costly  than 
at  present,  find  it  difficult  to  derive  that 
return  from  their  capital  which  they  have 
a  right  to  expect ;  I  admit  that  there 
were  shipowners  at  the  time  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty  upon  Baltic  timber  upon  whom 
it  necessarily  had  an  injurious  effect. 
Ships  huilt  before  the  reduction,  were  huilt 
at  an  enormously  enhanced  expense,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  duty  on  timber,  necessarily 
imposed  upon  them  ;  and  though  my  hon. 
Friend  said  that  that  statement  was  errone- 
ous, and  that  the  Baltic  timher  was  not 
required  for  the  making  of  ships,  my  hon. 
Friend  must  recollect  that  the  duty  on 
Baltic  timher  enhanced  in  precisely  the 
same  proportion  the  value  and  price  of 
British  oak  with  which  ships  were  huilt, 
and  did  indirectly  add  to  the  price  of  huild- 
ing  ships  nearly  or  exactly  to  the  same 
extent  as  if  huilt  from  timher  brought 
from  the  Baltic.  I  think,  therefore,  it  is 
prohahle  that  gentlemen  who  have  huilt 
ships  of  those  expensive  materials  find  it 
difficult  to  compete  with  those  who  have 
huilt  ships  since  then  of  cheaper  materials. 
But,  if  I  may  compare  great  things  with 
small,  they  stand  precisely  in  the  situation 
of  those  innkeepers  on  the  north  road, 
who  are  ruined  because  the  turnpike  roads 
no  longer  bring  customers  to  their  houses, 
the  raUways  affording  a  better  mode  of 
(conveyance.  But,  says  another  hon.  Friend, 


"  Why,  what  an  injury  you  are  about  to 
commit  on  Canada,  whom  you  patronized 
two  Sessions  ago,  and  to  whom  you  gave 
the  advantage  of  being  considered  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  mother  country!"  But 
has  Canada  any  right  to  complain  that  you 
are  now  going  to  admit  foreign  com  in  com- 
petition with  the  com  of  Canada.  I  will 
stand  up  as  high  as  any  man  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preserving  our  colonial  connexion, 
and  of  doing  for  the  Colonies  everything 
that  is  just,  equitable,  and  right,  and 
likely  to  conduce  to  their  ultimate  benefit ; 
but  if  in  dealing  with  the  Colonies  you  place 
their  produce  fn  the  same  footing  J  the 
produce  of  your  own  country,  they  have  no 
right  to  complain,  if,  for  the  general  benefit, 
you  place  in  competition  with  them  the 
same  foreign  commodities  which  you  place 
in  competition  with  those  of  your  own 
country ;  and  therefore,  if  they  complain 
that  their  advantages  are  diminished,  my 
answer  is,  "  You  stand  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  mother  country  ;  you  share  her  ad- 
vantages, and  you  must  also  share  the  in- 
conveniences, if  they  exist,  with  her;  but 
you  have  no  right  to  complain."  Now,  it 
has  been  a  favourite  argument  with  hon. 
Gentlemen,  in  discussing  this  question,  and 
it  is  always  a  favourite  mode  of  dealing 
with  a  subject  when  arguments  cannot  be 
readily  adduced  against  it,  to  draw  a  pic- 
ture of  the  extravagant  consequences  likely 
to  result  ^m  it.  We  have  been  told, 
therefore,  that  if  free  trade  be  permitted 
to  one  article,  it  must  be  the  same  to  all ; 
that  there  should  be  no  duty  on  tea,  to- 
bacco, or  other  articles,  because  they  say 
that  that  interferes  with  the  course  of  free 
trade.  But  I  beg  to  state  that,  in  adopting 
those  principles  which  are  promulgated  by 
the  Government,  I  do  not  adopt  extreme 
opinions  either  on  the  one  side  or  the  other. 
I  admit  that  all  duties,  whether  they  be 
raised  for  taxation  or  otherwise,  are  impe- 
diments to  trade,  and  I  admit  that,  in 
many  instances,  they  may  indirectly  ope- 
rate as  protection ;  for  it  is  impossible, 
under  any  financial  system,  however  care- 
fully regulated,  to  avoid  the  effect  of  a  re- 
venue duty  in  some  instances  being  a  duty 
of  protection  ;  and  therefore,  when  I  advo- 
cate i&ee  trade,  I  put  in  my  claim  decidedly 
to  retain  those  duties  which  are  essential 
for  revenue  purposes;  to  retain  those  re- 
strictive duties  which  are  essential  for  pre- 
serving public  morals;  and  to  retain  those 
duties  which  may  be  necessary  occasionally 
for  the  public  safety.  And  in  doing  so,  I 
do  not  conceive  that  I  am  in  the  least  de< 
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gree  departing  from  the  legitimate  applica- 
tion of  the  principles  of  free  trade  to  a  so- 
ciety constituted  as  ours  is  ;  I  view  free- 
dom of  trade  in  the  same  light  as  I  view 
civil  liberty.  The  liberty  of  the  subject 
must  necessarily  be  under  some  restraint 
if  he  continues  to  live  in  a  state  of  so- 
ciety ;  but  you  are  not  to  take  any  restric- 
tions which  may  be  imposed  upon  that 
liberty  as  the  law  by  which  your  con- 
duct is  to  be  regulated.  It  is  an  exception 
from  the  general  rule,  which  it  may  be  de- 
sirable to  adopt,  and  you  may  find  it  indis- 
pensably necessary  to  maintain  it  upon  one 
of  the  grounds  I  have  stated— either  for  re- 
venue or  national  safety,  or,  what  is  more 
important  than  all,  for  the  purpose  of  na- 
tional morality.  The  greater  part  of  the 
argument  on  the  present  question  has 
turned  upon  the  probable  effect  the  re- 
peal of  the  Com  Laws  is  likely  to  have 
upon  the  agricultural  interest.  Hon.  Gen* 
tlemen  have  supposed  that  by  introducing 
competition  with  the  agriculture  of  this 
country,  we  are  likely  to  be  overwhelmed 
with  foreign  produce,  and  that  the  agri- 
culturist is  likely  to  lose  his  fair  reward. 
We  have  heard  various  points  argued  in 
the  course  of  this  debate;  but  I  will  content 
myself  merely  with  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  two  cases  in  which  we  have 
made  a  fair  trial  of  what  is  the  effect  of  re- 
striction upon  agriculture,  and  what  is  the 
effect  of  introducing  competition  with  re- 
spect to  it ;  and  from  the  results  of  these 
two  experiments  which  history  furnishes,  I 
think  I  can  show  in  the  strongest  manner 
the  advantages  which  competition  produces 
to  the  country  which  fully  admits  it.  It  is, 
perhaps,  known  to  the  House,  that  a  consi- 
derable number  of  years  since,  as  long  ago 
as  the  reign  of  Charles  II.,  the  agricultural 
interest  of  this  country  entertained  very 
similar  opinions  to  those  which  have  been 
professed  by  individuals  connected  with  that 
interest  at  the  present  moment,  and  thought 
ihey  were  deeply  affected  by  the  importa- 
tion of  produce  which  came  into  competi- 
tion with  their  own.  At  that  time  the  ob- 
ject of  alarm  was  Ireland.  It  was  thought 
that  Ireland,  where  labour  was  cheap,  the 
soil  fertile,  the  climate  favourable,  and 
where  there  was  every  inducement  to  ex- 
ertion, might  by  competition  overwhelm  the 
industry  of  this  country,  and  lead  to  the 
ruin  of  the  agriculturist  here ;  and  the 
Parliament  of  that  day  thought  fit  to  pass 
a  law  for  preventing  the  importation  of 
cattle  from  Ireland.  Now,  it  was  curious 
to  observe  what  arguments  were  used  at 


that  period  when  this  disposition  prevailed 
to  give  to  this  country  the  entire  monopoly 
of  cattle.  History  tells  us,  as  to  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  House  of  Commons — 

**  There  was  a  great  rumoiir,  rather  than  a 
eompUint,  of  the  great  damage  the  kingdom  rat- 
tained  fit>m  the  importation  of  Irish  cattle,  which 
were  bred  there  for  nothing,  and  tnuupoited  fiir 
little,  and  might  well  undersell  all  the  cattle  here ; 
and  henoe  the  breed  of  cattle  would  be  totally 
given  over,  and  thereby  the  land  yield  no  rent  pro- 
portionably  to  what  it  ever  had  done,  and  that  this 
could  only  be  remedied  by  a  very  strict  Act  of 
Parliament  to  forbid  the  importation." 

However,  there  were  some  Members  of  the 

agricultural  interest  who  did  not  concur  in 

those  views,  for  Lord  Clarendon  tells  us-— 

"  Very  many  Members  of  several  counties  de- 
sired that  their  counties  might^not  undergo  any 
damage  for  the  benefit  of  ot&r  individual  places. 
They  professed  that  their  counties  had  no  land 
bad  enough  to  breed,  and  that  their  great  traffic 
consisted  in  buying  the  cattle,  making  them  hi, 
and  upon  this  they  paid  their  rent;  and  this 
appeared  to  be  the  case  of  many  counties  in 
England." 

But  the  voices  of  those  Gentlemen  had 
little  weight  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Bill  was  carried  with  almost  universal 
assent,  and  taken  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  House  shall  hear  the  reception  it 
met  with  in  the  Upper  House : — 

**  In  the  Lords,  a  marvellous  keen  resolution 
appeared  to  use  all  expedition  in  passing  it,  and 
I  must  remark  upon  the  singular  coincidence,  that 
the  Duke  of  Buckingham  appeared  at  the  head  of 
those  who  fiivoured  the  Bill  with  a  marvellous 
concernment ;  and  at  the  time  appointed  for  the 
debate  of  it,  contrary  to  his  custom  of  coming  to 
the  House,  indeed  of  not  rising  till  eleven  o'clock, 
and  seldom  staying  above  a  quarter  of  an  hour, 
except  upon  some  business  he  concerned  himself 
in,  he  was  always  present  from  the  first  thing  in 
the  morning,  and  stayed  till  the  last  at  night,  for 
the  debate  often  held  from  the  morning  till  four 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  sometimes  till  candles 
were  brought  it.  It  was  urged  that,  if  the  Bill 
did  not  pass,  all  the  rents  in  Ireland  would  rise 
in  a  vast  proportion,  and  those  in  England  fall 
as  much." 

In  consequence  of  this  statement  two  noble 
Lords,  one  an  English  proprietor  and  the 
other  an  Irish,  fought  a  duel  by  way  of 
settling  the  question.  And  seven  years 
afterwards  a  distinguished  man  in  this 
country — an  ancestor  of  the  noble  Lord 
whom  I  see  opposite  (Sir  W.  Temple) — ^in 
writing  a  letter  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  in  1673,  when  this  law,  which  had 
been  pressed  forward  so  anxiously,  had  been 
in  operation  seven  years,  said — 

"  When  the  passage  is  open,  land  will  be  turned 
most  to  feed  cattle ;  when  shut,  to  sheep,  as  it  is 
at  present ;  though  I  am  of  opinion  it  cannot  last, 
because  this  Act  seems  to  have  been  carried  on 
rather  by  the  interest  of  particular  counties  in 
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•ppgia^ni^  than  bj  HiAt  of  the  whole,  whieh,  in  my 
opiiiioB,  must  eridently  be  a  loser  by  it.  For  first, 
the  freight  of  all  caUle  that  are  brought  over, 
being  in  Engliah  ycmels,  iras  so  much  clear  gain 
io  England.  The  trade  of  hides  and  tallow,  or  else 
of  leather,  was  mightily  advanced  in  England. 
Where  the  Irish  sell,  there  will  they  be  sure  to  buy 
too ;  and  all  the  foreign  merchandize  which  they 
had  before  from  Brirtol,  Chester,  and  London, 
they  will  have  in  time  from  Rouen,  Amsterdam, 
Lisbon,  and  the  Straits.  As  for  the  cause  of  the 
decay  of  rents  in  England,  which  was  made  the 
occasion  of  that  Act,  that  proceeded  not  from  the 
hnportation  of  Irish  cattle.  Besides,  the  rents 
haye  been  fitf  from  inoreasing  since." 

The  Bin,  therefore,  which  was,  by  exclud- 
ing the  importation  of  cattle  from  Ireland, 
to  have  kept  up  the  rents  of  England,  is 
proved,  after  seven  years'  experience,  by 
one  most  capahle  to  judge — ^by  a  man  of  the 
most  admirable  judgment  and  most  conver- 
sant with  the  affairs  of  England  and  Ireland, 
to  have  failed  in  its  object,  and  to  have 
isaused  rather  a  diminution  than  increase 
of  rents.  But  there  is  a  period  in  later 
times  which  shows,  on  the  contrary,  that 
the  admission  of  competition  contributes  to 
the  prosperity  of  agriculture.  It  is  perfectly 
well  known,  that,  up  to  the  period  of  the 
Union,  Ireland  was,  as  to  the  importation 
of  com  into  this  country,  treated  as  a  fo- 
reign country.  In  1806  and  1801,  there 
were  3,000  quarters  of  Irish  com  imported 
in  the  one  year,  and  2,500  in  the  other ; 
hut  after  the  Union,  and  after  a  free  trade 
of  com  was  established  between  Ireland 
and  this  country,  the  com  of  Ireland  was 
at  once  admitted  to  the  markets  of  this 
eountiy,  in  competition  with  com  grown  by 
the  agriculturists  here ;  and  we  must  bear 
in  mind  that  at  that  particular  period  the 
population  of  England  amounted  to  some- 
thing short  of  11,000,000  souls,  and  the 
quantity  of  com  raised  in  England  was 
proportionate  to  the  population  which  at 
that  time  existed  in  it.  Ireland  rapidly 
Bent  large  and  annually  increasing  quanti- 
ties of  com  for  consumption  of  the  people 
here,  and  in  the  course  of  a  few  years 
she  imported  at  first  460,000  quarters  per 
annum ;  and  ultimately  the  com  sent  an- 
nually to  England  from  Ireland  amounted 
to  between  3,000,000  and  '4,000,000 
quarters.  Why,  if  there  were  any  force 
in  the  arguments  that  agriculture  would  be 
mined  by  the  importation  of  com  from 
eountries  where  labour  is  cheap,  the  land 
fertile,  and  where  there  is  great  room  for 
improvement — ^why  had  they  not  weight, 
as  applied  to  the  admission  into  England, 
of  com  from  Ireland,  which  enjoyed  all 
those  peculiar  advantages  ?    And  if  Eng- 


land, with  a  population  of  11,000,000, 
could  sustain  the  admission  to  that  extent 
of  com  from  Ireland,  not  only  without 
injury,  but,  as  I  will  show  you,  to  the  great 
improvement  of  its  own  agriculture  ;  what 
fear  have  we  now,  when  the  population  of  the 
United  Kingdom  amounts  to  27,000,000, 
that  any  practicable  importation  from  abroad 
can  exceed,  in  proportion  to  the  population, 
the  quantity  that  we  previously  admitted 
from  Ireland,  or  can  produce  an  effect 
upon  the  agriculture  of  this  country  more 
prejudicial,  or,  I  ought  to  say,  less  hene- 
ficial,  than  that  which  the  Irish  importation 
has  produced  ?  It  is  from  the  time  of  the 
Union  that  we  may  date  our  improvements 
in  agriculture,  and  the  stimulus  that  has 
been  given  to  British  industry.  In  the  ten 
years  subsequent  to  the  admission  of  Irish 
com,  a  greater  number  of  Enclosure  Bills 
were  introduced  into  this  House  than  at  any 
previous  or  subsequent  period.  The  gen- 
tlemen of  England  immediately  paid  great 
attention  to  the  extension  of  agriculture, 
and  to  the  application  of  science  to  its  im- 
provement. We  find  that  the  price  of  com 
m  England  was  not  reduced  by  the  impor- 
tations that  took  place  from  Ireland ;  but 
that  agricultural  prosperity  was  growing 
from  year  to  year.  If,  therefore,  as  I  said 
hefore,  upon  the  limited  field  into  which 
these  large  importations  of  Irish  com  were 
introduced,  you  find  no  sensible  effect  to 
the  injury  of  the  agriculture  of  this  country 
— ^that  competition  led  to  industry  and  per- 
manent improvement — ^how  can  you  argue 
that  a  small  introduction  of  com  from  the 
Continent  more  limited  in  amount  in  propor- 
tion to  the  present  popuUtion,  will  produce 
those  disastrous  effects  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  my  right  are  so  fond  of  predicting? 
Ano'ther  circumstance  with  respect  to  the 
agriculture  of  the  two  countries  strikes  me 
as  of  importance.  I  think  no  man  present, 
whatever  his  attachment  to  the  sister 
country  may  be,  will  deny  that  the  agri- 
culture of  that  country,  as  compared  with 
the  agriculture  of  this,  is  deficient  in  the 
extreme.  Yet,  to  which  country  has  com- 
petition been  most  stringently  applied? 
England  has  received  com  from  Ireland — 
a  country  where  the  soil  is  fertile,  wages 
low,  and  taxation  trifling.  Ireland  has 
imported  no  com,  because  her  ports  have 
been  sealed  against  importation ;  and  the 
consequence  is,  that  from  the  want  of  com- 
petition, agriculture  in  Ireland  has  remained 
in  much  the  same  state  that  it  was  in  when 
permission  was  obtained  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  its  com  into  the  English  market; 
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wliUe  competition,  thus  denied  to  Ireland, 
has  been  beneficial  to  England.  My  hon. 
Friend  dreads  the  competition  of  any  fo- 
reign country  with  Ireland.  I  think  that 
what  I  have  said  will  satisfy  him,  that,  by  the 
application  of  the  same  principles  to  the 
sister  country  the  same  effects  might  be 
expected;  and  that,  so  far  from  reducing 
the  value  of  land  and  the  amount  of  em- 
ployment for  the  poor,  a  stimulus  will  be 
created  there  by  the  increased  demand 
which  an  extended  intercourse  with  foreign 
countries  will  necessarily  give.  It  will 
produce  there,  as  in  England,  greater  em- 
ployment in  agriculture,  and  the  establish- 
ment of  manufactories  to  meet  the  wants 
of  the  people.  It  has  been  said,  and  said 
truly,  by  my  hon.  Friend,  that  the  home 
market  is  the  most  valuable  market.  But 
the  very  object  and  effect  of  the  proposed 
change  is  to  enhance  prices  in  that  market ; 
and,  so  far  from  the  agriculturist  being  in- 
fluenced by  jealousy,  he  is  in  my  view  of  the 
question  of  all  men  the  individual  who  should 
most  rejoice  in  that  extension  of  commer- 
cial intercourse  which,  adding  to  the  wealth 
of  the  general  body  of  the  commimity,  gives 
him  the  richest  customer  for  the  produce  he 
has  to  sell.  I  will  refer  to  one  other  topic 
which  has  formed  a  larger  proportion  of 
this  debate  than  any  other ;  I  mean  those 
different  arguments  with  respect  to  the  in- 
consistency of  public  men.  They  have 
formed  the  main  staple  of  the  arguments 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  and  whenever  the 
word  has  been  used,  it  has  never  failed 
to  elicit  their  cheers.  I  am  as  strong  an 
advocate  for  consistency  as  any  man.  But, 
Sir,  shall  I  be  told  that  consistency  con- 
sists in  adhering  to  a  particular  line  upon 
a  subject  which  is  subject  to  variation 
with  the  altered  state  of  society  from 
time  to  time?  Am  I  to  be  told  that  if 
I  in  one  particular  year  adopt  a  measure 
and  give  my  assent  to  it,  because  at  the 
time  I  believe  it  to  be  a  proper  one,  I 
then  am  not  at  any  subsequent  period, 
whatever  alteration  may  take  place  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  country,  in  the  wants 
of  the  population,  in  the  deficiency  of  their 
means  of  being  fed,  at  liberty  to  depart 
from  the  line  which  I  have  already  sup- 
ported ?  I  say  that,  in  maintaining  such 
opinions,  you  place  consistency  on  a  ground 
which  is  not  tenable,  and,  so  far  from 
supporting  the  consistency  of  public  men, 
you  do  more,  by  placing  it  on  a  wrong 
basis,  to  damage  it  than  otherwise.  Who  is 
there  among  hon.  Gentlemen  who  has  been, 
in  their  sensci  consistent  upon  the  Com 


Law  ?  I  know  of  no  public  man  for  many 
years  past,  not  excepting  Mr.  Huskisson, 
Lord  Brougham,  and  Lord  Liverpool,  who 
has  not  entertained  different  opinions  at 
different  times.  And  now  let  me  ask,  are 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  my  right  themselves 
agreed  upon  the  question  ?  Are  they  pre- 
pared to  maintain  the  principle  that  con- 
stancy and  adherence  to  a  particular  line 
are  to  be  the  rule  by  which  the  virtue  of 
public  men  is  to  be  tested  ?  Why,  even  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  says, 
*'  I  never  imagined  that  these  laws  would 
be  permanent.  *  He  admits  that  the  time 
may  come  when  they  may  be  changed.  I 
would  ask  my  hon.  Friend,  when  is  the 
time  at  which  he  thinks  it  will  not  be  in- 
consistent to  change?  When  are  these 
Com  Laws  to  be  altered  or  abrogated,  as 
he  thinks  they  must  be  ?  When  a  Gentle- 
man tells  me  that  he  does  not  imagine 
certain  duties  are  to  be  permanent,  it  is 
clear  that  he  does  contemplate  a  change 
at  some  time  or  other.  I  ask  him,  then, 
to  show  me  the  period  when  he  will  be 
prepared  to  advocate  the  repeal  of  the  duty 
on  com  ?  Will  he  tell  me  the  time  when 
that  repeal  can  be  effected  with  less  injury 
to  society  at  large,  or  with  greater  advan- 
tage to  the  general  body  of  the  commu- 
nity ?  Or  will  he  show  the  time  when  re- 
sistance to  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Law  can 
be  less  effectively  maintained,  or  lead  to 
less  dangerous  consequences  ?  The  ques- 
tion at  issue  between  us  is  merely  a  question 
of  time.  I  think  the  present  the  most  im- 
portant period  for  us  to  lay  hold  of  for  the 
purpose.  We  have  reached  a  period  when 
there  is  great  distress  from  the  failure  of  a 
particular  crop;  we  are  arrived  at  a  moment 
when  not  only  do  we  contemplate  the  effects 
of  the  failure  of  the  present  potato  crop, 
but  we  look  forward  to  the  consequences 
of  a  failm-e  in  future  years,  probably  lead- 
ing to  the  substitution  of  a  diet  of  com  in- 
stead of  potatoes.  For  although  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Staffordshire  baa 
very  kindly  advertised  the  potatoes  grown 
by  Mr.  Chapman  in  his  garden  at  Isle- 
worth,  from  diseased  Irish  potatoes,  I 
must  say  that  more  extensive  experiments 
have  been  made  by  gardeners,  scientific 
men,  and  others,  and  the  results  have  been 
anything  but  satisfactory.  I  have  seen. 
Sir,  accounts  from  America,  where  this  dis- 
ease has  prevailed  for  three  consecutive 
years.  It  was  observed  in  the  first  instance 
in  a  slight  degree.  In  the  second  year 
it  came  with  aggravated  force.  In  this 
year  in  which  we  are  now  speaking  the 
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destraotion  of  the  crop  in  North  America 
is  equal  to  that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland. 
What  has  happened  in  other  countries 
maj  also  happen  in  this  ;  and  in  the  pros- 
pect of  the  continuance  of  this  disease,  is  it 
not  prudent  and  wise  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  for  providing  increased  pro- 
vision for  the  wants  of  the  people  ?  It 
is  not  only  that  the  disease  prevails-  in 
England  and  in  Ireland,  hut  there  is  the 
apprehension  of  a  subsequent  prevalence 
of  the  disease  in  other  countries ;  and  if 
it  should  continue,  there  will  be  a  demand 
for  com  in  those  countries  beyond  that 
of  the  present  moment,  and  during  the 
same  period  that  we  shall  have  an  increased 
demand  also ;  and  the  probability  will  ra- 
ther be  that  we  shall  not  get  that  supply 
which  we  shall  necessarily  require  under 
any  cireumstonces,  than  that  we  shall  have 
the  inundation  of  com  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  fear.  Has  the  House  ever  con- 
sidered the  situation  in  which  this  country 
stands  at  this  moment  in  regard  to  the 
extent  to  which  its  population  is  growing 
every  day?  Have  they  calculated  that  the 
addition  to  the  population  made  every  year 
requires  no  less  than  from  100,000  to 
120,000  additional  acres  of  wheat  to  be 
grown  every  year,  to  meet  their  wants? 
If  we  cannot  add  this  extent  of  land  (in 
size  equal  to  a  county)  every  year,  must  we 
not  look  abroad  for  ud;  and  do  not  circum- 
stances loudly  caU  upon  us  to  make  pro- 
vision in  time  for  the  wants  that  are  com- 
ing  upon  us  ?  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen,  wiU 
they  wait  until  the  time  of  distress,  famine, 
and  mortality  arrives,  before  they  make  a 
settlement  of  this  question?  and  will  they 
then  be  able  to  settle  it  satisfactorily  to 
tiieir  own  minds,  or  in  such  a  way  as  to 
produce  a  good  effect  upon  the  minds  of 
those  who  require  the  change,  in  order  to 
be  supphed  with  food  ?  For  myself,  I 
must  say  that  this  is  the  time  at  which 
the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  ought  to  be 
efieeted,  and  the  question  settled ;  by 
doing  it  now  we  shall  effectually  provide 
for  the  happiness  of  the  people,  and  excite 
a  spirit  of  emulation  and  enterprise  which 
must  result  in  general  good.  It  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  go  into  all  the  objec- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  oppose 
this  measure.  I  am  surprised  that  so  many 
of  my  hon.  Friends  should  express  them- 
sdves  in  terms  of  such  strong  disapproba- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  her  Majesty  s  Go- 
Temment.  I  regret  that  some  of  those 
for  whom  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
should  have  expressed  themselves  hostile, 
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not  merely  to  the  measure,  but  to  the  indi- 
viduals by  whom  it  is  propounded.     I  do 
not  presume  or  intend  to  retort  upon  any 
hon.  Gentleman  the  expressions  used  and 
applied  to  us.     But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
in  a  speech  which,  he  will  permit  me  to 
state,  contains  far  more  of  eloquent  decla- 
mation and  attack  upon  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  than  of  argument  upon  the  sub- 
ject, stated  that  it  was  the  duty  of  an  in- 
dependent Member  of  the  House  to  main- 
tain what  he  believed  to  be  a  right  opinion, 
independent  of  the  men  by  whom  any  mea- 
sure may  be  brought  forward.     I  allow,  in 
the  fullest  terms,  the  propriety  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  retaining  to  himself  that 
right.     I  only  ask  him  to  allow  the  Minis- 
ters of  the   Crown  the  same  latitude  of 
acting  upon  the  principles  they  believe  to 
be  right,  independently  of  those  by  whom 
their  measures  may  be  opposed.     I  ask  him 
if  he  himself  thidks  that  he  is  not  liable 
to  censure   while  acting  upon  principles 
which  he  believes  to  be  right,  that  he  will 
at  least  allow  others  to  pursue  the  same 
course  without  bestowing  upon  them  those 
opprobrious  epithets    he  has  applied    to 
them  ?     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us 
that  we  were  unstable  in  mind.     He  says 
that  we  are  infirm  of  purpose,  and  calls  us 
political    tergiversators.      My  right   hon. 
Friend  told  us  that  we  were  **  Cabinet  jug- 
glers," and  made  use  of  an  observation 
which  was  not  very  kind,   courteous,   or 
just,  and  one  which  I  regret  the  more,  as 
it  affects  the  character  and  reputation  of 
my  right  hon.  Friends,  rather  than  that  it 
is  applicable  to  any  part  I  have  had  in  the 
Uie  proceedings  of  the  Government.     The 
House  has  had  laid  before  them  distinctly 
the  whole  of  the  transactions  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  resignation  of  office  and 
their  return  to  it;  and  I  believe,  with  the 
exception  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  there  is 
not  a  man  in  the  House  who  would  believe 
there  was  any  but  the  utmost  openness  and 
sincerity  in  those  transactions.     There  was 
no  deception — none  of  that  political  jug- 
glery which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  im- 
putes to  us.     My  only  regret  is,  that  the 
public  at  large,  viewing  the  hasty,  incon- 
siderate manner  in  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  given  judgment  on  this  occa- 
sion, may  be  misled  into  the  belief  that  he 
wants  that  candour  and  calm  consideration 
of  evidence  which  I  believe  he  is  accus- 
tomed to  display  elsewhere,  and  which,  cer- 
tainly, is  most  becoming  in  one  filling  his 
high  judicial  office.     I  may  be  called  a 
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coward  or  a  political  tergiveraator.  I  ad- 
mit that  I  was  afraid  to  maintain  party  con- 
nexions in  opposition  to  the  puhlio  interest. 
I  was  afraid  to  risk  the  subsistence  of  a  na- 
tion in  deference  to  the  opinions  of  a  party. 
If  that  was  cowardice,  I  am  guil^  <n  that 
cowardice,  and  I  am  not  ashamea  to  arow 
it.  I  may  be  called  a  political  tergiver- 
sator.  But  if  I  have  turned  my  back 
upon  my  political  friends,  it  has  been  only 
to  protect  them  from  the  consequences  of 
their  want  of  foresight.  Seeing  that  there 
was  famine  in  Ireland  ahead,  and  fearing 
the  effect  of  the  reaction  upon  the  interests 
of  this  country,  I  was  not  ashamed  to  turn 
a  bold  front  to  the  threatening  dangers, 
though  in  doing  so  I  may  hare  turned  my 
back  on  some  of  those  with  whom  I  was  he- 
fare  associated.  I  tell  my  hon.  Friends, 
that  though  I  painfully  feel  the  loss  of 
their  good  opinion  upon  matters  connected 
with  politics,  I  shall  ever  remember  with 
satisfaction  the  periods  when  we  were 
formerly  connected ;  and  I  trust  that  when 
their  judgment  shall  have  had  time  to  cool 
— ^when  ihej  shall  see  the  dangers  with 
which  this  country  is  threatened,  not  merely 
in  prospect,  but  in  real  operation — ^when 
they  shall  be  aware  of  the  necessity  that 
extsted  of  making  provision  for  those  dan- 
gers by  the  alteration  of  the  laws  affecting 
the  supply  of  food — I  know  enough  of  them 
to  beHeve  that,  however  inconsistent  it  may 
appear  to  them  now  to  change  their  opinions 
upon  a  public  measure,  there  is  not  one  of 
them  who  wiU  not  then  admit  that  he  was 
wrong  in  condemning  this  measure,  which 
has  been  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  the  full  belief  that  it  is  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  best  interests  of  the 
oounUy. 

Mr.  FERRAND  :  I  believe,  Sir,  I  am 
now  perfectly  in  order  in  alluding  to  those 
petitions  which  wtgre  presented  a  few  nights 
ago  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  (Lord  Morpeth). 
Hon.  Gentlemen  will  remember,  that,  in 
the  year  1843,  I  produced  evidence  before 
this  House  that  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
/had  purchased  signatures  in  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  at  one  shilling  a  hun- 
dred. I  was  well  aware  when  the  noble 
Lord  presented  those  petitions,  that,  though 
he  might  believe  that  the  signatures  to 
them  were  genuine,  and  the  unbiassed  acts 
of  the  parties  who  had  attached  their 
names,  such  was  not  the  fact;  and  I  am 
here  prepared  to  prove  before  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  if  my  statement  is  denied, 
that  the  working  people  are  compelled  by 


the  master  manu&ctoien  who  sappofi  Hnb 
Anti-Oom-Law  League  to  attach  their  sig- 
natures to  these  petitions,  however  strongly 
they  may  be  opposed  to  them  in  princi^e. 
If  those  men  dare  refuse  to  attach  uuar 
signatures  to  such  petitions,  they  know 
perfectly  well  that  they  sacrifice  their  duly 
bread.  I  am  indebted  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume)  for  having, 
several  years  ago,  exposed  in  this  House 
the  odious  intimidation  and  oppression 
which  was  practised  upon  the  working 
men  in  the  manufacturing  districts  if  they 
dared  to  disobey  their  masters.  He  said 
in  this  House,  that  **  it  was  a  regulation 
entered  into  by  the  masters  of  Scotlaad 
that  no  person  who  quitted  one  heUay 
should  be  employed  in  another ;  and  that 
object  was  effected  by  the  masters  sending 
round  to  each  other  lists  of  the  men  who 
from  any  cause  whatever  had  quitted  their 
employment,  so  that  no  man  who  happened 
to  differ  with  his  master  could  succeed  in 
obtaining  employment  elsewhere."  Is  not 
this  "an  odious  combination f "  That 
combination  has  been  introduced  into  the 
manufacturing  districts  of  Yorkshire  and 
Lancashire  ;  and  I  again  repeat,  that  no 
working  man  who  is  employea  by  an  Anti- 
Com-Law  League  manufacturer  dare  re- 
fuse to  attach  his  signature  to  any  petition 
that  may  be  presented  to  him.  But  I 
have  seen  several  petitions  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws  presented  to  this  House 
by  hon.  Gei^tiemen  opposite  ;  and  among 
others  one  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  London.  I  will  ask  those 
hon.  Gentiemen,  as  well  as  the  noble  Lord, 
whether  they  conscientiously  believe  that 
the  signatures  to  those  petitions  are  ge- 
nuine f  I  have  never  heard  those  petitions 
alluded  to  during  this  debate.  If  the  hon. 
Gentiemen  who  presented  them  had  be- 
lieved the  signatures  to  them  were  genuine, 
tiiey  would  surely  have  pointed  to  them  aa 
an  evidence  of  public  opinion  upon  this 
question.  Now,  I  teU  the  House  that  I  am 
prepared  to  produce  evidence  at  the  bar  of 
this  House,  or  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  that  one  man  attached  14,000  sig- 
natures to  one  of  these  petitions  without 
ever  having  left  his  house  or  asked  a  single 
person  to  write  his  name.  That  is  the  way 
in  which  the  petitions  of  tiie  Anti-Com- 
Law  League  have  been  got  up,  and  then 
placed  upon  the  Table  of  this  House.  So 
much  for  your  petitions.  I  may  now  be 
allowed  to  allude  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  SheflSeld  (Mr.  Ward)  the  other 
evening.    While  Uie  hon.  Gentleman  was 
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diKTering  that  speeeh,  I  eontradioted  him 
in  rather  a  round  manner;  but  I  aBsure 
him  I  intended  nothing  in  the  alighieet  do* 
gree  offensiye.    But  aa  the  hon.  Member 
mentioned  several  eircomstancea  in  a  moat 
poiitiye»  and»  let  me  tell  him,  dictatorial 
manner,   I   ihongbt  I   had  a   right  to 
give  a  lomewhat  poaitiye  denial  to  his 
atatementa.     That  hon.  Qentlemfn  aaid 
it  was  a  ''  notorious  faet  that  some  hon. 
Members  of  this  House,  with  some  foolish- 
ness, and  muDh  good  nature,  had  sub- 
soribed  2,0001.  to  enable  the  hon.  Member 
to  fight  the  West  Riding  election."    That 
fact  may  be  notorious,  but  I  neyer  heard 
nf  it  before ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  so  obliging  as  to  inform  me  where 
I  can  find  the  money,  I  wiH  cheerfully 
idlow  him  20  per  cent.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  went  on  to  say  that  I  had  pub- 
lished a  yery  able  letter.     I  begin  to  think 
this  was  the  case,  for  I  haye  seen  no  an- 
swer to  it  from  any  member  of  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said  that  I  had  completely  succeeded 
in  what  he  belieyed  was  my  peculiar  mission 
^— in  creating  a  hostile  feeling  between 
the  masters  and  men,  the  employers  and 
the  workmen.    Now,  I  totally  deny  that 
charge.     The  hon.  Member  says  he  read 
my  speeches.     Can  he  deny  any  state- 
ments I  made  ?    If  he  cannot,  he  will  find 
that  I  merely  exposed  to  the  publio  gaae, 
and  brought  under  his  notice,  cruelties  and 
oppression  which  haye  been  for  years  prac- 
tised by  the  masters  towards  their  work- 
men, and  which  haye  produced  the  bad 
feelhig  he  charges  mo  with  exeiting.    He 
said  uiat  my  fiiends  actually  repudiated 
my  efforts.    That  assertion  I  most  strongly 
deny.     When  I  arrived  in  the  West  RidmR 
of  Yorkshire,  the  Toiy  party — I  dont 
mean  the  Conservative  party,  for,  thank 
God,  there  is  not  now  such  a  party  in  the 
country — ^told  me  that  it  was  utterly  use- 
less to  attempt  to  contest  the  election. 
They  said — "  The  Anti-Oom-Law  League 
have  been  here,  and  by  fraud  and  perjiuy 
have  swamped  the  honest  and  constitu- 
tional electors.     They  have  placed  2,000 
electors  upon  the  register,  and  we  don't 
think  we  have  any  chance."    I  advised 
them  to  fight  the  battle.    I  told  them  they 
had  truth  and  honesty  on  their  side,  and 
that  I  believed  the  honest  electors  would 
rise  up  indignantly  against  this  impudent 
attempt  of  a  factious  league  to  trample 
them  under  its  feet.     I  have*no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  if  Mr.  Edwin  Laseelles  had 

fought  Ihe  battle  m  he  ought  to  have  don^. 


and  as  I  say  he  was  bound  to  do,  if  he  in- 
tends to  head  the  party  in  that  division  of 
the  county ;  or  if  Mr.  Lane  Fox  had  not 
been  compelled,  under  the  advice  of  hia 
physician,  to  relinquish  the  contest,  which 
ne  could  only  have  undertaken  at  the  risk 
of  his  life,  Lord  Morpeth  would  not  now 
occupy  a  seat  in  this  House.  [**Hear, 
bear."]  You  may  say  **Hear,  hear;" 
but  what  said  your  party  in  Yorkshire  at 
the  time  ?  The  instant  they  found  I  was 
going  to  make  a  fair  stand-up  fight,  they 
said,  "Not  a  moment  is  to  be  lost ;  if  we 
don't  strain  every  nerve  we  are  sure  to  be 
beaten."  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  in  another  part  of  his  speech,  that  the 
working  men  repudiated  my  doctrines. 
Now,  if  that  was  the  case,  how  is  it  that  I 
was  80  successful  in  exciting  a  bad  feeling 
between  the  employer  and  employed?  I 
think  this  is  a  contradiction  ;  but  to  show 
that  these  working  men  did  not  repudiate 
my  doctrines  (and  I  am  sony  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding  is 
not  in  his  place),  I  may  tell  the  House  what 
happened  on  the  day  of  election.  A  friend 
of  tne  noble  Lord's  who  stood  near  him 
on  the  hustings,  proposed  thrice  during  the 

troceedings  to  the  8,000  working  men  who 
ad  been  sent  down  by  the  League  manu- 
facturers to  hold  up  their  hands  for  the  no- 
ble Lord,  that  they  should  give  three  groans 
for  Ferrand.   Twice  they  refused :  not  one 
man  would  respond  to  the  call ;  and  surely, 
if  the  working  men  had  repudiated  my  doc- 
trines, they  would  have  responded  to  the 
request  of  their  employers,  and  have  given 
three  groans  for  Ferrand.    But  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  aware  that  when  I 
was  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  I 
ohallenged  any  member  of  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League  who  was  a  Member  of  this 
House,  to  meet  me  in  public  and  discuss 
the  question  of  free  trade  before  the  work- 
ing m^n.     I  challenged  them  at  Leeds,  at 
Bradford,  and  at  Huddersfield ;  but  they 
refused  to  accept  my  challenge.     Here,  in 
this  House,  I  repeat  that  challenge ;  and  I 
dare  you  to  accept  it  and  appear  before 
the  manufacturing  operatives  of  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.    If  you  wish  it  I  wiU 
read  to  you  the  challenge  I  published  in 
the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire — a  challenge 
that  was  refused  there,  and  is  refused  here 
again  to-night.     How  can  you  say,  then, 
thiAt  the  working  men  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land are,  to  a  man,  in'favour  of  free  trade  ? 
I  wiU  prove  to  you  to-night  before  I  con- 
clude whether  they  are  or  not.     With  the 
permission  of  (he  House,  I  will  now  allude 
D2 
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to  what,  without  intending  anything  offen- 
sive, I  must  call  the  disgraceful  position  in 
whiph  hon.  Memhers  on  this  side  appear 
heforc  the  country.  I  remember  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of  London 
rising  in  his  pUce  and  asking  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  after  he  had  been 
placed  in  power  backed  by  a  majority  of 
ninety-one  in  this  House,  how  he  intended 
to  conduct  the  affairs  of  this  great  country. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  replied,  "I  am 
asked  by  the  noble  Lord  how  I  intend  to 
conduct  the  affairs  of  this  nation.*'  Then 
turning  round  to  the  men  who  had  placed 
him  in  power,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
"  I  will  walk  in  the  direct  path,  and  in  the 
light  of  the  British  Constitution."  I  be- 
lieve it  is  in  unison  with  the  spirit  of  the 
British  Constitution  that  when  a  dissolution 
of  Parliament  occurs,  and  a  general  election 
takes  place,  the  candidates  for  the  suffrages 
of  the  electors  should  appear  before  them, 
and  honestly  and  openly  explain,  without 
reserve,  their  political  principles.  Not  only 
are  they  compelled  to  do  this,  but  they  have 
to  undergo  a  most  searching  examination  ; 
and  the  electors  do  not  decide  for  whom 
they  wiU  vote,  or  in  whom  they  will  place 
confidence,  till  they  have  duly  weighed  the 
political  principles  of  the  candidates  who 
may  appear  before  them.  When  the  last 
Parliament  was  dissolved,  I  believe  Her 
Most  Gracious  Majesty  declared  in  Her 
Speech,  that  She  was  anxious  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  nation  upon  those  great  ques- 
tions which  then  agitated  the  public  mind. 
When  I  stood  upon  the  hustings  at  Leeds 
by  the  side  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  (Lord  Morpeth),  by 
the  side  of  my  hon.  Friend  also  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  (Mr.  E.  Denison),  and 
by  the  side  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Leeds  (Mr.  W.  Beckett),  I  heard 
this  language  uttered  by  the  noble  Lord. 
On  the  25th  of  June,  1841,  the  noble  Lord 
said — 

**  The  cause  which  I  conceive  is  at  the  bottom 
of  the  great  struggle  which  I  am  about  to  com- 
mence is  a  war  against  monopolists,  and  it  is  not 
before  such  an  assembly  as  this,  or  in  the  Cloth 
Hall  at  Leeds,  that  I  can  despair  of  triumph." 

Now,  that  I  call  a  fair  and  manly  way  of 
laying  down  the  principles  of  free  trade. 
Mr.  S.  Wortley  (the  present  Lord  Wham- 
cliffc),  to  show  his  purpose  of  standing  by 
the  Com  Laws,  quoted  the  remark  of  Lord 
Melbourne  in  the  House  of  Lords — 

"  When  I  hear  my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Fitx- 
william)  speak  of  leaving  the  agriculture  of  this 
country  wholly  without  protection,  I  declare  before 


Qod  I  think  it  the  wildMt  and  maddest  seheine 
that  ever  entered  into  the  mind  of  man." 

But,  what  had  Mr.  B.  Denison  said— the 
Qentleman  who  was  going  to  vote  against 
the  Government,  and  to  tell  the  House  that 
he  had  been  deceived  into  seconding  the 
Address  ?  Sir,  I  think  that  noble  Lords 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  once  were 
charged  with  thimblerig ;  but,  surely  they 
may  retort  in  these  days  of  general  apos- 
tacy.  Well,  Mr.  B.  Denison  said,  **  I  think 
they  are  attempting  to  gull  the  people  by 
what  I  call  the  humbug  of  free  trade. 
Then,  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  W. 
Beckett)  had  said — 

"  Some  people  tell  you  to  stick  fiist  to  English 
agriculture,  and  then  go  to  foreign  agrieulture.  I 
say,  stick  fiut  to  Ei^lish  agriculture;"  and  he 
went  on  to  ask,  "  What  does  the  English  Undlord 
get  from  agriculture?  On  the  ayerage,  wheat 
land  does  not  pay  him  more  than  24s.  an  acre, 
when  he  oan  get  it.  That  is  about  3  per  oent.  for 
his  money.  Now,  is  there  a  manufooturer  who 
ever  received  so  low  a  rate  of  interest  on  his 
capital  as  3  per  cent  ?  Look  to  the  tenant :  he 
gets  not  more  than  5  per  cent  for  his  money ;  and 
as  for  the  labourer,  he  gets  no  more  than  12s.  per 
week." 

Now,  Sir,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  present 
in  this  House,  I  will  say,  I  don't  mean  to 
ask  him  how  he  means  to  vote,  because  I 
know  how  he  ought  to  vote.  If  he  is  an 
Englishman,  he  will  stick  to  English  agri- 
culture; if  he  is  an  honourable  man,  he  will 
stick  to  his  hustings'  pledges ;  if  he  is  an 
honest  man,  and  has  changed  his  principles 
and  opinions  upon  this  subject,  let  him  re- 
sign his  seat.  Let  him  remember  that  he 
stood  at  the  hustings  at  Leeds  under  a 
banner  having  inscribed  on  it,  "A  Beckett 
never  failed  us  yet.*'  He  has  gained  a 
name  in  that  borough  as  "  honest  William 
Beckett;"  but  if  he  changes  on  this  occa- 
sion he  will  be  ever  after  known,  politicallT 
speaking,  as  ''dishonest  William  Beckett. 
Sir,  I  now  turn  to  the  benches  immediately 
behind  the  Treasury  bench ;  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  several  Members  have  already 
begun  to  tremble,  and  say,  '*  Is  it  I  he  is 
going  to  attack  ?  But  it  is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Winchester  (Mr.  B.  Escott)  to  whom 
I  am  about  to  allude.  Let  me  ask  him  how 
he  obtained  his  seat?  Has  he  forgotten 
the  visit  he  paid  to  the  Buckinghamshire 
farmers  previous  to  the  last  election  ?  Has 
he  forgotten  drinking  their  wine,  patting 
them  on  the  back,  and  giving  one  cheer 
more  for  agriculture;  and  then  marching 
into  Winchester  with  the  other  hon.  Mem- 
ber, like  himself,  a  supporter  of  protection? 
Sir,  I  like  honesty  in  public  men ;  and  if  I 
had  been  guilty  of  such  conduct  as  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Winehester,  I  should  scorn  to 
tread  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  Sir, 
he  came  here  reeking  from  the  hustings, 
pledged  to  stand  by  agriculture  to  the  last 
moment  of  his  existence  ;  and  what  is  his 
covse  now?  On  the 22nd  February,  1842, 
he  made  a  splendid  speech  in  this  House. 
Sir,  he  stoof^ere  then  [pointing  to  the 
agrieultoral  benches],  among  the  friends  of 
agriculture,  and  not  behind  the  Treasury 
bench ;  and  the  next  day  he  went  to  Mr. 
Olhrier,  of  Fall  Mall,  and  got  him  to  pub- 
lish his  speeeh  corrected  from  the  short- 
hand writer's  notes.  Sir,  he  was  so  kind 
and  obliging  as  to  present  me  with  a  copy ; 
and  I  now,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  will  for  the  first  time  make  use  of 
it.  He  says,  speaking  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton — 

**  Before  my  hoD.  Friend  the  Memjber  for  Wol- 
TcrhampUm  (Mr.  YilUers)  called  on  us,  the  repre- 
•entatlTee  of  the  people,  to  repeal  and  totally  ab- 
jure the  principle  of  Uie  law  for  regulating  the 
importation  of  com,  it  was  necessary,  in  my  ap- 
prehension, for  him  to  proye  two  propositions  to 
tlie  satiabction  of  this  House.  It  was  necessary 
fcr  him  to  proTO^  first,  that  the  distress  of  certain 
portions  of  the  people  is  caused  by  the  principle 
of  the  Uw  for  regulating  the  importation  of  fo- 
reign com.  Secondly,  that  the  repeal  of  all  laws 
founded  on  that  principle,  would  not  cause  greater 
erila  to  other  portions  of  the  community  than 
those  which  he  assumes  it  would  remove.  Sir, 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  supporters  not  only  do 
not  prore  these  propositions,  they  never  attempt 
to  argue  them ;  and  yet,  until  these  propositions 
are  not  only  argued,  but  proved,  that  man  must 
be,  as  was  well  said  in  another  place,  a  madman, 
or  something  worse,  who  would  attack  the  princi* 
pie  of  a  law  which  has  not  only  answered  its  pur- 
pose better  than  any  other  principle  which  has 
ever  been  tried,  but  under  whioh  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  lands  have  been  taught  by  this  House 
and  the  Legislature  to  believe  themselves  safe  and 
secure.  Six  Parliaments  have  maintained  this 
principle.  Talk  of  public  frith  indeed;  here  is 
the  fiihh  of  Parliament  pledged  to  the  landed  pro- 
perty of  England,  pledged  not  indeed  to  particular 
enactments,  and  clerical  details  of  scales  and 
figures — ^who  could  imagine  such  a  folly? — but 
pledged  to  the  principle  of  protection — protection 
without  prohibition;  but  still  protection  to  the 
home  grower.  And  under  this  solemn  sanction 
and  security,  and  relying  on  this  &ith  of  Parlia- 
ment, have  they  purchased,  taken  leases,  made 
devises  and  settlements,  laid  put  vast  sums  in  im- 
provements and  expensive  systems ;  married,  made 
frians  in  life,  educated  and  prorided  for  children 
in  business,  and  whom  they  fondly  thought  were 
safe  under  the  shelter  of  that  protection  beneath 
whioh  their  fathers  rested.  Is  the  hon.  (xentle- 
man  prepared  for  a  system  of  treachery  and  con- 
fiscation? I  know  he  is  not;  but  I  know  also 
that  his  Motion,  if  carried,  would  be  equivalent 
to  such  a  system." 

The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
made  a  proposition  for  a  6#.  duty.  The 
htm.  Member  for  Winchester,  said,  **  The 


people  of  England  knew  the  treachery  of 
such  conduct,  and  spumed  it  as  an  insult 
on  their  understanding."  Where  is  the 
treachery  now?  Where  is  the  insult  to 
the  electors  now  ?  Especially  to  the  elec- 
tors of  Winchester,  who,  having  called 
upon  him  to  give  up  his  seat,  he  refused 
to  do  so.  Then  he  referred  to  the  soil,  and 
said — 

"  The  soil  they  cannot  annihilate,  nor  destroy 
its  perennial  bounty.  In  spite  of  their  foolish 
projects  it  will  still  continue  to  feed  their  wrongs 
and  nourish  their  ingratitude — ^while  its  possessors 
and  its  cultivators  are  still  the  best  customers  for 
their  trade  and  manufactures,  and  maintain  the 
wealth  and  credit  of  the  country  against  the  subtle 
lucubrations  of  economists,  or  tiie  rashness  of  dis- 
appointed politicians." 

Sir,  I  want  to  know  who  are  the  disap- 
pointed politicians  now  ?     He  goes  on : — 

"  Would  a  littie  party  of  them  now  ask  leave  to 
overset  the  corner-stone  of  that  commercial  policy 
by  which  they  have  grown  so  great  ?  Whence  is 
this  strange  insanity  ?  Has  too  much  prosperity 
made  them  mad  ?  This  question  affects  the  very 
principles  of  the  Constitution,  and  the  honour  no 
less  than  the  constitution  of  this  House." 

I  tell  him  this  question  affects  his  honour. 
I  tell  him  that  he  is  bound  in  honour  to  go 
down  to  Winchester  and  resign  his  seat. 
He  says  in  his  preroration — 

'*  Sir,  I  know  not  what  the  noble  Lord  will  do 
next ;  but  having  no  proof  of  national  benefits  to 
be  derived  from  his  changes,  or  those  of  his  more 
rational  associates;  and  seeing  all  around  me 
much  of  the  distress  and  mischief,  the  effect  of 
ill-considered  change,  I  am  resolved,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  country  and  the  preservation  of  its  liber- 
ties, to  stand  by  the  landed  interest ;  which  is  only 
another  name  for  the  English  interest,  and  to 
oppose  by  the  best  means  in  my  power — and  now 
by  voting  for  the  measure  of  Her  Majestys  Min- 
isters (not  the  present  measure) — the  schemes  of 
those,  who  for  years  past  have  shown  by  nothing 
so  much  as  their  rashness  in  new  legislation,  their 
hostility  to  English  liberty  and  their  incapacity  to 
govern  their  country." 

That,  Sir,  is  the  speech  delivered  by  the 

hon.  Member  for  Winchester,   who   now 

sits  behind  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

as  one  of  his  supporters.     There  is  an  old 

saying  in  our  part  of  England,  and  I  think 

it  is  a  very  true  one,  "  Birds  of  a  feather 

flock  together.'*     I  don't  know  whether 

the  hon.    Member   for    Cirencester    (Mr. 

Gripps)  is  in  his  place.     He  is,  I  believe, 

the  last  Lord  of  the  Treasury  who  was 

elected.     It  is  high  time,   I  think,   that 

there  were  other  two  Members.     On  the 

14th  of  August,  1845,  be  went  down  to 

his  constituents,  and  said — 

"  Had  I  thought  that  I  was  rendering  myself 
liable  to  the  charge  of  supporting  a  nuin  who 
could  be  called,  with  any  show  of  justice,  a  traitor 
to  his  party,  I  would  have  relinquished  the  highly 
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'  prized  honour  of  being  jrour  repreMntoiiTe,  and 
sheltered  myself,  as  I  oonld  hsTe  done  without 
dishonour  or  loss  of  cfaarseter,  under  that  olbr  of 
permanent  and  lucratiye  employment  referred  to 
by  Mr.  Mullings,  but  which  I  had  no  wiah  should 
be  made  public  here." 

I  heard  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  stand 
up  in  this  House  kst  night,  and  expound 
the  great  brass  case  with  great  ahility, 
as  counsel  fbr  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Burj,  but  certidnly  without  convincing 
the  House  of  the  truth  of  his  argoment. 
But  when  I  knew  that  the  right  hon.  B»- 
ronet,  when  he  was  attacking  us  for  ojmo- 
sinf  Her  Miyestj^s  Government,  had  either 
in  his  red  box  or  in  his  pocket  an  address 
from  his  constituents,  demanding  the  re- 
signation of  his  seat  for  havinff  broken  his 
pledges,  I  did  look  him  in  the  ikce  and 
thought — but  I  won*t  say  what  I  thought 
of  him,  though  I  know  what  his  eonstituenta 
think  of  him.  I  will  now  allude  to  th6 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fb!r 
Wiltshire,  the  Secretary  at  War  (Mr.  Sidney 
Herbert).  I  think  his  personal  honour  is 
at  stake  at  the  present  tmie.  On  the  15th 
of  February,  lo45,  exactly  one  year  from 
this  time,  when  accepting  the  office  he  now 
occupies,  he  went  down  to  his  constituents, 
asking  them  again  for  their  eonftdence; 
and  he  said — 

"  It  is  now  tw^Te  years  since  I  first  appealed 
before  you  as  a  candidate.  I  was  then  a  youi^ 
man,  just  entering  into  public  life,  aad  I  then 
asked  for  your  sumngee  upon  trust  and  ot^dit, 
undertaking  to  use  such  abilities  as  I  possessed  in 
your  service,  and  for  the  adTancemeat  of  the  puh> 
lie  interest.  During  that  time  in  my  Parliamentaiy 
oourse  I  may  have  made  many  mistakes ;  but, 
gentlemen,  we  are  all  follible,  and  in  the  various 
questions  which  came  before  Parliament  many 
difBottlties  have  arisen  in  the  progress  of  various 
measures  upon  whi^  I  may  have  been  in  enor ; 
but,  I  believe  that  the  course  I  have  taken  gene- 
rally  has  been  to  conciliate  your  support,  because 
I  believe  my  views  have  generally  coincided  with 
those  of  my  eonstituenta.'^ 

He  then  went  on  to  address  his  constituents 
upon  the  Com  Laws,  and  he  said  that  he 
thought  that  protection  was  necessary  for 
agriculture — 

**  He  did  not  think  that  that  protection  was  one 
bit  larger  than  it  ought  to  be,  looking  to  the  bur* 
dens  of  agriculture  ;*'  and  he  finish^  by  taying, 
that  **  he  hoped  and  believed  that  there  was 
among  the  people  of  this  country,  as  there  cer- 
tainly was  by  Her  Maiesty*s  Ministers,  a  determi- 
nation to  uphold  that  law.** 

I  am  glad  to  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment in  his  place.  He,  too,  went  before 
his  constituents  when  he  accepted  office; 
and  how  stands  he  pledged  to  tbe  <etector8 


of  Dorchester?  I  tell  him,  too,  that  hit 
personal  honour  is  at  stake.  He  may  dis* 
pose  of  his  changes  of  opinion  by  one  fling 
of  his  arm  $  but  he  will  not  ftispose  of  hii 
constituents  in  that  manner.  He  is  bound 
to  redeem  his  pledges  on  the  hustiiiMi  and 
if  his  politieal  opinions  have  diaoced»  I  tell 
him  thai  he  is  bound  as  a  man  of  honour  to 
resign  his  place  into  their  hands  onee  more* 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  be  freely  uid 
honourably  represented.  I  hav«  read  the 
speech  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ddi« 
vered  to  his  constituents  on  thai  ooeasion, 
and  was  delighted  with  its  talent  and  abflity  t 
and  I  think  the  best  thing  the  proleotionista 
could  do  would  be  to  print  it  in  a  cheap 
fbrm  and  eirculate  it  through  the  country, 
a*  the  Firvt  Lord  of  the  Treasury  u«ed  to 
do  with  his  speeches  when  in  opposition  to 
the  Whigt.  1  was  then  one  of  the  rank 
and  file  of  tho  Conservative  puiy  (  and  I 
used  to  recoive  large  packages  of  Sir  R. 
Peel^s  speeches  on  the  Com  Laws,  which 
were  mii  at  one  penny  each.  Who  sent 
them  to  me  I  never  found  out ;  but  I  sus- 
pect that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  heard 
that  I  was  a  wurm  and  earnest  supporter 
of  his  principles,  and,  therefore,  favoured 
me  with  packages  of  his  speeches,  carriage 
ptftid,  which  I  circulated  among  the  peo]^e 
in  my  neighbourhood;  and  I  rejoice  to  say 
that  they  made  many  proselytes,  and  were 
the  ehidr  cause  of  tlw  return  of  Mr.  Stuart 
Wortley  as  a  protectioniat.  But  to  return 
to  the  light  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department:  he  said — 

**  A  IHend  of  mine  said,  <  And  what  about  the 
Com  Laws?'  I  said,  I  would  not  avoid  that  sub- 
teet;  nor  will  L  I  oonoeive  the  true  prinoiple  to 
bOk  that  a  preteotlve  dutj  should  be  substituted  for 
absolute  prohibitioa ;  and  I  think  that,  as  a  gonet«l 
rule,  it  should  be  the  smallest  amount  whieh,  o« 
a  oareAii  revision,  wouhi  be  found  to  give  to  native 
industry  fiur  play  in  its  competition  with  ibreicn 
eountries,  the  oinmmatanoes  attending  our  r^ 
tioa  to  those  ootntries  being  duly  oonstdered." 

Then  he  went  on  to  ^ote  what  poor  Lord 
Melbourne  said  on  the  Com  Laws: — 

*'What  did  Lord  Melbourne  say  In  the  House 
of  Lordi,  when  the  proposal  to  alter  the  Com 
Laws  was  mooted  in  that  House!  He  deolarod 
that  it  would  be  absolute  madness  in  any  one  to 
make  suoh  a  proposition.' ' 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  then  proceeded  to 
say — **  I  never  have  and  never  will  shrink 
from  public  opinion.*'  Then,  why  don't  he 
go  down  to  his  constituents?  I  am  de- 
fighted  to  see  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  in  his  place.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet thus  spoke  of  the  noMe  Lord  and  hia 
party:-* 
'*  The  iate  GevenuBMit  is  fidka,  to  rise  no  mors. 
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Hm  qttMJioa  now  ai  iarae  is  this— ^hall  the  Gon- 
aervatiTe  or  danooiatic  principle  prerail  ?  Shall 
Mumin,  Roeback,  Waroorton,  0*ConneU,  and 
Bowring,  iway  the  destinies  of  this  great  Empire ; 
or  shall  Sir  R.  Peel  eontiniie  Prime  liGnister  ?" 

Let  me  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasurj, 
who  have  heea  his  si^porters  of  late? 
Where  has  been  the  *' demooratic  Roe- 
buck ?  *'  Where  has  been  the  **  democratic 
Waiborton  !*'  Where  has  been  the  "de- 
moeratio  O'Connell/'  who  was  only  a  short 
time  M)  a  "  oonvicted  conspirator  ?'*  The 
right  Son.  Baronet  continued  his  address 
to  his  constituents  as  follows : — 

"Uj^^moa  if,  tbatalbrther  preTilmoeof  the 
demoentio  prinoi^e  would  prove  most  destructiye 
io  the  institutions  and  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
trj.  Should  that  imibrtunate  day  ever  dawn  upon 
tfeie  poJ^ttcal  horizon  wlien  the  prinelples  of  demo- 
oraey  will  be  pammouot,  degraded  indeed  will  be 


*  Ibe  day  when  thou,  imperial  Troy !  must  bend 

*  And  see  thy  warriors  all,  thy  glorious  end.' 
Bstlwifladd— 

'Mai  I  be  oold  bofixre  that  dreadful  day, 

*  Pressed  with  a  load  of  monumental  clay.* " 

AHer  this  poetical  fenronr,  the  right  hon. 

Baronet  concluded  his  speech  thus— 

^  It  now  only  remains  for  yott  to  decide  whether 
I  ahaU  Rfenm  to  the  House  of  Commons  as  your 
iW|MiaeiitiU»e.  (The  right  hon.  Baronet  then  sat 
Aown  amidst  most  yehement  and  long^ontinued 
ibouta  9i  spplause.)  As  no  other  candidate  pre- 
sented hsnself.  Sir  J.  Graham  was  pronounced 
duly  eleeUd,  and  was  afterwards  ohaind  through 
the  town,  wkk  the  usual  honours." 

Two  extracts  more  from  an  election  speech, 
and  I  h&Te  done  with  that  part  of  my 
sobjeck  I  think  these  last  will  be  the 
aevewt  and  most  tremendous  cut  of  alL 
The  one  k  a  quotation  fn»n  the  nomination 
i^>eech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  oth^  from  his  speech  after  his 
decCion  ;  and  I  tefl  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
tiiat  his  personal  honour  is  also  at  stake. 
On  Hie  ^h  of  June,  1841,  Sir  R.  Peel» 
•n  ^e  occasion  of  his  nomination  for  Tarn- 
worth,  said — 

^  I  Ibel  Oit  eonftdeaee,  because  I  hate  no  rea- 
MA  to  aoppoie  that  your  political  sentiments  have 
mderaoneachange ;  and,  if  they  haye  not,  I  am 
eooseioiiB  thit  I  Ittve  fiiithiiilly  adhered  in  public 
Itfe  to  etety  profession  which  I  made  upon  these 
huatingji,  ana  haye  kept  eyery  engagement  into 
whiohl  entei^d.  .  .  I  now  come,  I  repeat,  to 
a  most  imponant  question— that  of  the  introduo- 
tkm  of  foraigt  com.  .  .  I  prefer  the  principle 
of  the  awendjag  and  descending  scale ;  and  I  do 
mot  consMer,  when  I  look  to  the  burdens  which 
land  in  this  oonitry  is  subjected  to,  that  a  iized  duty 
of  8t.  per  quaner  on  com  brought  here  from  Po- 
land and  the  north  of  Europe,  will  afford  a  suA* 
«ssai  pratectumto  the  buid  cii  this  countiy.  Look 
at  the  amount  «f  poor  rates  leried  from  land  in 
Ihfis  oovtttry,  compared  with  the  amount  leried 
ftwa  tte  ftififit  of  snavfikctoivs.   Who  pays  the 


highway  rate  ?  Who  pays  the  church  rate  ?  Who 
pays  the  poor  rate  and  the  tithe  ?  I  say,  not  alto- 
gether, but  chiefly,  the  landed  proprietor  of  this 
country ;  and  if  there  be  com  produced  by  other 
land  not  subject  to  those  burdens,  it  would  be 
clearly  not  just  to  the  land  of  this  country  to  ad- 
mit the  com  on  equal  terms." 

Sir,  there  was  a  poll  in  the  borough  of 
Tamworth;  and  the  electors,  belieTing  ihe 
pledges  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he 
would  protect  agriculture,  returned  him  to 
the  House.  He  said  the  other  night  that 
he  thought  he  was  wrong  (on  the  occasion 
of  his  Tiolating  his  pledges  to  the  Univer* 
sity  of  Oxford)  in  resigning  his  seat ;  but. 
Sir,  I  will  proTO  to  him  now,  that  he  is 
boimd  to  resign  his  seat,  and  go  down  to 
Tamworth,  and  place  himself  in  the  hands 
of  his  constituents  there.  After  the  last 
election  the  right  hon.  Baronet  told  them 
that — 

*<  They  had  placed  him  in  the  proud  position  of 
r^resenting  them  in  Parliament,  and  they  mi^^ 
depend  upon  it  that  he  would  be  fiutbfiil  to  the 
professions  he  had  made ;  and  in  adhering  to  those 
Conservatiye  principles  which  in  the  face  of  his 
constituency  he  had  professed  he  would,  while  at 
the  eame  time  he  paid  due  respect  to  the  just 
rights  of  those  who  might  differ  from  him  in  reli- 
gious opinions,  do  CTerything  in  his  power  to 
maintain  the  fundamental  institutions  of  uie  coun- 
try in  Church  and  State,  and  to  advance  the  glory 
and  happiness  of  the  country.*' 

Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  pledged, 
in  the  fieuse  of  his  constituents — ^he  pledged 
himself  of  his  own  free  will — ^to  stand  by 
his  principles  and  the  pledges  he  gave  on 
that  oceasion ;  and  I  call  on  him,  not  as 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  not  as  once 
the  leader  of  a  great  party,  but  as  an 
honest  Member  of  this  House,  to  resign 
his  seat  and  go  down  to  his  constituents 
for  their  approval  or  disapproval.  I  said 
this  should  be  the  last  quotation;  but  per- 
haps you  will  allow  me,  as  a  make-weight, 
to  throw  in  a  remark  of  his  hon.  CoUeague 
(Captain  A'Court)  when  he  contested  the 
borough  of  Tamworth.  His  Colleague 
said — 

"  He  was  certain  that  the  prosperity  of  Tam- 
worth depended  mainly  on  the  prosperity  of  the 
agriculturists;  and  if  they  were  permanently  de- 
pressed, eyery  fiinner,  shopkeeper,  and  labourer 
in  it  would  be  involved  in  one  common  ruin.  With 
that  feeling  he  would  never  consent  to  take  from 
the  British  fermer  such  feir  protection  as  would 
enable  him  to  compete  on  equal  terms  with  the 
foreign  com*grower,  nor  consent  to  reduce  the 
English  labour  to  the  same  condition  as  the  ill-fed 
and  ill-paid  labourer  of  the  Continent." 

What  a  figure  to  cut  before  his  constitu- 
ents !  Can  you  [pointing  to  the  Treasury 
bench]  look  these  hon.  Gentlemen — ho- 
nourable by  the  courtesy  of  this  House, 


79        Commercial  Policy-^  {COMMONS}        Custami^Com  Lau>i^       80 


and  honourable  by  character  in  their  poli- 
tical principles— can  you  look  them  in  the 
face  at  this  present  moment,  and  say  you 
are    conducting  yourselves  with   common 
honesty  ?  Do  not  tell  me  you  were  bound 
to  reaccept  office,  and  carry  those  measures 
in  this  House.     I  tell  you  you  were  not 
bound  to  do  so  ;  but  that  the  moment  you 
found  yourselves  unable  to  carry  out  the 
principles  of  protection,  you  were  bound  as 
honourable  men  at  once  to  appeal  to  the 
country,  and  ask  the  constituencies  of  Eng- 
land for  their  approval  of  your  conduct. 
Now,  I  believe  if  the  right  hen.  Baronet 
had  pursued  that  course  at  first,  he  might 
have  rallied  around  him  a  great  party  in 
the  country ;  but  I  must  tell  him  that  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  view 
with  unmitigated  disgust  his  contemptible 
apostacy  and  tergiversation.     Let  me  ask 
you,  how  has  the  right  hon.  Baronet  been 
supported  during  this  discussion  ?  I  know 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  on  terms  of 
personal  friendship  with  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  the  Treasury  bench,  have 
almost  wept  for  them  when  they  heard 
them  addressing  this  House — they  felt  so 
much  for  their  degraded  position.     And 
well  they  might.     I  could  see  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  were  also  apostates  from  the  prin- 
ciples they  held  at  the  last  election,  and 
who  sat  on  the  benches  behind  them,  en- 
deavouring,  night  after  night,  to  muster 
courage  enough  to  address  the  House ;  but 
up  to  this  moment  their  courage,  as  well  as 
their  consciences,  have  failed.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  addressed  the  House;  but 
he  failed  for  the  first  time  in  this  House, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  said  a 
few  words ;    but  the  democrat  was  con- 
sistent in  his  principles,  and  the  Conserva- 
tive was  not.     Without  following  this  sub- 
ject any  further,  I  must  remark  that  no 
man,  whatever  party  he  belongs  to,  in  this 
House,  can  contend  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  any  right  whatever,  either  con- 
stitutionally or  in  common  honesty,  to  de- 
cide on  this  question.     It  is  not  at  all  im- 
possible that  an  Address  may  be  moved  in 
this  House  to  Her  Majesty,  that  she  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  send  us  where 
we  should  have  been  long  since — before 
our  constituents.     If  that  is  the  case,  I 
now  avow  the  course  which  I  will  then  pur- 
sue.    So  soon  as  this  division  is  over,  I 
will  obtain  the  list,  and  look  out  the  name 
of  every  man  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  shall  vote  for  the  Government  mea- 
sure.    I  shall  then  go  to   Peel's  coffee- 
bouse,  in  Fleet-street;  I  will  there  look 


over  all  the  country  papers  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  and  will  see  how  Mem- 
bers pledged  themselves  at  the  last  elec- 
tion to  stand  by  the  principles  of  protec- 
tion; and  when  the  question  again  comes 
before  this  House,  I  will  be  in  my  place  to 
show  up  the  whole  party  who  have  desert- 
ed from  the  cause  of  protection.  Even 
the  most  democratic  Gentlemen  may  have 
to  go  to  their  constituents — even  the  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham,  though  I  know  it  is  a 
very  expensive  place;  but  he  must  take 
care  to  fight  the  question  on  constitutional 
grounds.  I  have  narrowly  watched  the 
tone  of  this  debate;  and  it  is  a  most  extra- 
ordinary circumstance  that,  durii^  the 
whole  of  the  discussion,  the  representatives 
of  the  manufacturing  body  have  fcarcely 
been  heard.  We  are  told  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men that  the  population  is  increasing  so 
rapidly  in  this  country  that  it  is  necessary 
to  extend  our  manufactures.  But  before 
we  do  that,  it  is  our  duty  to  inquire  what 
has  already  been  done  by  this  Uotse  for 
the  moral  and  social  condition  of  th#  work- 
ing classes.  I  could  go  back  for  the  last 
sixty  years,  and  bring  before  the  House 
some  valuable  information  on  thii  head; 
but  I  will  only  read  one  or  two  extracts 
from  a  debate  that  took  place  on  the  3rd 
of  April,  1 81 6.  On  that  occasion*  Mr.  R. 
Gordon  said : — 

*'  It  appears  that  overseers  of  parisfao  in  Loo- 
don  are  in  the  habit  of  oontraoting  with  the  mann- 
&cturcrB  of  the  north  for  the  disposal  of  their 
children ;  and  these  manu&cturcrs  agr«e  to  take 
one  idiot  for  eyery  nineteen  sane  chldren.  In 
this  manner,  waggon  loads  of  these  littfe  creatures 
are  sent  down  to  be  at  the  perfect  dispisal  of  their 
new  masters." 

This  was  what  was  called  the  ^prentice- 
ship  system,  and  it  has  been  introduced 
again  under  the  New  Poor  Law.  On  the 
19th  of  February,  1818,  the  Ute  Sir  R. 
Peel  thus  expressed  himself  in  the  House 
of  Commons : — 

"  About  fifteen  years  ago,  I  brotght  in  a  Bill 
for  the  reguUition  of  apprentices  in  cotton  manu- 
fiictories.  At  that  time  they  were  the  description 
of  persons  most  employed  in  these  minu&ctorics. 
I  myself  had  a  thousand  of  them,  and  I  felt  the 
necessity  of  some  regulation  with  resject  to  them. 
.  .  •  •  It  was  notorious  that  children  of  a 
very  tender  age  wore  dragged  firom  tbeir  beds  some 
hours  before  daylight,  and  confined  iA  the  fi^tories 
not  less  than  fifteen  hours  ;  and  it  is  also  notori- 
ously the  opinion  of  the  faculty,  t^t  no  children 
of  eight  or  nine  years  of  age  can  bear  this  degree 
of  hardship  with  impunity  to  their  health  and  con- 
stitution." 

The  present  Sir  Robert  Peel  on  the  same 
day  said — 
"  It  is  proved  that  children  »re  employed  la 
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Laneaahire  fifteen  hours  a  day,  and  after  any  stop- 
page, from  five  in  the  morning  to  ten  in  the  even- 
ing, seventeen  hours ;  and  this  often  three  weeks 
at  a  time.  On  a  Sunday  they  are  employed  from 
six  in  the  morning  to  twelve  in  cleaning  the  ma-> 
chincry." 

It  is  in  evidence  that  duldren  are  employed 
at  as  early  an  age  as  five  years.  That 
was  the  origin  of  the  cotton  trade  in  Lan- 
eashire;  and  what  have  been  the  results  ? 
We  are  told  by  manufacturers  in  this 
House  Uiat  they  are  enjoying  even  com- 
fort, and  making  great  wages,  and  that  it 
is  necessary  for  the  agriculturists  to  send 
their  surplus  population  for  the  purpose  of 
being  employed  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts. You  will  hear  from  the  evidence 
of  a  manufacturer  who  was  once  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  what  were  the  sufferings 
of  the  manufacturing  population.  This 
gentleman,  in  1831,  said — 

"  Domestic  mann&ctnres  were  almost  extinct, 
and  the  population,  which  was  formerly  scattered 
through  the  country,  was  impressed  with  a  distinct 
character,  hesotting  themselves,  particularly  on 
Saturday  evenings  and  Sunday,  with  ale,  beer,  and 
gin.  The  quantity  of  gin  drank  was  enormous, 
and  even  children  of  tender  age  drank  it.  Many 
took  large  quantities  of  opium,  sometimes  lauda- 
num in  piUs,  and  sometimes  an  anodyne  draught 
of  the  same  kind.  They  were  also  exposed  to 
■evere  and  unremitting  labour.  Their  work  was 
most  laborious,  only  exceeded  by  mowing.  They 
woribed  twelve  hours  a  day,  while  fium  h&bourers 
worked  only  ten  hours.  The  children  did  not  re- 
ceive that  attention  from  their  mothei*s  which  was 
neoessary  for  their  welfare." 

["Question!*']  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  cries  "  Question.*'  Sir,  I  am  speak- 
ing to  the  question.  The  question  is  the 
increase  of  manufactiures  in  this  country, 
and  the  sacrifice  of  agriculture  for  that 
purpose;  and  I  am  now  showing  what  has 
been  the  effect  of  the  manufacturing  sys- 
tem. I  do  not  wonder  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  feels  uncomfort- 
able under  the  circumstances.  [Mr.  Roe- 
buck :  Oh,  no.  1  beg  your  pardon.]  I 
thought  the  hon.  Member  was  a  represen- 
tative  of  the  people.  I  will  now,  with  his 
leave  proceed  with  my  quotation: — 

"  The  quantity  of  opium  they  took  was  very 
large,  and  a  very  considerable  number  of  the  chil- 
dren feel  victims  to  diseases.'* 

Now  (and  I  speak  to  Gentlemen  of  the 
League)  who  is  the  gentleman  I  am  quot- 
ing ?  Why,  no  less  a  person  than  Mr.  R. 
Gregg,  and  one  of  that  party  who  call  on 
the  Legislature  to  give  the  death-blow  to 
agriculture,  in  order  that  they  may  be  able 
the  better  to  absorb  in  manufactures  the 
aorplus  population  of  the  agricultural  dis- 
tiicts.     Dr.  Kay  Shuttleworth  oonfirms  all 


that  Mr.  Gregg  says;  and  he  adds  that  the 

people  in  Manchester  are  in  a  state  bor« 

dering  on  savage  life.     Dr.  Shuttleworth 

continues — 

"  The  moral  check  has  no  influence  in  prevent- 
ing the  rapid  increase  of  population.  The  exist- 
ence of  cheap  and  redundant  labour  in  the  market 
has  a  tendency  to  reduce  its  general  price.*' 

That  is  what  the  League  are  aiming  at. 
They  want  to  be  be  able  to  beat  down 
wages.  I  have  also  another  authority. 
Dr.  Cooke  Taylor.  He  says,  speaking  of 
manufacturing  population — 

"I  have  seen  misery  in  many  forms ;  I  have 
been  in  the  huts  and  hovels  of  Ireland,  when  my 
native  land  was  visited  with  the  scourge  of  the 
cholera  ;  I  have  visited  the  cellars  of  Liverpool, 
where  existence  assumes  an  aspect  that  ceases  to 
be  human  ;  I  have  penetrated  into  the  wynds  and 
vennels  of  Glasgow  (localities  that  would  try  to  the 
utmost  the  hardest  of  hearts  and  the  strongest  of 
stomachs) ;  but  nowhere  have  I  seen  misery  which 
so  agonized  my  very  soul,  as  that  which  I  have 
witnessed  in  the  manufacturing  districts  of  Lan- 
cashire. And  why  ?  Because  the  extreme  of 
wretchedness  was  there,  and  there  only,  com-  > 
bined  with  a  high  tone  of  mcral  dignity,  and  a 
marked  sense  of  propriety — a  decency,  cleanliness, 
and  order,  the  elements  which  produced  the  vast 
wealth  I  have  described,  and  which  do  not  merit 
the  intense  suffering  I  have  witnessed.  I  was  be- 
holding the  gradual  immolation  of  the  noblest  and 
most  valuable  population  that  ever  existed  in  this 
country,  or  any  other  under  heaven." 

Yes,  I  say  they  are  murdered  by  the  fac- 
tory system,  in  order  that  a  few  may  grow 
rich.  Are  hon.  Gentlemen  aware  that 
Mr.  Gregg  has  stated  before  a  Committee 
of  this  House  that  the  Saxon  hosiers  have 
undersold  the  hosiers  of  the  midland  coun- 
ties, who  are  in  such  a  frightful  state  that 
they  have  not,  for  fifteen  years  past, 
averaged  7s,  a  week  for  their  labour  ? 
And  all  this,  although  there  is  a  protec- 
tion of  20  per  cent.  The  facts  which  I 
am  able  to  bring  before  the  House  are 
worth  a  thousand  statements  by  three, 
months'  converts.  Sir,  in  1843  I  pre- 
sented a  petition  to  this  House,  signed  by 
25,000  frame-work  knitters  of  Notting- 
ham, Leicester,  and  Derby,  in  which  they 
prayed  the  House  to  prohibit  foreign  ho- 
siery till  foreign  States  ceased  to  prohibit 
English  hosiery.  After  I  had  presented 
that  petition,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  cannot  find  a  place  in  all  England  to 
send  him  to  Parliament,  and  whose  ab- 
sence from  this  House  I  deeply  regret,, 
though  not  the  cause  of  it,  employed  Mr. 
Muggeridge,  as  Commissioner,  to  go  down 
and  ascertain  the  truth  of  the  statements 
in  the  petition ;  and  that  gentleman  made 
^  report,  some  passages  of  which  I  will 
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read  to  ihe  Hoose.    At  page  103  of  hk 
Report  he  sajv-* 

<*  Thfiy  iBbonr  fifteen  Md  eigliteen  hours  a  day 
for  30.  7d.  a  week  wages.  Many  women  and  oiiil* 
dren  ate  en^loyed.  One-ihird  of  the  women  of 
the  mannfitctvtng  populataon  aio  workiag  in 
tradea.  The  empSoyment  of  wooMn  is  raduei^ 
wages." 

Mr.  Mvggeridge  examined  Dr.  Shaw  Lei- 
eester,  who  laya — 

**  nie  mortality  of  ohiMren  under  ftre  years  of 
age  is  aboat  49  per  oenl.  of  the  deatlM ;  that  this 
arises  from  the  general  neglect  of  the  mothers. 
They  are  in  the  stocking  frunes,  and  they  are  not 
In  the  habit  of  hiring  their  children  out  to  the 
asme  extent  that  thmr  are  in  many  of  the  BDann* 
iujtnring  districts.  The  children  of  the  poor  are 
very  mneh  negleeled.  *  Dr.  Shaw  speaks  of  tlM 
phyaloal  deUli^  of  the  frame-wo^  knitters,  as 
leiag  greater  than  tiiat  of  the  mana&etorers  in 
the  north,  and  says  that  it  is  ceased  from  the  de- 
orivatiott  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  That  their 
nod  is  bread,  oheese,  grtiel,  tea,  and  a  propoHion 
of  meht,  bat  to  no  great  extent ;  that  they  got 
better  wages  in  fonner  years,  and  had  more  rego- 
lar  hahita,  and  oonseqaently  tiiey  were  enabled  to 
obtain  food  sasteDaaoe,  working  at  a  reiy  fiur 
fate  of  remnneration  with  oomparatiTely  less 
laboor." 

Kow  I  am  going  to  jiutify  myself  for  hay- 
ing made  die  statement  a  short  time'  ago, 
that  a  whdesale  syiAem  of  murder  is  oar- 
tied  on  in  the  mannfactani\g  distriets.  He 
says — 

**  Amonr  the  poorer  chisses  it  is  a  common 
motice  of  mothm  to  administer  Godfrey's  oofw 
dial  and  hkadanom  to  their  infimte ;  thb  objeot  is 
to  keep  them  quiet  while  the  mother  is  at  work." 

I  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbmy  to  pay 
attention  to  what  I  am  now  quoting ;  this 
is  homble  %  it  proTOs  tiie  poor  in  sueh  a 
state  of  starration,  that  they  murdered 
their  ohildren  by  wholesale.  An  eminent 
dmggist  is  examined  by  Mr.  Muggeridge  ; 
he 


^  He  has  known  an  in&nt  kUled  with  three 
dropB  of  laodannm ;  that  nothing  was  said  about 
it;  tn&nts  go  off  quietly;  they  are  not  like  grown 
people." 

Another  eminent  druggist 

**  Had  heard  of  inir  children  in  thesame  &mily 
who  had  died  in  the  same  way ;  the  infiinto  who 
die  in  a  more  insidious  manner,  become  pale,  and 
emaciated,  and  tremulous,  and  at  last  seem  to 
sink  from  emaciation  or  decline.  The  system  has 
ooasideraUy  inoreased  since  witness  has  been  in 
the  businesi^  whieh  he  attributes  to  the  algeot 
poforty  of  the  people." 

I  do  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  get 
this  Report  of  Mr.  Muggeridge 's,  and  to 
read  it ;  I  never  in  my  l^e  heud  anything 
more  fretful  th«n  the  whole  of  tlds  eyi- 
denee.  Hear  what  a  pawnbroker  says; 
•nd  I  am  sony  the  hon.  Member  Ht  T^vSb- 
}in  is  net  in  fall  plaoe«  I  tibiok  I  know  the 


reason  why  he  is  absent ;  hut  if  he  had 

been  here  I  think  he  would  hare  s^d  that 

nothing  whioh  was  narrated  at  Ooatacre 

oould  be  eomparsd  with  this.    At  page 

109,  a  pawnbroker  says — 

«*  Hiey  pawn  their  Uankete  in  the  monung,  and 
leteh  them  out  at  ntght,  for  a  da/s  eubaistenoe^ 
which  costs  each  poor  person  Sd.  a  week." 

Now  hear  what  Mr.  Cnmmissioaer  Mug- 
geridge says : — 

"■The  aoeial  ooadition  of  the  frame-work  knit« 
tors  presente  unvarying  eridenee  of  tiie  distress 
and  depression  aknost  inseparable  from  the  low 
rate  of  earnings  to  which  the  trade  has  been  sub- 
jected fyr  many  years  past.  This  is  especially 
obeervable  in  the  etoto  of  their  dwellings,  whioh 
are,  every  day,  diminishing  in  eomfcrt  and  respec- 
tability :  their  fuvnitare  becoming  lees  and  less,  aa 
time  destroys  or  necessity  compels  them  to  part 
with  it  piece  by  piece — their  clothing  usually  of 
the  worst  kind,  and  the  sauiiilees  they  make  to 
support  ezistenoe,  often  greatly  aggravatiBg  the 
evils  attendant  on  their  peniuy," 

He  adds — 

**  So  fitf  as  their  moral  condition  mar  be  judged 
of  by  their  attendance  at  places  of  puuic  worships 
the  evidence  from  all  quarters  tends  to  ftstsblish 
an  ahnost  total  disregard  of  this  solemn  duty." 

Such  is  ^e  statement  of  tiie  Commis- 
sioner  appointed  by  the  Government  to  in- 
quire into  the  conditicm  of  the  manufac- 
turing p<^ulation  in  the  midland  counties. 
If  the  time  of  night  had  allowed  me,  I 
would  have  produced  before  this  House  % 
startling  statement  with  regard  to  the 
manufacturing  population  of  uie  county  of 
Norfolk;  but  here  we  have  Lancashire, 
TotUiire,  und  the  midland  counties^  pro* 
nonnced  by  incontroyertible  evidence  to  be 
in  a  state  bordering  upon  savage  lifo,  and 
the  woiking  population  reduced  to  such  a 
state  of  misery  and  want,  that  they  do  not 
hesitate  to  murder  their  offiipnng.  Are 
we  to  be  told  that,  with  the  manufacturing 
population  in  such  a  frightful  state  as  this, 
we,  the  agncultnral  party  in  this  House, 
are  to  consent  to  hand  over  the  agricul- 
tural labourers,  who  have  looked  up  to  us 
and  to  our  ancestors  for  centuries  for  suc- 
cour and  support,  to  your  tender  mercies, 
and  aUow  them,  in  the  language  of  Dr. 
Cooke  Taylor,  to  be  immolated,  tiiat  a  fow 
cotton  lords  may  get  rich  ?  Sir,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  a 
few  nights  ago,  said  that  crime  was  greatly 
reduoed  in  this  country.  I  tell  hmi  that 
that  is  not  the  £sct  with  regard  to  the 
manufaoturing  districts.  I  enUeat  his  at* 
tention  to  this.  Perhaps  I  may  at- 
tract it  when  I  tell  him  that  the  proteetion* 
isto  are  462  ahead  in  South  Notte  to-day 
«p  to  1  o'clock.    Now,  hmng  attracted 


85 


Ai^tmn/^  DdbM 


{ThSB.  24} 


(7ail&%M). 


M 


his  attention,  let  me  stcite  to  the  Hoose 
what  Mr.  Justice  Coleridge  declared  in  his 
charge  to  the  grand  jury  on  the  29th  of 
Noyemher,  1844 — a  winter  assixe,  mark, 
HI  a  manufacturing  district : — 

"  Another  cause  for  a  winter  assixe,  he  lament- 
ed to  say,  must  be  oonsidered  to  be  the  steady  in. 
ereaee  ii  crime  throughout  the  country,  and  In 
their  lywii  eonnty;  tiiat  inoraaee,  toO|  being  nei  eo 
much  observable  in  crimes  of  a  petty  nature,  aa  in 
thoee  of  a  more  serious  character.  Within  the 
Ihst  eight  years  the  number  of  prisoners  had  nearly 
doubM  in  their  own  county ;  and  though  it  was 
true  that  the  popuUtum  bad  increased  that  the 
police  ware  more  eflfeient  than  fomeriy— «nd  that 
capital  punishment  had  in  a  great  measure  been 
removedi  yet  he  did  not  think  that  it  was  possible, 
by  the  application  of  those  ihots,  satislhotorily  to 
explam  away  the  great  incubus  which  eeemed  to 
]ttmg  oyer  them.** 

That  is  the  statement  in  relation  to  the 
manufacturing  eounty  of  York;  and,  in 
contradiction  to  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretaiy,  I  tell 
him  that  the  West  Riding  a^  at  Wake- 
field was  nerer  known  so  futt  of  prisoners 
as  at  this  moment.  When  I  was  in  the 
north  of  England  attending  the  West  Rid- 
ing election,  I  came  in  contact  with  large 
b^ies  of  the  working  population,  and  thej 
instructed  me  to  bring  th«r  case  before 
this  House;  and  they  said  that  their  battle 
was  the  battle  of  labour  against  capital, 
and  that  so  far  from  an  extension  of  trade 
in  this  country  being  of  the  slightest  hone- 
st to  them,  it  had  been  the  bitterest  curse. 
They  produced  statements  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  prore  to  me  that  Ihis  was 
the  fact ;  which  statements  I  hare  to  thank 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
ComwaH,  for  having  at  his  expense  pub- 
Mshed  to  the  worid;  and  let  me  tell  this 
House,  that  it  would  be  well  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  purchase  the  book,  and  in  a 
fow  pages  read  the  hntory  of  a  working 
man  in  the  manufacturing  districts  of  the 
north  of  England  during  the  last  fow 
years;  it  is  written  by  a  working  man,  but 
a  man  who  has  shown  ability  for  aboye  his 
order.  He  traces  all  the  sufferings  which 
the  working  classes  have  endured,  not  to  a 
restrictive  policy  in  your  manufoctures  and 
commerce,  but  to  overtrading,  and  the 
glutting  of  the  markets.  He  proves  in 
these  pages,  that  &e  more  your  manufac- 
tured go^s  have  increased,  the  more  dread- 
ful have  been  the  sufferings  of  the  working 
population;  and  with  the  penmssion  of  the 
House  I  should  just  like  to  read  some  fif- 
teen or  twenW  lines.  He  says  that,  in 
1781,  5,198,0001b.  of  cotton  were  used  in 
the  mannfoetories  of  tke  cotton  4islriots  of 


England,  and  that  the  mean  increase  from 
1781  to  1841  was  from  that  quantity  to 
528,000,0000  lb. ;  the  trade  increased  101 
times,  or,  in  other  words,  where  we  manu- 
foctured  1  lb.  of  cotton  in  1781,  we  manu- 
foctured  101  lb.  in  1841.  This  working 
man  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  We  presume  the  Ck>ni  Law  repealers  ooold  not 
expect  ft  more  rapid  increase  of  trade  than  ha» 
bsre  taken  place  during  the  last  aixty  years,  sup- 
posing that  all  restrictions  were  removed  from  our 
commerce ;  and  surely  if  there  were  a  shadow  of 
truth  in  the  statements  that  *  increased  trade 
would  give  incnsased  prosperity  to  the  working 
classes,'  they  ought,  indeed,  to  be  supremely 
happy." 

Now,  hear  ^e  effect  upon  the  wages :— - 

^During  the  periods  included  in  the  above  table, 
it  wtil  be  seen^  however  that  the  bsnd^oomwsftver 
was  reduced  from  39*.  9d.  for  weaving  80  yards  of 
a  60  reed,  down  to  3s.  Od  for  24  yai^  Now,  if 
the  hand-loom  weaver  of  1841  was  paid  for  wear- 
ing 24  yards  at  the  same  rate  as  the  weater  of 
1790  for  wearing  80  yards,  he  should  reoeifo 
391;  10|tf.,  instead  of  whieh  he  only  reoeived 
3f  .  9€L  i  that  is,  he  reoeiYed  U,  where  he  used  to 
receive  IDs." 

Such  is  the  efifoct  of  your  increased  manu- 
factures upon  the  hand4oom  weavers  in  the 
cotton  districte.  Can  anything  be  more 
frightful  than  the  sufferings  which  increased 
tn^e  has  brought  upon  those  poor  people  t 
But  this  workmg  man  goes  on  and  shows 
the  price  of  calico ;  and,  speaking  of  the 
amount  of  money  expended  for  clothes^  he 


'*  In  1815,  when  the  weater  was  paid  28t.  for 
the  same  work  which  he  now  performs  for  5f .,  he 
had  to  pay  It.  per  yard  for  calico ;  in  1848,  he 
might  purchase  n  for  4if." 

And  he  shows  that  this*  and  the  cheapen- 
ing of  silk,  linen,  and  woollen,  give  him  a 
a  total  saving  of  5L  in  the  year ;  but  then 
"  the  loss  in  his  wages  amounts  to  582. 10«.  '* 
But  the  power-loom  weavers  have  even 
suffered  more  extensively  in  a  sh<Mi;er  time, 
than  has  been  the  lot  of  the  hand-loom 
weavers.     The  working  man  says  that — 

**  In  1824>  the  power-loom  weavers  at  Sidebot* 
tom*s  mill.  Waterside,  had  for  wearing  24  yard^ 
21  picks  to  the  quarter-inch,  2f . ;  they  now  receiTO 
Is.  f^  the  same  length,  with  one  pick  more  to  the 
quarter,  whioh  ou|^t  to  be  U2.  extra." 

Another  master  paid  2s.  6d,  in  1825  for 
twenty-four  yards,  and  in  1836  only  Is.  3«l.« 
and  the  wages  have  fallen  stili  lower  since. 
I  could  quote  many  other  statements 
equaUy  startling  from  this  book ;  and,  faite 
as  it  is,  there  is  one  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Muggeridge,  the  Commissioner  for  ui«> 
quiring  into  tl^  state  of  the  manufaotuinff 

I  population  in  the  midland  oonntiee,  whi<m 

I I  muBt  not  i^veriook.    It  ehowa  that  what 
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brought  2L  3s,  in  1829,  brought  only  19s, 
in  1839,  while  the  trade  of  Rochdale  had 
doubled.  A  weaver  of  Bolton,  who  was 
examined  before  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House,  being  asked  whether  he  would 
be  as  well  off  if  the  Com  Laws  were  re- 
pealed, replied  that  he  should  not  if  he  got 
all  his  food  for  nothing  ;  and  when  further 
asked  wh j  he  thought  so,  his  answer  was, 
because  a  reduction  had  taken  place  in  his 
wages  amounting  to  more  than  the  price 
of  all  the  food  he  needed,  and  the  clothes 
he  wore.  The  same  volume  also  contained 
evidence  of  a  startling  character,  as  to  the 
effects  which  the  introduction  of  machineiy 
to  so  huge  an  extent  in  manufactures,  had 
produced  on  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
classes.  The  other  evening  I  was  accused 
bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  of  being 
opposed  to  aU  machinery.  That  charge  is 
totally  imfounded.  I  am  in  favour  of  ma- 
chinery so  long  as  it  is  subservient  to 
manual  labour ;  but  the  moment  it  super- 
sedes manual  labour,  I  think  with  the  late 
Sir  R.  Peel,  that  it  becomes  the  bitterest 
curse  of  this  country.  It  has  been  asserted 
that  the  price  of  food  does  not  regulate 
wages.  Does  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton 
(Dr.  Bowring)  assert  that  the  price  of  food 
does  not  regulate  wages  ?  That  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  26th  of  June,  1835,  said  in 
this  House — 

"  We  export  00,000,000/.  sterling  of  manufite- 
tares.  Does  an  jbody  imagine  that  they  are  not 
afiected  in  foreign  markets  by  the  price  of  foreign 
com  ?  Does  any  one  suppose  that  they  have  not 
to  suffer  in  value  from  ihe  Bust  of  their  having  to 
meet,  as  rivals,  with  goods  produced  in  countries 
where  the  price  of  com  is  lower,  and  the  average 
of  wages  less,  than  in  England  ?  " 

Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  admit  that  now  ? 
Then  he  admits  that  the  price  of  food  re- 
gulates the  rate  of  wages.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  county  of  Cork,  in 
the  very  lucid  statement  which  he  made  a 
few  days  ago,  also  recognised  the  principle. 
Mr.  Ricardo  has  very  often  been  quoted. 
Will  any  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  Mr. 
Ricardo  was  of  that  opinion  ?  I  can  also 
refer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Muntz).  Then  it  is  admitted  that 
the  price  of  food  regulates  wages.  If  that 
position  had  been  denied,  I  should  have 
called  into  court  Mr.  Rathbone  Gregg,  who, 
after  remarking  that  foreigners  were  able 
to  compete  with  us  successfully  from  the 
low  price  of  food  in  their  own  countries, 
went  on  to  say  that  we  must  idtimately 
come  to  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws ;  and, 
referring  to  the  effect  on  the  home  demand, 
observed  that  itwas  but  trifling  comparedwith 


the  foreign.  Then  he  asked  the  other  party 
how  men  were  to  compete  with  the  foreign 
labourer?  He  remarked  that  what  the 
working  people  of  this  country  considered 
the  necessaries  of  life  were  not  considered 
so  on  the  Continent ;  and  that  was  one 
reason  why  the  price  of  food  must  be  re^- 
duced.  He  was  asked,  from  his  practical 
knowledge  of  cotton-spinning,  whether  he 
was  a  competent  judge  of  the  mills  he  had 
seen  on  the  Continent;  andhb  answer  was, 
"  Yes,  I  looked  upon  them  with  a  some- 
what uncomfortable  eye."  And,  in  answer 
to  a  question  relative  to  the  machinery 
used  in  the  foreign  mills,  he  said,  "  They 
had  aU  the  newest  inventions.  Even  in 
the  remotest  part  of  Germany  they  obtain 
them  as  soon  as  we  do  in  England."  It 
has  been  said  that  foreign  manu&ctares 
are  equal  or  superior  to  ours.  Why,  it  was 
not  so  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
legalized  the  exportation  of  machinery. 
We  have  been  committing  a  suicidal  act, 
not  only  in  allowing  our  working  classes 
to  be  starved  to  death  under  the  system 
which  has  been  introduced,  but  in  ad- 
mitting the  foreigner  to  compete  with  us 
by  the  exportation  of  our  own  machinery. 
Another  charge  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  is,  &At  the  proposition  on  the 
part  of  the  manufacturers  of  the  north  of 
England  to  absorb  and  use  up  their  labour- 
ers, originated  with  the  ag^culturiats. 
Will  any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  con- 
nected with  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
(and  I  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton in  his  place),  dare  to  repeat  that 
statement  now  ?  He  wiU  not  make  that 
statement ;  he  will  not,  because  he  has  al- 
ways conducted  the  Corn-Law  question  in 
this  House  with  the  most  gentlemanlike 
feeling  ;  and  he  never  made  a  statement 
against  the  agricultural  party  except  one, 
and  that  one  he  could  not  prove.  The 
agricultural  party  in  this  House,  the  gentry 
of  England,  never  heard  of  that  proposal 
to  absorb  and  use  up  the  sun>lus  popula- 
tion of  the  south  of  England  till  the  attempt 
was  made  to  carry  it  into  effect ;  and  as 
soon  as  they  heard  of  it,  they  caused  pla- 
cards to  be  put  forth,  warning  the  people 
not  to  go.  I  proceed  on  the  authority  of 
this  letter,  from  a  Quaker,  in  my  statement 
as  to  what  I  here  call  the  traffic  in  white 
slaves,  as  I  shall  prove  it  to  be  : — 

'*  Tnrton,  near  Bolton,  9th  of  9th  Month,  1834. 

"  Respected  Friend, — I  take  the  liberty  of  for- 
warding for  thy  consideration  a  few  observations 
on  the  New  Poor  Law  Bill,  the  leading  principle 
of  which  I  most  cordially  approve,  whilst  in  some 
of  its  details  I  fear  it  will  be  Ibund  pfaotioally 
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defiMstive.  I  would  not  Yenture  to  suggost  an 
<^ifnion  to  joa,  who  haTo  already  so  ample  a  store 
of  eTidence,  were  it  not  that  I  feel  so  much  the 
▼ast  importance  of  the  subject,  and  am  most 
aAjaoDB  that,  whilst  a  change  is  making,  the  law 
whiefa  is  rabstitated  for  that  now  in  force  may  be 
made  appUeaUe  to  the  wants  and  circumstances 
of  all  parts  of  the  community.  The  po^r  rates  of 
Lancashire  have  long  been  the  lowest  of  any 
eounty  in  the  kingdom,  in  consequence  of  the 
2l«at  demand  for  labour  caused  by  the  increase  of 
manufiietoiifls.  Full  employment  in  every  depart- 
ment was  never  more  easy  to  be  found  than  now, 
consequently  wages  have  advanced  in  most  ope- 
rative employments,  and  particularly  so  in  the 
least  skilftti ;  spade  labourers,  for  instance,  who 
Jast  year  had  3«.  Sd.  per  day,  have  now  2«.  Qd.  to 
St.  Hand-loom  weavers  have  been  much  wanted, 
and  their  wages  advanced,  on  an  average,  10  per 
cent.  This  bespeaks  a  scarcity  of  labourers  here. 
I  am  most  anxious  that  every  focility  be  given  to 
the  removal  of  the  labourers  from  one  county  to 
another,  according  to  the  demand  for  labour :  this 
would  have  a  tendency  to  equalize  wages,  as  well 
as  to  pievent  in  a  degree  some  of  the  turn-outs 
which  have  been  of  late  so  prevalent." 

Let  me  eall  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  cold-blooded  cruelty  of  this.  At 
the  very  time  that  the  writer  complained 
that  the  wages  of  hand-loom  weavers  had 
risen  10  per  cent,  a  Committee  was  in- 
quiring into  their  condition,  and  hearing 
eTideiice,  which  proved  of  the  men  sur- 
nmnding  this  man's  mill  that  they  were 
living  on  2|cf .  a  day.  Is  not  this  disgrace- 
ffd  ?  What  wotdd  the  House  say  of  any 
man  who  could  be  guilty  of  such  conduct  ? 
Mr.  Ariiworth  was  a  member  of  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League  —  so  distinguished  a 
member  as  to  be  considered  the  king  of  the 
League;  and  such  was  his  language.  Nay, 
more  than  this,  it  was  proved  that  the  hand- 
loom  weavers  at  that  time  were  in  such  a 
state  that  many  of  them  had  not  worn  a 
shirt  for  five  years,  that  they  were  clothed 
in  rags,  that  they  had  no  furniture,  no 
plates  to  eat  from,  no  chairs  or  tables, 
only  a  chest  that. served  them  for  table 
and  drawers  was  all  the  furniture  in  the 
house.  That  was  the  state  of  the  hand- 
loom  weavers  when  this  letter  was  written. 
Another  member  of  the  Anti-Gom-Law 
League,  a  manufacturer,  a  gentleman  who 
Bubseribes  his  thousands  to  the  League 
fund,  also  wrote  a  letter,  dated  the  17th  of 
September,  1834,  only  three  months  after 
the  former  one,  as  a  kind  of  refresher  to  Mr. 
Chadwick.  The  letter  repeated  the  same 
request  for  a  supply  of  labourers,  urging 
the  favourable  nature  of  the  opportunity, 
and  hoping  that  some  channel  of  commu- 
nication should  be  opened  through  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  office,  or  some  other 
^tablishmenty  by  which  the  manuftu^turers 


might  be  placed  in  communication  with  the 
overcharged  parishes,  and  lists  of  families 
be  transmitted.  And  let  the  House  listen 
to  what  follows  ;  the  letter  goes  on — 

**  As  the  variety  of  our  wants  is  great,  we  may 
require  lists  of  small  fiimiliea  or  great  ones,  men 
and  women,  grown  persons  or  chndren,  widows  or 
orphans." 

This  is  the  proposition  that  came  from  Mr. 
Gregg  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners, 
and  his  proposition  was  adopted.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  regular  invoice  which  was  sent 
by  a  fanuly  that  was  packed  off  from  their 
native  parish  to  a  manufacturing  district, 
and  I  abo  have  here  an  extract  from  an 
article  in  the  Manchester  Ouardiant  stating 
that  the  migration  of  labourers  into  the 
manufacturing  districts  would  be  the  means 
of  re-elevating  the  character  of  the  agricul- 
tural population  of  the  south  of  England, 
and  calling  the  gentlemen  of  those  counties 
"  system-mongers, '  *  because  they  placarded 
their  parishes  with  warnings  to  their  la- 
bourers  not  to  be  taken  in,  and  not  to  go  to 
Lancashire  to  be  absorbed  and  "  used  up." 
The  article  concludes  with  these  lines : — 

**  It  gives  us  pleasure  to  record  the  success  in 
this  way  of  another  effort  to  improve  the  conditioft 
of  a  laborious  and  deserving  class  ;  and  we  trust 
that  which  we  have  now  written  may  pave  the 
way  to  further  successful  experiments  of  the  same 
kind." 

Two  years  ago  I  moved  for  certain  returns, 
which  were  to  prove  that  the  agricultural 
population  had  been  worked  to  death  in  the 
manufacturing  districts.  The  House  or- 
dered the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  ac- 
count for  the  tens  of  thousands  of  labourers 
who  had  been  induced  to  leave  their  homes, 
and  go  to  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire;  but 
the  only  return  that  could  be  made  was  of 
about  8,000  who  had  so  migrated :  they 
could  account  for  their  leaving  the  south 
of  England,  but  they  could  not  account  for 
their  return.  I  can  prove  that  they  have 
been  worked  to  death ;  but  before  I  do 
that  I  must  state  that  the  extraordinaiy 
documents  connected  with  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  and  their  assistants  have 
come  into  my  hands  within  the  last  few 
days.  The  country  will  now  begin  to  know 
what  has  been  going  on  in  Somerset  House 
for  the  last  few  years,  and  how  the  Com- 
missioners have  been  playing  into  the  hands 
of  the  Anti-Corn-Law  League.  I  have  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Mr.  H.  Gibbons,  Bled- 
low  Ridge,  West  Wycombe,  Bucks,  inclos- 
ing an  accoimt  forwarded  from  Messrs. 
Ashworth  to  that  parish  for  charges  for 
persons  belonging  to  it  who  had  been 
tempted  to  migrate  to  Egerton  MiUs  in 
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1835,  at  the  inBtigation  of  the  Poor  Law 
GommiBaioner,  — Qilbert,  Esq.,  andMeBsra. 
Aahwortb  and  Greggs.    The  charges  were 
for  medical  attendaaoe  and  allowances  to 
different  fanuUea,  and  amounted  to  6H. 
13«.  4d,    A  part  of  this  waa  paid,  and  a 
prompt  order  sent  that  no  farther    ad- 
vances would  be  made  by  the  Union.    The 
consequence  of  this  was  that  Messrs.  Ash- 
worth  wrote  to  the  guardians,  stating  that 
"after  the  service  they  had  rendered  to 
the  parish  of  Bledlow,  they  considered  this 
as  a  very  unworthy  return ;  and  pressing 
for  the  repaymoit  of  money  they  had  ad- 
vanced in  sums  of  4c.  M.  a  week  to  a  widow 
named  Avery.   What  will  the  House  think 
of  this  ?     The  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
have  paid  to  Messrs.  Ashworth  the  sum  of 
471.  I3f.  Ad.  in  aid  of  wages;  paid  it  to  a 
firm  which  proposed  that  labourers  should 
be  sent  to  their  district  in  order  to  reduce 
the  wages!     This  is  a  pretty  exposure. 
You  hear  now  the  sufferings  which  a  few  of 
those  fanulies  who  have  been  worked  up  in 
the  manufacturing  districts  have  endured 
in  a  short  period  <of  time.  The  agricultural 
labourers  were  promised  that  if  they  went 
into  the  north  of  England  they  would  go 
into  a  land,  as  it  were,    "flowing  with 
milk  and  honey;"  but  what  the  sufferings 
were  they  endiured  have  been  described  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Bolton  and  Man- 
chester in  this  House.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester,  the  representative  of  the 
town  the  cotton  spinners  residing  in  which 
boasted  a  short  time  since  that  they  could 
buy  up  all  the  land  of  England,  declared 
that  the  population  of  that  place  was  starv- 
ing to  death  ;  that  in  many 


**  Whole  fiunilies  are  compelled  to  pawn  the 
elotbea  they  wear  in  the  day  for  the  pnrpoae  of 
redeeming  the  hedding  on  which  they  are  to  take 
their  nightly  repose,  and  who  are  ahle  to  redeem 
their  clothes  in  the  morning  only  hy  replacing 
their  bedding  in  the  hands  of  the  pawdbroker.*' 

The  hon.  uid  learned  Member  for  Bolton 
declared  that  the  people  of  that  town  were 
dying  for  want  of  food,  and  were  glad  to 
exist  on  the  refuse  of  dungheaps !  This  was 
the  state  of  the  working  people  in  the  ma- 
nufacturing districts  in  five  years  time  after 
the  Anti-Gom-Law  people  proposed  to  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  that  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  should  go  down  to  the 
north  of  England.  I  hold  in  my  hand  two 
statements,  one  of  which  is  a  document 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House,  which 
will  account  for  the  agricultural  labourers 
being  brought  down  to  Lancashire,  and  the 

House  sl^  hear  what  has  became  gf  ibem. 


Then,  I  think,  the  agricoltaral  Members 
in  this  House  will  receive  a  warning  this 
night  sufficient  to  make  them  ten  times 
more  determined  to  oppose  the  measure  of 
the  Government,  which,  it  has  been  openly 
avowed,  will  throw  out  of  cultivation  the 
poorer  lands  of  the  country,  and  which  will 
therefore  compel  the  labourers  employed  on 
them  to  go  down  to  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts.    Let  the  House  hear  how  the  ma- 
nufacturers treat  the  poor  workmen,  and  I 
much  doubt  whether  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site will  not  themselves  be  obliged  to  say 
that  this  does  indeed  far  surpass  anything 
that  has  been  exposed  at  Goatacre.     Mr. 
Charles  Trinmier,  a  factory  inspector  en- 
gaged in  1837,  1838,  and  1839,  the  three 
succeeding  years  to  the  removal  of  the 
ag^cultund  labourers,  reported  that  in  that 
time  340  cases  of  acddent  had  been  taken 
to  the  infirmary  at  Stockport,  out  of  which 
36  were  owing  to  the  parties  being  caught 
by  the  machinery  whilst  cleaning  it  in  a 
moving  state.     Out  of  these  340  cases,  he 
states,  that  he  only  knows  of  two  in  which 
the  manufacturers  have  made  any  repara- 
tion or  compensation  to  the  injured  partiea. 
Thus  it  appears  that  340  poor  labourers 
have  been  torn  limb  from  limb  in  three 
years  by  the  machinery  of  the  free-trade 
manufacturers,  and  carried  into  the  Stock- 
port infirmary,  and  yet  only  two  have  re- 
ceived the  slightest  compensation.     I  chal- 
lenge hon.  Members  opposite  who  profess 
Anti-Com-Law  League  doctrines,  to  pro- 
duce one  case  in  tlus  country  of  an  Eng- 
lish country  gentleman  having  a  labourer 
lamed  in  his  employment,  wi&out  having 
instantly  provided  for  his  famOy.     1  chal- 
lenge Ihem  to  send  their  paid  lecturers, 
convicted  bhuiphemers,  and  discharged  sol- 
diers, with  the  stripes  of  the  cat-o'-nine- 
tails on  their  back,  to  inquire  and  to  pro- 
duce one  instance  of  cruelty  on  the  part  of 
the  country  gentlemen,  similar  to  what  I 
have  just  described.     But  the  House  shall 
hear  from  the  lips  of  a  manufacturer,  and  a 
Member  of  this  House,  what  has  become  of 
the  agricultural  labourers.     The  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  refused  a  return   on  this 
subject  to  the  House,  but  1  will  now  pro- 
duce one.     The  hon.  Member  here  read  a 
paper,  of  which  the  following  is  the  sub- 
stance : — 

"  In  many  of  the  manufiMstnring  districts,  but 
partiouUrly,  he  (the  anthor  of  the  statement) 
feared,  in  the  guilty  county  to  which  he  belonged, 
cruelties  the  most  heartrending  were  practised 
on  the  unoffending  labourers.  They  were  harassed 
to  the  brink  of  death  by  exoessive  labour ;  they 
I  were  fl^ggedi  ietteredi  and  tortored,  and,  in  many 
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tcwntd  to  tho  bone,  «nd  vnsk  ia  mom  in- 
ftuioes  driTcn  to  oonmut  suioide  to  aroid  ^ 
enxelties  praotiaed  on  them ;  and  yet  the  profits  of 
the  manufiicturen  were  enormous ;  but  this  only 
iriwtted  the  appetite  which  it  should  hare  sa- 


This  is  the  luBtory  of  the  manufactiiring 
laboureTB,  who  in  1836,  1837,  and  1838, 
were  torn  from  ihm  green  lanee  and  shady 
allejs,  and  were  driven  down  to  the  manu- 
facturing districts,  for  the  puipose  of  being 
absorbed  and  used  up,  to  use  the  words  of 
Mr.  Gregg  to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 
On  this  subject  I  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham,  and  I  challenge  any  one  to 
deny  his  statements.  That  gentleman  has 
earned  for  himself,  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land, the  title  of  the  *'  Poor  man's  Friend:*' 
he  is  a  manufacturer  of  the  old  English 
sdiool,  and  is  looked  on  by  his  work- 
people as  a  father,  and  he  teUs  the  world 
that  you  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League  are 
a  set  of  tyrants.  This  is  a  dreadful  expo- 
sure; and  if  any  Member  can  deny  one  of 
these  statements,  I  challenge  him  to  do 
80  ;  but  if  they  are  true,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Goremment,  as  well  as  of  the  agricul- 
tural Members,  to  demand  that  agriculture 
ahali  be  protected,  and  that  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  sh^  exist  on  the  lands  on 
which  they  have  been  bom;  they  being 
eontent  to  live  on  moderate  comforts,  as  of 
old,  rather  than  to  be  sacrificed  and  immo- 
lated by  the  manufacturers  and  cotton 
lords  of  Lancashire.  I  have  not  exposed 
one  quarter  of  the  cruelties  I  intended  to 
haye  done ;  but  the  time  will  arrire  when  I 
ahaU  do  so.  I  am  inclined  to  beUeve  that 
I  have  said  to-night  sufScient  to  be  remem- 
bered for  many  years  to  come  by  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  Leiftgue.  Haying  shown  the 
eroelty  of  these  persons  to  their  working 
people,  I  will  now  proceed  to  expose  their 
selfishness.  The  House  wiU  recoUect  how 
I  exposed  a  worthy  alderman,  who,  with 
respect  to  an  article  in  which  he  was  in- 
terestedy  asked  me  to  yote  against  free- 
trade  principles,  obserying,  ''  in  this  world 
every  one  for  himself."  I  will  now  refer 
to  Mr.  G.  Wilson,  the  president  of  the 
Antt-Com  Law  League,  who,  it  appears, 
has  also  adopted  the  motto  of  "  eyery  one 
for  himself  in  this  world."  He  is  a  dealer 
in  starch;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Goyemment  proposed, 
in  1842,  to  reduce  the  duty  on  starch  from 
9{.  10*.  the  owt.  to  5^.,  Mr.  G.  Wilson 
said,  **  Oh !  ibis  will  neyer  do;  my  starch 
trade  will  be  injured;"  and,  therefore,  the 
ehabman  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
•anyened  a  meeting  at  Manchester  of  all 


the  starch-dealers  of  the  kingdom,  at  whieh 
he  presided,  and  a  resolution  was  adopted 
to  the  effect  that  a  deputation  should  go 
from  the  meetmg  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  use  their  influence  with  him  in  favour 
of  starch.  The  deputation  waited  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  were  successful; 
and  I  believe  that  lobsters  and  starch  were 
almost  the  only  things  whieh  obtained  the 
slightest  mercy  in  the  Tariff.  Now,  on  ibis 
subject  I  have  a  letter  from  an  honest  free- 
trader, and  it  is  as  follows : — 

"  I  take  the  liberty  of  troublinff  yon  with  a  ft w 
particvlart  whioh  I  think  inli  uiow  to  you  the 
0ort  of  dirinterosted  teformera  aome  of  tiie  lead- 
ing membera  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League  are. 
You  will  please  to  satisfy  yourself  of  the  correct- 
ness of  this  statement  beifore  you  make  any  publio 
use  of  it." 

I  belieye  it  to  be  perfectly  correct. 

"  When  Sir  Robert  Peel  published  his  new  Tariff, 
he  put  down  stardi  at  6L  per  owt.  duty  from  any 
foreign  country — ^it  before  was  92.  something; 
no  sooner  did  Mr.  Geoi^  Wilson  (Chairman  of 
the  CounoU  of  the  League)  and  a  few  others,  lead- 
ing men,  hear  of  it,  than  they  summoned  a  meet- 
ing of  all  the  starchmakers  in  the  kingdom  to 
meet  at  Blanchester,  and  Mr.  George  Wilaon  took 
the  chair.  Now,  what  do  you  think  this  meeting 
was  for  ?  Tou  would  suppose  to  take  off  the  whole 
duty,  as  the  whole  population  ara  consumers  of 
the  article.  No  such  thing.  Mr.  G.  Wilson,  Mr. 
J.  Rawsthome,  Mr.  Halliday,  and  others  were 
starch  manufiicturera;  and  although  there  are 
only  about  200  of  them,  masters  and  men,  yet  the 
population  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  must  be 
taxed  for  their  indiyidual  interests,  and  not  taxed 
at  5/.  per  owt.  (25  per  cent,  upon  the  cost  of 
foreign  starch),  but  they  wanted  the  tax  to  be 
prohibitory,  and  actually  succeeded  in  doubling 
the  duty ;  they  appointed  a  deputation  from  the 
meeting,  consisting  of  Mr.  John  Rawsthome,  Mr. 
Halliday,  and  others,  to  wait  upon  the  Board  of 
Trade;  these  are  self-styled  disinterested  re- 
formers. You  must  not  suppose  that  I  am  not 
for  free  trade :  on  the  contrary ;  but  I  cannot  join 
such  fi^ee  traders  as  these,  and  thipk  every  man 
of  principle  should  show  them  up  to  public  indig- 
nation." 

Now  in  looking  oyer  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Ba- 
ronet's new  TiuifP,  tbougb  I  find  tbat  tbere 
is  to  be  free  trade  in  corn,  yet  1  find  also 
tbat  Mr.  G.  Wilson  and  starcb  are  to  be 
protected.  Is  tbis  fair  ?  This  is  tbe  way 
in  which  the  Goyemment  of  the  country 
truckle  to  tbe  Anti-com-Law  League.  I 
must  allude  now  to  a  subject  which  is  per- 
sonal, and  in  alluding  to  it  I  must  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House.  I  haye  suffered 
not  a  little  from  the  conduct  of  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House.  I  should  perhaps 
neyer  haye  referred  to  the  subject  again  in 
this  assembly,  had  not  that  hon.  Member 
of  whom  I  speak  recently  asserted,  at  a 
pubUc  meeting,  held  within  a  few  miles  of 
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m J  own  bouse,  that  he  meant  to  go  down 
to  the  borough  of  Knareaborough  with 
1,5002.  in  his  pocket,  with  that  to  deprive 
me  of  my  seat.  When,  again,  attending 
a  meeting  at  Halifax,  the  same  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  called  on  the  Anti-Gom-Law 
League  manufacturers  to  subscribe  their 
monej  liberallj,  promising  to  them  that,  if 
thej  did  so,  the  sums  raised  should  be 
spent  in  the  borough  of  Knaresborough,  as 
it  was  high  time  that  I  should  be  remoyed. 
Now,  as  I  am  to  be  opposed  to  that  hon. 
Gendeman  or  to  some  oi  hb  nominees,  it 
will  only  be  fair  that,  before  we  go  further, 
we  should  stand  on  equal  ground,  and  with 
that  view  I  now  take  the  liberty  of  intro- 
ducing the  matter.  On  March  15,  1842, 
I  said  in  the  House— 


"  The  other  night  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port  said,  he  had  inquired,  whether  in  his  mills,  or 
'  printing  works/  the  truck  system  prevailed,  and 
that  he  hsA  found  it  did  not ;  whereas  the  fiust  was, 
that  the  hon.  Biember  himself  kept  cows,  and 
forced  his  people  to  buy  milk  from  him.*' 

On  the  next  night,  the  hon.  Member  for 

Stockport  replied — 

"  As  many  hundred  tons  of  dung  were  used  in 
this  trade,  it  was  necessary  for  manufiusturers  to 
keep  great  numbers  of  cows.  Now,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  his  printing  work  being  close  to  a 
town,  it  was  found  more  convenient  to  buy  the 
requisite  quantity  of  dung  than  to  keep  cows ; 
and,  therefore,  the  insinuations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  were  not  only  untrue,  but 
destitttte  of  the  shadow  of  a  foundation." 

When  he  made  that  statement  I  adopted 
the  course  usually  puraued  by  Gentlemen 
in  this  House.  I  went  into  the  library, 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  hon.  Member,  and 
gave  up  the  name  of  my  informant ;  and  he 
sent  that  letter  down  to  the  Manchegter 
Guardian,  and  on  the  next  day  but  one  it 
was  published  to  the  world.  1  asked  for 
a  Committee  of  this  House  to  enable  me  to 
prove  the  truth  of  the  assertion  I  had  made 
with  regard  to  the  truck  system  in  the 
north  of  England,  and  that  Committee  was 
granted.  The  hon.  Members  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Cobden),  and  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Villiers),  and  others,  whom  it  is 
unnecessary  to  mention,  sat  on  it ;  it  was 
fairly  appointed,  and  Lord  Ashley  was  in 
the  chair.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port had,  on  the  26th  df  March,  made  the 
House  and  the  country  believe  that  I  had 
made  a  statement  which  was  utterly  un- 
true ;  he  published  that  contradiction  in 
every  newspaper  over  which  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League  had  influence ;  and  what  was 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  ?  On  the  13th  of 
June,  1842,  when  the  Committee  sat  in 
the  presence  of  the  two  hon.  Members  I 


referred  to,  and  of  the  noble  chairman, 

Isaac  Oldfield,  clerk  to  the  house  of  Stain- 
ton  and  Jones,  of  Chorley,  solicitors,  was 
called.  In  answer  to  a  question  from  Lord 
Ashley,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  Lord 
Atherton's  Truck  Act  was  evaded,  he 
said — 

'*  I  think  BIr.  Cobden  has  not  a  shop  attached 
^o  his  works,  neither  do  they  let  cottages.  Mr, 
Qobden  has  no  shop,  but  be  is  in  the  habit  of 
letting  out  cows  to  his  workpeople.*' 

It  would  be  imagined  that  hearing  this  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  would  ask  this 
witness  for  his  authority  for  such  evidence ; 
but  instead  of  this,  after  several  other  an- 
swers had  been  given,  the  hon.  Member 
put  a  question  which  was  intended  to  draw 
only  off  the  scent,  and  which  was  merely 
relative  to  the  number  of  mills  in  Chorley. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  also  in 
the  Committee,  asked,  in  reference  to 
letting  out  cows,  "  What  was  the  nature 
of  that  transaction  ?"  The  answer  was — 

"I  do  not  think  that  it  is  any  iigury  to  the 
workpeople,  but  it  is  done  in  Chorley.  I  made 
inquiries  chiefly  at  Mr.  Cobden*8  printworks  : 
there  are  certain  individuals  who  take  cows.  It 
is  the  interest  of  the  printers  to  have  cows  kept 
upon  certain  land  that  they  have,  and  several  of 
the  men  take  cows." 

Then  I  put  this  question — 

"  Have  you  heard  at  any  time  of  any  ma- 
nufiicturers  in  your  part  of  the  country  com* 
pelling  the  work-people  to  tako  more  milk 
than  they  could  consimie  !**  The  answer  was, 
**  Tes,  I  have."  I  asked  "  Is  that  carried  on  to  a 
considerable  extent  ?**  and  the  reply  was,  "  Tcs, 
it  is."  "In  Chorley?"  "Tes."  Mr.  Cobden 
asked  ."  Has  that  been  the  millowners  or  the 
calico  printers?"  The  answer  was,  "The  milU 
owners,  generally."  I  asked  "  Is  the  system  con- 
sidered by  the  working  classes  as  oppressive,?"  The 
answer,  "  Yes,  and  it  is  particularly  oppressive, 
and  I  state  it  as  a  &ct,  that  the  whole  of  the  mill 
owners  in  Chorley,  with  the  exception  of  one,  in 
the  cotton  trade,  are  in  the  habit  of  getting  some- 
thing like  50  per  cent,  out  of  the  shop."  He  also 
said,  "  They  sell  everything.*'  Another  question 
was,  "That  is  the  feeling  among  the  working 
classes  ?"  "  Tes ;  milk  has  been  taken  for  a 
family,  and  actually  sold  at  less  than  they  gave 
for  it  to  another  fiunily  to  get  quit  of  it." 

Now  I  will  not  (continued  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber) say  another  word  on  this  question.  I 
appeal  to  the  gentlemanly  feeling  of  this 
House  for  my  justification.  It  is  late  in 
doing  so,  I  admit;  but  my  conscience  has 
always  acquitted  me;  and  I  was  unwilling 
to  rake  up  any  unpleasant  discussion.  I 
knew  I  was  speaking  the  truth  ;  and  I  now 
call  upon  the  House  to  decide  which  of  the 
two  Members  it  was,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  or  myself,  who  made  a  state- 
ment without  a  shadow  of  foundation.  I  lun 
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prepared  (o  meet  that  hon.  Member  on  bis 
own  ground  or  on  mine.  He  may  go  down 
to  Knaresborougb,  and  spend  bis  1,5002. ; 
but  I  bave  far  too  high  an  opinion  of  my 
constituents  to  believe  tbat  be  can  be  suc- 
cessful, or  tbat  tbe  Association  wbicb  be 
represents  would  be  countenanced.  I  tbank 
tbe  House  for  tbe  indulgence  witb  wbicb, 
this  evening,  I  bave  been  beard.  I  bave 
felt  it  my  duty  to  redeem  every  pledge  I 
have  given  to  my  constituents.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  go  before  them ;  I  challenge  you 
to  do  the  same. 

Db.  BOWRINa  moved  tbe  Adjoum-^ 
ment  of  tbe  Debate  to  Wednesday. 

Mb.  M.  miles  begged  upon  that  to 
move  an  Amendment,  that  the  debatq  be 
adjourned  to  Thursday  evening.  He  did 
not  think  that  it  would  make  the  slightest 
eventual  difference,  and  be  was  of  opinion 
tbat  tbe  business  for  wbicb,  as  he  under- 
stood, Wednesdays  bad  been  set  apart, 
should  not  be  interfered  witb.  lif  bis  wish 
had  been  consulted,  a  division  would  long 
since  have  been  come  to;  but  on  a  question 
of  such  importance,  one,  as  all  agitating 
tbe  country,  east,  west,  north,  and  south, 
it  would  have  been  impracticable,  and  per- 
haps inadvisable,  to  close  tbe  debate  be- 
fore this  week.  It  bad  certainly  already 
been  sufficiently  discussed,  as  far  as  tbat 
side  of  tbe  Ilouse  was  concerned;  and 
there  would  therefore,  be  no  objection  to 
an  adjournment  to  Thursday.  He  sincerely 
h<^)ed  tbe  discussion  would  not  be  con- 
tinued over  Friday  night.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  bad  tbat  day  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  Liverpool,  con- 
taining a  prayer  to  tbat  effect,  from  mer- 
chants engaged  in  tbe  American  trade, 
and  also  representing  tbe  great  impedi- 
ments which  the  delay  in  a  settlement  pre- 
sented to  mercantile  business.  Tbat  might 
be  looked  upon  as  tbe  general  feeling  on 
tbe  subject ;  and  tbe  sooner  a  settlement 
was  effected  tbe  better  for  Ireland.  If,  in 
reference  to  tbat  country,  tbe  right  hon. 
Baronet  introduced  a  short  Bill,  tbe  object 
of  which  should  be  to  give  an  immediate 
supply  of  food,  bis  (Mr.  Miles  *s)  consent 
should  be  cheerfully  given  to  its  passing. 
If  fiunine,  while  tbe  debate  was  going  on, 
did  come  on  tbe  Irish  people,  and  if  the 
price  of  provisions  did  rise,  upon  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  rest  all  the  responsi- 
bility. 

Debate  adjourned  to  Thursday. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  One 
o*clock« 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  February  25, 1846. 

MfNUTCs.]    Public  Bills.— 2*-  Friendly  Sodetiet. 

Pnrrioirs  Prbsimtid.  By  Sir  Robert  Ilarry  Inglis,  fiooi 
Heroben  of  the  Bath  Chundi  of  EngUuid  Lay  Association, 
iV>in*t  the  Union  of  Saint  Asaph  and  Bangor  Dioceses. — 
By  Mr.  Hale,  from  lAndownen,  Tenant  Farmert,  and 
others,  of  the  Parishes  of  Dodington,  Wapley,  and  Cod- 
rington,  and  by  Mr.  Buck,  fkom  Landowners,  Farmers, 
and  Laboureis,  of  the  Parish  of  Bradftud,  ag>in*t  the 
proposed  Measure  respecting  Customs  and  Cora  Impor- 
tation.—By  Mr.  Shaiman  Crawfwd,  fhxn  Inhabitants  of 
the  Borough  of  Rochdale,  for  Remisrion  of  Sentence  upon 
WilUam  S,  EUia.— By  several  hon.  Memben,  from  Tarlous 
places,  hk  fkvour  of  Limiting  the  Hours  of  Labour  of 
Children  and  Young  Persons  employed  in  Factories  to 
Tan. — By  Mr.  Sherman  Crawford,  from  TnhaMtanto  of 
the  Borough  of  Rodidale,  and  by  Captain  Pechell,  from 
Brighton,  for  RemiKion  of  Senteooe  upon  Frost,  Wil- 
liams, and  Jonei. — By  Mr.  T.  Duneombe,  from  Renton. 
West  Lintxa.  Kilmarnock,  Tavistock,  and  SL  Boswells, 
and  by  General  Morison,  from  Coalsnaugbton,  against 
Enrolment  of  Militia. 

THE  CHURCH  OF  IRELAND. 

On  the  Motion  tbat  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  be  read, 

Mr.  a.  S.  O'BRIEN  said,  tbat  so 
much  anxiety  existed  out  of  doors  in  con- 
sequence of  proceedings  of  a  very  extraor- 
dinary nature,  as  be  must  characterize 
them,  which  bad  taken  place  at  tbe  late 
South  Nottinghamshire  election,  tbat  he  felt 
bound  to  take  tbe  earliest  opportunity  of 
calling  tbe  attention  of  the  House  to  them. 
According  to  the  accounts  of  the  news- 
papers it  appeared  tbat  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Malton,  in  addressing  tbe  electors  of 
South  Nottinghamshire  from  the  hustings, 
stated — 

"  Tliat  when  Lord  Lincoln  wrote  to  ask  for  his 
support,  he  had  answered,  that  if  Lord  Lincoln 
had  come  in  his  old  office  to  ask  for  re-election  on 
the  ground  of  the  Com  Laws»  he  had  made  up  his 
mind,  though  not  entirely  agreeing  with  the  Go* 
▼ornment  measure,  to  give  him  without  a  reserva- 
tion, and  without  a  word,  his  cordial  support.  But 
as  Lord  Lincoln  came  in  the  new  and  responsible 
office  of  Secretary  for  Ireland,  entertaining  strong 
opinions,  which  he  did,  on  certain  points  of  policy, 
both  as  regarded  Church  and  State  affiiirs  in  Ire- 
land, he  could  not  offer  the  noble  Lord  an  entire 
and  cordial  support  without  some  explanation,  in 
the  first  instance,  as  to  the  views  with  which  he 
entered  on  that  office.  He  had  had  a  conversation 
with  the  noble  Lord  on  Iiish  afi&iirs,  with  which 
he  was  entirely  satisfied  ;  and,  convinced  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  enter  on  those  high  duties  in  a 
spirit  of  firm  and  liberal  policy,  he  at  once  as. 
Bured  him  of  his  cordial  good  wishes  and  earnest 
support." 

Tbe  views,  therefore,  of  tbe  noble  Lord 
were  perfectly  satisfactory  to  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Malton,  who  stated  that  he 
entertained  very  strong  opinions  on  tbe 
subject,  the  nature  of  which  might  be  ga- 
thered from  the  8uppoi*t  given  by  tbe  hon. 
Member  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Sheffield,  for  the  destmotion  of  the 
Irish  Establishment.  The  Earl  of  Lincoln 
subsequently,  in  one  part  of  his  speech, 
mentioned  that,  although  his  opinions  on 
the  subject  of  the  Com  Laws  had  changed, 
he  had  still  remained  on  the  Ooyemment 
benches;  but  that  although  his  position 
in  the  Ministry  would  have  entitled  him  to 
speak  on  the  Com  Law  debates,  which 
had  taken  place  on  former  occasions  in 
that  House,  yet  his  conyiotioiiB  as  to  the 
necessity  of  abolishing  pnHection  altoge- 
ther were  so  strong  that  he  refrained  from 
taking  part  in  those  debated.  Taking  these 
two  circumstances  into  consideration, 
namely — ^the  declaration  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fof  Malton,  that  he  was  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  yiews  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
reference  to  Ireland,  and  the  declara- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  himself  that  he 
considered  it  proper  and  right  to  remain 
a  member  of  a  protection  Government^ 
entertaining  sentiments  hostile  to  protec- 
tion, satis^ing  his  conscience  by  taking 
no  part  in  '^e  Com  Law  debates — ^he 
felt  called  upon  to  tell  the  Government 
that  the  greatest  consternation  existed  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  as  to  the  opinions 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, on  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Church ; 
and  he  must  take  this  opportunity  of  re- 
peating publicly  in  his  place  in  Parlia- 
ment what  he  had  stated  at  Northampton 
yesterday,  namely-— that  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  a  person  for  whom  he  enter- 
tained so  sincere  a  regard  should  have  ut- 
tered such  sentiments  as  that  he  con- 
sidered it  right  to  maintain  silence  upon  a 
subject  respecting  which  his  opinions  were 
directly  opposed  to  the  professions  of  the 
Government  to  which  he  belonged.  If  the 
Irish  Church  was  to  be  destroyed,  and  its 
revenues  confiscated,  he  should  most  sin- 
cerely prefer  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  should 
have  the  task  rather  than  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  ask  any  question  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  it  remained  for 
them  to  decide  whether  they  chose  to  make 
any  comments.  He  had  always  said,  if  you 
turn  out  the  Government  you  will  have 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city 
of  London  in  power,  and  then  what  will 
become  of  the  Irish  Church?  But  if  the 
sentiments  of  the  Earl  of  Lincoln,  so  satis- 
factory to  the  hon.  Member  for  Malton, 
who  was  distinctly  pledged  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  temporalities  of  the  Irish  Church, 
were  the  sentiments  of  the  Government  of 


which  he  formed  a  part,  however  much 
they  might  have  heard  of  common  honesty 
and  public  faith,  he  did  not  think  he  was 
transgressing  his  duty  us  the  Representa* 
tive  for  Northamptonshire,  and  a  Member 
of  that  House,  in  earnestly  requesting  the 
Members  of  the  Government,  as  speedily  as 
possible,  to  declare  4heir  views. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  had  it  not 
been  for  the  declaration  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  at  the  close  of  his  speech,  he  cer- 
tainly should  have  felt  some  surprise  at 
the  hon.  Member  puttijig  a  question  to 
him  without  having  the  courtesy  to  give 
him  notice.  It  was  quite  possible  that  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days  the  Earl  of  Lin- 
coln might  be  in  the  House  to  answer  any 
qnestion  which  the  hon.  Member  might 
think  proper  to  put  to  him  with  respect  to 
hiB  conduct  in  reference  to  the  Com  Laws  ; 
and  he  tmsted  that  the  noble  Earl,  in  his 
seat  in  ParUament,  would  be  able  to  ez^ 
plain  his  conduct  on  that  subject  fully  and 
satisfactorily,  both  to  the  hon.  Member 
and  to  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  a  conversation  which  was  said 
to  have  taken  place  between  the  Earl  of 
Lincoln  and  a  Member  of  that  House, 
during  the  Northamptonshire  election,  on 
the  subject  of  Irish  policy.  With  regard 
to  that  conversation  he  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
had  no  more  information  than  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  or  any  other  Member  of 
that  House.  He  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  conferring  with  the  noble  Lord,  and  had 
received  no  explanation  from  him  in  refer- 
enoe  to  that  conversation.  As  he  read  the 
report  in  the  newspapers,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Malton  declared  that  the  communi- 
cation which  took  place  between  himself 
and  the  noble  Lord  was  satisfactory  to  the 
hon.  Member.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Malton 
were  with  respect  to  Irish  policy  ;  they 
might  be  satisfactory  to  him  and  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Malton  might  enter- 
tain opinions  with  which  he  could  not  con- 
cur. The  hon.  Member  said  he  had  much 
rather  see  the  destruction  of  the  Irish 
Church  intrusted  to  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site than  to  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment. He  was  not  aware  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  at  aU  prepared  to  destroy  that 
Church  ;  at  all  events,  he  had  never  he&rd 
him  make  any  such  declaration.  He  had 
differed  from  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  ap- 
propriation of  a  portion  of  revenue  of  the 
Irish  Church  ;  but  it  remained  to  be  shown 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  prepared,  either 
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in  or  out  of  office,  to  support  a  measure 
haviug  for  its  object  the  destruction  of  that 
estabHshment.  Certainly  he  was  not  in  a 
condition  to  state  the  substance  of  the  con- 
versation which  had  been  so  vaguely  ru- 
moured abroad.  As  far  as  he  was  aware 
of  the  sentiments  of  his  noble  Friend  with 
respect  to  Irish  policy,  it  was  in  unison 
with  those  of  his  own  ;  and  those  senti- 
ments were  decidedly  opposed  to  any  po- 
licy destructive  of  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Malton  was  not  present,  and 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
had  moreover,  in  his  strictures  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Earl  of  Lincoln,  referred  to 
sentiments  entertained  by  him  (Lord  J. 
Russell),  he  thought  it  due  as  well  to  his 
hon.  Friend  as  to  his  own  public  character, 
to  make  a  short  statement  to  the  House. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Malton 
had  communicated  to  him  generally  all  that 
passed  between  him  and  the  Earl  of  Lin- 
coln on  the  occasion  alluded  to.  He  was 
not  authorised  to  make  any  statement  on 
the  subject ;  but  in  justice  to  the  Earl  of 
Lincoln  he  felt  bound  to  state  that  nothing 
which  the  noble  Lord  stated  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Malton  implied  any 
opinion  that  he  was  prepared  to  assist  in  the 
destruction  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ire- 
land. Indeed,  he  believed  his  hon.  Friend 
said  little  more  than  this — that  he  was 
for  a  firm  and  liberal  policy  as  regarded 
the  affairs  of  Ireland ;  that  with  regard  to 
the  particular  measures  in  reference  to  that 
country  he  coincided  with  his  Colleagues 
in  the  Cabinet  in  the  course  which  they  had 
hitherto  pursued ;  to  the  future  measures 
which  it  might  be  advisable  to  take  he 
would  prefer  postponing  an  opinion  until 
he  had  neld  the  office  of  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land some  time  longer.  Those  opinions, 
in  his  (Lord  J.  Russell's)  opinion,  were 
perfectly  honourable  to  the  noble  Lord: 
whether  they  were  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Malton  was  entirely  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  that  hon.  Member. 
It  was  to  be  considered  likewise  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Malton  had  been  long 
connected  by  ties  of  friendship  with  the 
Earl  of  Lincoln ;  that  he  entertained  the 
highest  respect  for  his  character ;  and  that 
it  was  that  very  respect  which  induced  the 
hon.  Member  to  make  himself  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  noble  Lord's  views 
with  reference  to  Ireland,  in  order  to  see 
whether  the  policy  was  likely  to  be  such  as 
he  should  be  able  to  support.    He  did  not 


think  that  anything  had  passed  in  that 
conversation,  as  the  information  had  reached 
him,  at  all  inconsistent  with  the  previous 
conduct  of  the  Earl  of  Lincoln  in  reference 
to  the  Irish  Church.  With  regard  to  him- 
self he  must  decline  the  task  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  pro- 
posed to  impose  on  him,  of  framing  mea- 
sures for  the  destruction  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  He  had  never  held  the  opinion 
that  the  Irish  Church  ought  to  be  destroyed. 
He  thought  that  a  portion  of  its  revenues 
were  misapplied,  and  ought  to  be  otherwise 
applied  ;  but  it  was  a  matter  of  contro- 
versy between  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and 
himself  what  would  be  the  tendency  of 
such  a  measure-— they  contending  that  it 
would  end  in  the  destruction  of  the  Irish 
Church  ;  and  he  maintaining  that  it  was 
calculated  to  preserve  it.  For  his  own 
part  he  was  ready  to  declare  that, 
although  he  could  never  think  the  pre- 
sent  situation  of  the  Irish  Church  en^* 
dowment,  as  it  stood  with  regard  to  parti- 
cular parishes,  satisfactory,  yet  with  regard 
to  that  Church  as  a  whole,  he  wished  for 
its  maintenance  and  support,  and  he  trusted 
that  Parliament  would  maintain  and  sup- 
port that  part  of  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland.  He,  therefore, 
could  not  accept  the  duty  which  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  should  devolve  on 
him.  He  would  not  disguise,  however, 
.that  although  he  thought  it  would  bo  inex- 
pedient to  introduce  any  measure  with  re- 
spect to  the  Irish  Church  at  present,  yet 
that  when  the  time  should  come  for  the 
consideration  of  that  question,  there  were 
parts  of  that  Church  which  might  be  use- 
fully and  beneficially  reformed,  which 
would  make  that  Church  better  able  to 
withstand  future  attacks.  He  begged  par- 
don of  the  House  for  thus  entering  into  the 
subject,  but  he  thought  the  explanation 
necessary,  in  order  to  correct  unjust  repre- 
sentations, which  might  otherwise  have 
gone  forth  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Earl  of 
Lincoln. 

Sir  R.*  INGLIS  thought  the  House 
greatly  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  for  calling  their  attention  to 
the  conversation  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
and  sincerely  wished  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  had  con- 
fined himself  to  the  cordial  cheer  with 
which  he  greeted  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  respecting  his  vicw^ 
as  to  the  destruction  of  the  Irish  Churcli. 

Mb.  O'CONNELLhad  been  extremely 
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gratified  at  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonahire  in 
which  he  drew  the  clear  distinction — a 
distinction  never  to  be  forgotten — ^between 
the  Established  Church  of  Ireland  and  its 
temporalities.  The  distinction  was  em- 
phatic, and  should  not  be  lost  sight  of:  for 
he  knew  no  one  who  desired  the  destruc- 
tion of  that  Church,  unless  bj  the  couTcr- 
sion  of  its  members  to  the  precepts  of  a 
purer  faith.  The  Protestants  of  Ireland 
had  as  much  right,  he  contended,  to  main- 
tain their  Church  in  Ireland  as  the  Roman 
Catholics  had  to  maintain  theirs,  which 
they  did  by  their  own  exertions:  would 
that  the  Protestant  Church  were  on  the 
same  footing !  But  the  temporalities  were 
another  affair.  He  could  not  allow  that 
thej  formed  any  part  of  the  Irish  Church, 
and  he  begged  to  press  on  the  House  the 
consideration  of  their  allocation.  Let  them 
remember  the  debt  which  they  owned  to 
'  Ireland  after  so  many  centuries  of  misrule, 
which  had  ruined  the  country  ;  he  wanted 
no  other  authority  for  this  assertion  than 
the  Report  of  the  Earl  of  Devon's  Commis- 
sion. They  could  never  take  the  affairs 
of  the  Irish  Church  into  consideration 
without  making  some  better  allocation  of 
its  temporalities.  He  wished  to  deprive 
no  man  of  his  vested  rights,  but  would 
have  him  retain  them  for  life;  but  he  could 
not  hold  out  the  least  hope  to  those  who 
desired  an  amalgamation  of  the  two  coun- 
tries, unless  some  very  strong  and  decisive 
measure  were  taken  in  reference  to  the 
temporalities  of  the  Irish  Church. 

Mb.  PHILIP  HOWARD  complained 
of  those  Gentlemen  who  had  lately  on  the 
hustings  at  public  meetings  indulged  in  epi- 
thets towards  their  Catholic  fellow  subjects, 
calculated  to  embitter  the  feelings  which  ex- 
isted between  Catholics  and  Protestants, 
and  to  fan  the  almost  extinct  flame  of  re- 
ligious discord.  For  his  own  part,  he 
thoi^ht  Gentlemen  as  much  bound  to  be 
cautious  in  their  expressions  on  the  hus- 
tings as  in  the  drawing-room.  He  could 
not  conceive  why  these  Gentlemen  should 
think  fit  to  describe  those  as  Papists,  and 
their  religion  as  Popery,  who,  in  the  Votes 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  were  coUed 
Roman  Catholics.  If  such  were  the  con- 
duct of  Gentlemen  of  education,  and  who 
professed  to  represent  the  aristocracy  of 
the  country,  what  was  to  be  expected  from 
the  ignorant  and  the  low  ?  Protectionists 
or  anti-protectionists,  it  was  by  courtesy 
and  argument — not  by  vituperation  and 
invective — that   men  would    recommend 


themselves  to  the  good  feeling  and  honour- 
able regard  of  their  fellow-countrymen. 

THE  CON\'ICT  SEERY. 

Sm  J.  GRAHAM  was  anxious  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  explaining  the 
answer  given  by  him  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork  on  Monday  last. 
The  House  would  remember  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  on  Thursday,  gave 
notice  of  two  questions  which  he  intended 
to  ask  him  (Sir.  J.  Graham).  He  did  not 
happen  to  see  the  precise  terms  of  those 
questions,  and  had  no  opportunity  of  writ- 
ing to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  till  Friday 
evening;  and,  therefore,  answered  the 
questions  on  Monday  before  he  had  re- 
ceived the  Lord  Lieutenant's  answer.  The 
first  question  related  to  a  deputation  which 
was  said  to  have  waited  on  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant respecting  the  case  of  Bryan  Seery. 
The  hon.  and  Teamed  Gentleman  asked 
him  whether  it  was  true  that  a  deputation 
had  waited  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  this 
subject,  and  had  prayed  that  the  sentence 
of  death  passed  on  that  individual  should 
be  carried  into  effect.  He  had  answered 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  question 
on  the  best  information  which  he  could 
obtain  before  receiving  the  answer  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  and  had  stated  that  a 
deputation  from  the  county  of  Westmeath 
had  made  such  a  representation,  and  that 
he  deeply  deplored  it,  as  being,  in  his 
opinion,  harsh  and  unusual.  He  held  in 
his  hand  the  answer  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant, received  on  Monday  morning.  It  was 
as  follows : — 

"Dublin  Castte,  Feb.  22,  1846. 

"My  dear  Sir  James — You  may  very  safely 
afiirm  tbat  the  language  of  the  deputation  that 
waited  upon  me  had  not  the  slightest  influence 
on  my  mind,  nor  swayed  my  judgment  in  tlie 
least  in  deciding  upon  the  case  of  Seery ;  nor  did 
I  give  the  least  encouragement  or  countenance  to 
such  interference. 

"  But,  in  point  of  &ct,  the  principal  object  of 
the  deputation  was  to  represent  to  me  the  lawless 
state  of  the  county  of  Roscommon,  and  the  neces- 
sitp  of  more  stringent  measures  for  its  pacifica- 
tion ;  and  it  was  only  incidentally  stated  tbat  any 
lenity  shown  to  Seery  would  be  considered  as  a 
proof  of  the  weakness  of  the  Government,  and 
tend  to  encourage  the  perpetration  of  such  atro- 
cities, and  to  keep  alive  that  sanguinary  spirit  so 
fiktal  to  the  peace  of  the  country." 

The  only  inaccuracy  in  the  statement 
which  he  (Sir  J.  Qraham)  had  made,  con- 
sisted in  saying,  that  the  deputation  came 
from  Westmeath  instead  of  Roscommon. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  moved  the  Second 
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Reading  of  the  Friendly  Societies  Bill. 
The  House  was  aware,  that  in  the  year 
1829,  an  Act  was  passed  to  consolidate 
the  Friendly  Societies  Act.  In  1834,  4ih 
and  5th  William  IV.,  another  Act  was 
passed  to  extend  the  objects  of  the  former 
Statute,  which  had  worked  remarkably 
well  until  within  a  short  period  since.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  remove  doubts 
which  had  arisen  in  consequence  of  a  de- 
cision of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  upon 
an  appeal  in  a  case  connected  with  the 
South  Shields  Loan  Investment  Society. 
A  dispute  had  arisen  between  that  society 
and  one  of  its  members  named  John  Scott, 
who  had  allowed  his  contributions  to  fall 
in  arrear.  He  was  summoned  before  the 
magistrates,  who  refused  to  interfere;  a 
mandcmius  was  obtained  from  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  and  the  question  to  be 
argued  was  raised  by  doubts  which  existed 
as  to  the  interpretation  and  construction 
of  the  Act;  of  which  doubts,  Scott,  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  the  payment  of 
his  contributions,  had  taken  advantage. 
The  case  came  on  before  Mr.  Justice 
Wightman.  It  was  shown  that  the  so- 
ciety was  established  on  the  7th  of  De- 
cember, 1841,  and  that  its  rules  had  been 
duly  certified  by  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt,  shortly 
after  which  this  dispute  arose.  The  case 
was  ably  argued,  and  the  decision  of  Mr. 
Justice  Wightman,  as  reported  in  the  Ze- 
^al  Observer^  was  as  follows : — 

**  I  am  of  opinion  that  this  society  is  not  a 
friendly  soeiety,  and  that  the  words  '  or  any  other 
purpose  not  illegal,'  in  the  second  section  of  the 
4th  and  5th  WiUiam  IV .,  c.  40,  mnst  be  construed 
so  as  to  bear  some  relation  to  the  declared  objects 
of  the  Act — ^namely,  for  the  mutual  relief  and 
maintenance  of  all  and  every  the  members  there- 
of^ their  wives,  children,  Ac.,  in  sickness,  in&ncy, 
adTftDced  age,  widowhood,  or  any  other  natural 
state  or  contingency  whereof  the  occurence  is 
susceptible  of  calculation  by  way  of  average.  If 
these  words  were  to  receive  a  more  extendi  con- 
struction, they  would  then  include  societies  which 
it  is  not  contended  fall  within  the  Act,  namely, 
for  insurance  on  lives,  and  numerous  others.  But 
there  is  an  additional  circumstance  which  leads 
me  to  this  conclusion,  which  is,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture has  passed  distinct  Acts  for  the  regulation  of 
loan  societies,  and  I  cannot  make  any  real  dis- 
tinction between  the  societies  framed  under  the 
6th  and  6th  William  IV.,  c.  23,  and  the  present. 
That  Act  does  not  expressly  provide  for  the  case 
of  loans  to  the  members  themselves ;  but  I  see 
nothing  to  exclude  such  a  case  from  its  operation, 
or  to  prevent  rules  frt>m  being  framed  to  meet  it. 
However  that  may  be,  at  all  events  this  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  friendly  society,  and  conse- 
quently the  present  rule  must  be  discharged." 

It  certainly  would  be  very  unbecoming  in 
him  to  impugn  the  correctness  of  Mr.  Jus- 


tice Wightman's  views  ;  but  he  thought  it 
full  time  that  some  decision  should  be  come 
to  in  reference  to  the  numerous  societies 
of  the  same  nature  which  were  now  in  ex- 
istence, and  that  the  learned  Judge  could 
not  have  been  acquainted  with  their  im- 
portance in  the  country.     At  that  very 
moment  there  were  not  less  than  5,000 
societies,  possessing  capital  from  50,000L 
up  to  70,0002.,  founded  for  tbe  mutual  re- 
lief of  the  members,  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies, in  sickness  and  advanced  age,  and 
other  contingencies.     The  greatest  con- 
sternation would  be  caused  by  that  deci- 
sion among  the  numerous  persons  con- 
nected with  those  bodies.     In  the  event  of 
any  disputes,  the  magistrate  would  refuse 
to  interfere,  and  the  case  would  then  be 
brought  into  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
where  expense  and  delay  would  waste  the 
funds  of  the  society ;  or  the  trustees  might 
run  off  with  all  the  money  in  the  interval, 
and  nothing  but  confusion  and  actual  rob- 
bery could  ensue  from  such  a  construction 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament.     The  question 
was  no  crotchet  of  his — ^it  was  no  business 
of  his ;  but  in  consequence  of  that  decision, 
Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  was  obliged  to  hold  his 
hands,   and  could  not  enrol  parties  who 
were  perpetually  applying  to  him;  and  it 
was  with  the  sanction  of  that  gentleman 
that  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  brought  the  mat- 
ter before  the  House.     The  decision  in  ef- 
fect was,  that  no  societies  could  be  enroUed 
or  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  except 
those  **  ejusdem  generis^'*  with  the  object 
of  mutuid  benefit  to  the  members.     He 
believed  that  those  friendly  and  loan  so- 
cieties were  of  the  greatest  advantage  to 
the  poorer  classes,  and  that  the  more  their 
sphere  could  be  extended,  and  the  less  the 
members  were  put  to  expense  in  having 
their  rules  and  regulations  certified,  the 
better  would  it  be  for  the  country.     The 
only  alteration  ho  sought  to  effect  in  the 
Bill  was,  after  the  words  *'  or  for  any  pur- 
pose which  is  not  illegal,'*  to  add,  •*  whe- 
ther of  the  same  description  as  is  herein- 
after mentioned,  or  otherwise."  » 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  no  person 
could  be  more  favourably  disposed  towards 
friendly  and  mutual  benefit  societies  than  he 
was ;  or  be  more  willing  to  promote  their 
extension.  However,  as  he  had  not  had 
any  opportunity  of  conferring  with  Mr.  Tidd 
Pratt  on  the  subject,  he  thought  it  would 
not  be  proper  to  enter  at  once  into  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member.  There  were 
considerable  difficulties  ^n  the  alterations 
he  proposed.    Any  one  looking  to  the  Bill 
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would  see  that  its  whole  purpose  was  con- 
tained in  the  words  "  and  otherwise."  The 
preamhle  contained  the  whole  force  of  the 
law,  which  was  applicahle  to  mutual  insur- 
ance and  friendly  societies,  ejusdem  geh&- 
ris,  as  the  purposes  specified,  with  ohjects 
legal  in  themsdres,  and  of  the  same 
kind.  By  the  insertion  of  the  words 
**  and  otherwise,"  the  privileges  of  friend- 
ly insurances  and  mutual  societies  would 
he  extended  to  societies  for  promoting 
or  carrying  out  all  ohjects  of  every  kind. 
What  would  he  the  effect  of  that  exten- 
sion ?  There  were  many  ohjects,  not  ille- 
gal in  themselves,  which  it  might  not  he 
the  policy  of  the  State  to  encourage. 
Friendly  societies,  as  at  present  constitut- 
ed, had  a  great  many  advantages.  They 
could  make  hy-laws  which  might  he  en- 
forced in  the  most  stringent  manner,  and 
had  numerous  facilities  in  the  advantage- 
ous employment  of  their  capital.  It  would 
he  well  to  pause  hefore  those  advantages 
were  universally  extended.  For  instance, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  a  eomhi- 
nation  of  masters  to  reduce  the  rate  of 
wages,  or  of  workmen  to  raise  them  hy 
legal  means,  was  illegal,  and  might  he  in- 
expedient ;  hut  if  workmen  were  to  enter 
into  friendly  and  mutual  henefit  societies  to 
maintain  themselves  4uring  a  strike,  though 
it  might  not  he  illegal  in  itself,  he  never- 
theless douhted  whether  it  would  he  the 
policy  of  the  State  to  extend  the  advan- 
tages of  those  societies  to  men  engaged  in 
any  such  ohject.  The  words  sought  to  he 
introduced,  however,  would  have  the  effect 
of  sanctioning  their  enrolment.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  deny,  that  all  ohjects,  ejusdem 
generis f  should  he  hrought  under  the  gene- 
ral Act ;  hut  the  words  in  question  would 
extend  the  present  application  of  the  law 
to  societies  of  any  kind.  He  could  not 
understand  that  any  societies  for  political 
purposes,  though  not  illegal  in  themselves, 
should  he  hrought  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act.  Reserving  to  Government  the 
full  right  of  opposing  the  introduction  of 
those  words  on  a  future  occasion,  he  would, 
with  that  protest,  consent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Memher 
had  stated  his  ohjects  with  candour  and 
clearness,  and  he  thought  it  right  to  he 
equally  explicit  in  stating  the  course  which 
he  would  he  prepared  to  take  in  reference 
to  the  Bill  hefore  the  House. 

Mb.  HENLEY  was  extremely  favour- 
ahle  to  friendly  societies;  he  helieved  they 
were  of  great  value  to  the  class  of  people 
who  made  use  of  them;  hut  he  feared  ihe 


adoption  of  a  measure  so  yague  in  general 
as  the  one  now  proposed  would  endanger 
the  operations  of  ;a  system  which  had 
hitherto  worked  so  well«  As  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  justly  stated,  it  might  be  ap- 
plied to  purposes  extremely  inconvenient. 
The  House  ought  to  bear  in  mind  too  the 
great  privileges  which  friendly  societies 
presented  in  regard  to  the  depositing  of 
their  money  in  savings  hanks;  and  if  care 
was  not  taken  the  country  might  be  sub- 
jected to  great  convenience  by  extending 
this  privilege  to  societies  instituted  for  im« 

g roper  purposes.  There  was  one  matter, 
owevcr,  connected  with  friendly  societies 
which  had  come  under  his  own  knowledge^ 
which  he  wished  to  state  to  the  House  ;  he 
meant  the  power  of  carrying  actions  against 
friendly  societies  into  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
which  he  feared  might  become  a  great 
abuse.  In  the  county  with  which  he  waa 
connected  (Oxfordshire),  a  dispute  similar 
to  the  one  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Duneombe)  arose  in  a  friendly  society, 
which  was  taken  hold  of  by  a  professional 
man,  who  raised  a  Chancery  suit  against 
the  whole  members  of  the  liociety;  and  he 
understood  that  the  latter  had  consented  to 
pay  the  costs,  amounting  to  a  considerable 
amount  of  money,  rather  than  allow  the 
action  to  go  on,  because  they  were  afraid 
that  the  proceedings  might  be  so  protracted 
as  to  swallow  up  the  whole  of  tlieir  funds. 
He  (Mr.  Henley)  did  not  know  whether 
any  means  could  be  adopted  to  improve  the 
law  in  this  respect;  but  he  thought  the  point 
well  worthy  of  consideration. 

Mr.  BUNCOMBE  assured  the  H^use, 
that  as  the  object  of  the  Act  4th  and  5th 
William  IV.  was  understoood  to  extend  the 
operations  of  friendly  societies  to  all  pur- 
poses not  iUegal,  and  as  a  construction  had 
been  put  upon  that  Act  at  variance  with 
this  object,  he  only  wished,  by  the  present 
measure,  to  carry  out  the  intentions  of  the 
original  framers  of  that  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  expressed 
his  fears  of  political  ohjects  coming  under 
the  operation  of  this  measure.  He  could 
only  say  that  he  had  introduced  the  mea- 
sure for  no  political  purpose  whatever ; 
but,  after  all,  political  societies  were  not 
illegal,  and  he  did  not  see  any  harm  would 
be  done,  even  if  they  were  to  come  under  its 
operation.  Since  he  had  brought  in  this 
Bill  he  had  been  overwhelmed  with  letters 
complaining  of  its  defects,  and  asking  him 
to  introduce  aU  sorts  of  amendments,  but 
which  ho  had  declined  to  do,  because  it 
would  require  a  new  Act  of  Parliament  to 
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meet  the  wishes  of  all  the  people  who  had 
addreased  him.  He  intended  merely  to 
confine  himself  to  extending  the  operations 
of  fiiendly  societies  to  the  objects  originally 
intended  oy  the  last  alteration  of  the  law. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
take  an  early  opportunity  of  seeing  Mr. 
Tidd  Pratt,  who  would  explain  the  matter 
much  better  than  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  could 
do,  and  who  could  assure  him  that  there 
was  no  such  danger  to  be  apprehended  from 
the  measure  as  he  seemed  to  think. 

Mr.  J.  S.  WOBTLEY  said,  that  Mr. 
Poneoiube  had  nusconeeiyed  the  intention 
of  the  Act  4  and  5  William  IV. ;  for,  so 
fiur  as  the  object  being  as  he  had  stated, 
IB  1834,  when  the  Act  was  passed,  an 
Amendment  by  Mr,  Bemal,  the  Member 
for  Weymouth,  that  it  should  be  extended 
to  other  purposes  than  those  ejuidem 
gmm$  wiuch  were  specified  in  the  Bill, 
was  proposed  in  Committee  and  rejected, 
on  the  ground  that  it  might  be  abused. 
With  reference  to  Mr.  Justice  Wightman's 
decision,  he  had  not  seen  any  authorized 
report  of  it;  and  he  belioFod  that  great  mis- 
ooneeption  often  arose  from  trusting  to 
thoee  ephemeral  reports  which  appeared  in 
the  weekly  law  journals.  But  if  any  doubt 
had  arisen  as  to  whether  societies  for  the 
mutual  insurance  of  lives  came  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act,  the  simplest  way 
would  be  to  introduce  a  Declaratory  Act, 
remoTing  the  doubt;  but  he  thought  it 
most  desirable  that  these  societies  should 
be  prescNTved  from  the  contamination  of 
politicfd  or  religious  objects. 

Mb.  ha  WES  urged  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham)  the  necessity 
of  giving  this  BUI,  at  the  earliest  period, 
his  beet  consideration;  he  also  suggested 
whether  or  not  the  Bill  ought  to  have  a 
retrospective  effect,  so  as  to  cover  all  those 
societies  which  might  be  registered  now,  but 
whose  legality  was  rendered  doubtful  by 
the  recent  decision. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Duncombc)  would  put  the 
Bin  for  Committee  on  Wednesday  next,  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  would  take  the  opportu- 
nity before  that  time  of  seeing  Mr,  Tidd 
Pratt,  of  conferring  with  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  and  considering  the  effect  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wightman's  judgment.  He 
would  also  confer  with  the  hon.  Member 
himself  before  Wednesday,  and  point  out 
what  alterations  he  wished  in  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  second  time, 
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MiHOTu.]    PffBLio  Bills.— 3*-  County  Works  PretenU 
ments  (Ireland) ;  Dratnige,  &c.  (Ireland). 
JlcporfedL— FtoheryPlcrtJuid  Harbourt  (Inland). 

PsTxnoiva  Passbntbd.  From  Miniften,  Churobwaidensr 
and  othen*  in  the  Pimsh  of  Witboume,  against  the  Union 
of  the  Sees  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  but  in  favour  of  the 
AppolBtiaciit  of  a  Bldiop  to  the  See  of  Manchester.— By 
X^^  Somen*  ftom  Herafordi  for  the  Reductioo  of  the 
Duties  on  Tea  and  Sugar.— From  the  Presbytery  of  EIgin» 
against  the  present  practice  of  granting  Spirit  Licenses  to 
Keepen  of  Toll  Houses  in  Soorisnd,— By  the  Dulce  of 
Riehmond,  flrom  LaodowneiSi  Tenants,  Labourers,  and 
others,  of  Adebrook,  and  several  other  places,  for  Protec- 
tion to  the  Agricultiutd  Interest. — From  Landowners,  Oc- 
enplsn,  and  Tradesmen*  of  North  Walsham,  in*  f  aTour  of 
the  Com  Laws.— From  Farmers  of  Buttevant,  against  the 
Measure  relating  to  Customs  and  Com  Importation. — By 
the  Duke  of  Richmond,  firom  Inhabitants  of  Nuneaton, 
agaliwt  the  Measure  propoafaag  to  leduoe  the  Amount  of 
Protection  on  Ribbon  Manufaotum. 

THE  RECENT  OPERATIONS  IN  INDIA. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON  havinj^  laid  certain 
Papers  on  the  Table  of  the  ILduso, 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  rose,  and 
said  that  he,  for  one,  could  entertain  no 
other  feeling  than  that  of  the  deepest  gra^ 
titude  for  the  bravery  and  gallantry  dis^ 
played  by  the  British  troops  in  the  recent 
battles  in  India.  lie  wished,  however,  to 
ask  his  noble  Friend  whether  he  was  pre- 
pared to  lay  upon  the  Table  any  Papers 
which  would  show  whether  or  not  it  was  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
hereafter  a  Governor  General  of  India 
should  accept  a  secondary  office  in  the  In- 
dian  army  ?  He  did  not  mean  to  cast  any 
censure  on  Sir  Henry  Hardinge,  who,  as 
an  old  soldier,  might  naturally  have  wished 
to  place  himself  in  the  thick  of  the  fight ; 
but  he  objected  to  a  divided  conunand  of. 
the  army;  and  he  thought  that  if  Gover- 
nors General  were  to  accept  secondary 
commands,  that  division  of  authority  might 
some  time  or  another  become  extremely 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the  British 
Empire  and  the  glory  of  our  arms. 

The  Eaul  of  RIPON  said,  that  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  great  inconvenience 
might  arise  from  such  a  division  of  autho- 
rity. Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not 
been  aware  of  the  arrangement  until  they 
had  recently  received  a  notification  with 
respect  to  it  from  India.  He  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  directed  to 
the  subject. 

CASE  OF  BRYAN  SEERY. 

The  Mabquess  of  WESTMEATH  said 
he  widhed  to  put  a  question  to  the  noble 
Earl  near  him  (the  Eurl  of  St.  Germans) 
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upon  a  Bubjoct  to  which  he  had  referred 
the  other  evening.  He  was  sorrj  that  he 
had  been  interrupted  upon  that  occasion , 
because  as  the  matter  regarded  the  feelings 
of  individuals,  he  should  have  been  much 
better  pleased  that  it  had  been  at  once  dis- 
posed Q^.  Ho  wished  to  ask,  in  the  first 
place»  whether  any  deputation  had  proceed- 
ed to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  from 
the  county  of  Westmeath,  upon  the  subject 
of  the  conviction  of  Bryan  Seery,  who  had 
been  left  for  execution  in  that  county;  and 
he  wished  to  ask,  in  the  second  place,  whe- 
ther if  there  had  been  such  a  deputation, 
their  proceeding  ought  to  be  deemed  "  harsh 
and  unusual."  Now  it  might  be  that  such 
a  proceeding  would  be  harsh  and  unusual 
in  England;  but  it  did  not  follow  that  what 
would  be  improper  in  this  country  would 
necessarily  be  improper  in  Ireland.  He 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that  at  the 
time  at  which  the  deputation  was  alleged 
to  have  proceeded  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
a  portion  of  the  Irish  people  were  in  a  state 
of  great  excitement;  diat  all  the  individuals 
concerned  in  bringing  Seery  to  justice  had 
been  assailed;  and  that  a  tone  of  great 
violence  had  been  adopted  by  a  certain 
portion  of  the  press  against  the  Govern- 
ment itself,  while  it  was  deliberating  on  the 
course  it  should  take  on  the  occasion.  If, 
under  such  circumstances,  any  deputation 
had  proceeded  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  it 
Would  be  but  fair  to  bear  in  mind  what  were 
the  feelings  under  which  they  might  be 
snpposed  to  have  acted.  All  those  pro- 
ceedings had  arisen  out  of  the  ribbon  con- 
spiracy; and  that  was  a  brigandage— a 
conspiracy,  including  almost  all  the  youth- 
ful population  of  Ireland;  all  the  popula- 
tion between  sixteen  and  twenty-five,  or, 
perhaps,  a  greater  age;  or,  at  least,  all 
those  who  had  not  escaped  the  coercion  put 
upon  those  young  persons  who  might  other- 
wise not  have  joined  in  so  bloody  a  conspi- 
racy. It  was  possible  that  in  such  a  state 
of  affairs  individuals  might  have  gone  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  might,  without  any 
just  blame,  have  adopted  such  a  course  in 
the  midst  of  the  great  excitement  which 
prevailed,  after  the  jury  had  been  assailed 
in  the  newspapers,  after  the  complaints 
made  of  the  manner  in  which  the  commis- 
sion was  said  to  have  been  got  up,  and  after 
the  whole  judicial  body  of  the  country  had 
been  placarded  as  having  sacrificed  an  in- 
nocent man.  And  it  would,  in  his  (the 
Marquess  of  Westmeath's)  opinion,  be  a 
most  unfortunate  thing  that  any  Minister 
of  the  Crown  should  have  designated  the 


proceeding  in  question  as  **  harsh  and  un- 
usual;" because  their  Lordships  should 
know  that  there  were  in  Ireland  persons 
ready  to  seize  upon  any  circumstance  what- 
ever for  the  purpose  of  holding  up  indivi- 
duals to  odium,  and  of  misrepresenting 
their  conduct.  In  order  to  show  how  jus- 
tifiable might  be  the  proceeding  to  which 
he  had  been  referring,  he  would  state  to 
their  Lordships  what  had  been  the  conduct 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  upon  that 
subject.  Long  before  the  commission  had 
gone  down,  the  Romish  bishop  of  the  dio- 
cese had  given  out  from  his  altar  that 
Seery  was  innocent,  in  those  emphatic 
terms,  and  in  that  kind  of  announcement, 
which  were  very  well  understood  in  that 
country  by  many  of  the  laity,  who  dared 
not  give  their  opinion  as  to  whether  such 
observations  ought  to  be  made.  A  letter 
of  a  most  indecent  kind  had  been  publish- 
ed, with  the  name  of  the  Romish  bishop 
attached  to  it.  It  condemned  the  whole 
course  of  the  Crown  counsel  and  of  the 
Government;  it  bore  hard  upon  the  jury* 
and  it  made  the  poor  people  of  that  country 
believe  that  that  unfortunate  man  had  been 
sacrificed,  and  that  he  was  in  reality  inno- 
cent. Even  when  it  appeared  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  determined  to  let  the  law 
take  its  course,  he  gave  out  in  his  chapel 
that  no  person  ought  to  come  in  to  witness 
the  execution,  and  that  he  should  take  care 
there  would  be  persons  on  the  roads  to 
watch  and  see  who  would  come  in.  Now 
those  were  circumstances  which  could  take 
place  in  no  country  but  in  Ireland;  and  he 
deeply  and  heartily  and  profoundly  re- 
gretted to  know  that  they  were  not  unusual 
in  that  country.  He  would  take  that  op- 
portunity of  telling  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, that,  before  they  brought  forward  any 
measures  of  concession  for  Ireland,  they 
ought  to  restore  tranquillity  there,  and  the 
supremacy  of  the  law,  and  convince  the 
people  that  the  country  was  to  be  ruled  by 
the  Government  and  by  Her  Majesty,  and 
not  by  threats,  not  by  menaces,  not  by 
bullyings,  and  not  by  insinuations  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy.  Such  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  as 
that  of  which  he  had  given  an  instance, 
powerfully  contributed  to  make  the  law 
odious.  With  these  observations,  he  would 
conclude  by  putting  to  the  noble  Earl  the 
Postmaster  General  the  following  Questions 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  : — **  Whether 
a  deputation,  consisting  of  several  persons, 
waited  upon  His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  after  the  conviction,  and 
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before  the  execution  of  Bryan  Seery,  to 
pray  that  the  convict  should  not  be  respited, 
or  his  sentence  transmuted,  but  that  he 
shoidd  be  executed  ?  2ndly.  Whether 
that  deputation  purported  to  proceed  from 
the  county  of  Westmeath  ?  3rdly.  Whe- 
tiier  such  proceeding  is  to  be  deemed 
*■  harsh  and  unusual?*  " 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  on  that  evening  to  go 
into  a  discussion  on  the  general  state  of 
Ireland.  But  before  he  proceeded  to  an- 
swer -the  questions  put  to  him  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  he  should  enter  his  protest 
against  the  assertion  of  the  noble  Marquess 
relative  to  the  youth  of  Ireland,  and  also 
against  his  assertion  with  regard  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy.  He  (the  Earl  of  St. 
Germans)  could  say  with  regard  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy,  as  a  body,  that  he 
knew  many  of  them  who  were  men  emi- 
nent for  their  piety,  their  charity,  and  their 
attention  to  all  the  duties  of  life.  With  re- 
spect to  the  first  part  of  the  question  put 
to  him  by  the  noble  Marquess,  he  would 
only  read  to  the  House  an  extract  from  a 
letter  from  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  but  without 
naming  any  parties  therein  mentioned.     It 

was  this : — 

*'  Whatever  may  have  been  the  language  used 
by  the  deputation  that  waited  upon  me,  it  had  not 
the  sUchtest  influence  on  my  mind,  nor  swayed 
my  judgment  in  the  least,  in  deciding  upon  the 
case  of  Seery;  nor  did  I  gi^e  the  least  encourage- 
ment nor  eountenanoe  to  snoh  interference.  But 
in  point  of  fiict  the  principal  object  of  the  deputa- 
tion  was  to  represent  to  me  the  lawless  state  of 
the  county  of  Rosconmion,  and  the  necessity  of 
some  stringent  measures  for  its  pacification  ;  and 
it  was  oiuy  incidentally  stated  that  any  lenity 
shown  to  Seery  would  be  considered  as  a  proof  of 
the  weakness  of  the  Crovemment,  and  tend  to 
encourage  the  perpetration  of  such  atrocities,  and 
to  keep  alive  that  sanguinary  spirit  so  &tal  to  the 
peace  of  the  country.'* 

With  regard  to  the  noble  Marquess's  next 
question,  he  could  only  say  that  he  was 
perfectly  certain  the  eminent  individuals 
who  formed  the  deputation  referred  to  were 
actuated  only'1)y  a  strong  sense  of  duty, 
and  a  conscientious  feeling,  in  making  the 
representations  which  they  did  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  could  not  but  affirm  that  the  course 
here  pursued  was  altogether  an  unusual 
one,  and  he  knew  of  no  precedent  for  it 
either  in  Ireland  or  in  England  at  any  for- 
mer period.  He  would  not  like  to  charge 
an  act  done  conscientiously  as  a  harsh  one; 
but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
proceeding  was  an  untisual  one.    His  noble 


Friend  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  had 
not  come  to  the  conclusion  at  which  he 
arrived  with  respect  to  the  case  alluded  to, 
without  the  most  anxious  and  deliberate 
consideration. 

The  MARQtJESs  of  WESTMEATH  ex- 
plained that  what  he  had  said  with  regard 
to  the  youth  of  Ireland  only  referred  to 
those  who  were  tmder  the  iron  rule  of  the 
ribbon  conspiracy. 

Lord  STOURTON  was  imderstood  to 
defend  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  gene- 
rally, as  being  individuals  who  had  exertied 
themselves  much  to  preserve  the  peace  of 
the  country,  procure  safety  to  life  and  pro- 
perty, and  contribute  to  the  proper  admi- 
nistration of  justice.  He  thought  also  that 
it  should  not  for  a  moment  be  supposed  that 
a  Roman  Catholic  juror  would  be  influ- 
enced by  his  bishop  or  clergy  to  take  any 
course  at  variance  with  his  oath. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  would  ever  most 
strongly  deprecate,  as  highly  injurious  to 
the  proper  administration  of  the  law,  any 
discussions  concerning  the  different  reli- 
gious beliefs  of  judges,  of  jurors,  or  of  pri- 
soners. Such  mixing  up  of  questions  of 
religion  did  not,  in  his  opmion,  do  any  ser- 
vice to  the  sacred  cause  of  justice.  He 
was  happy  to  hear  from  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  spoken  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priests  were  the  best  friends  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  the  promoters  of  the 
administration  of  the  laws ;  but  if  they 
were  so,  he  should  like  to  see  them  at 
once  give  up  that  abominable  practice  of 
addressing  political  lectures  in  their  cha- 
pels. It  was  a  most  reprehensible  desecra- 
tion of  the  altar  of  their  faith,  to  deliver 
political  sermons  from  them.  As  to  the 
administration  of  justice  being  interfered 
with  by  any  priest — ^be  he  Protestant  or  be 
he  Roman  Catholic — he  did  not  believe  it; 
and  if  any  man  did  it,  the  law  would  know 
how  to  deal  with  him,  and  not  leave  him  for 
any  panegyric  of  any  noble  Lord.  But  it 
would  be  for  the  judge,  who  would  not  dis- 
charge his  duty,  if,  when  a  case  was  made 
out  before  him,  he  did  not  punish  such  per- 
sons for  contempt. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  and 
Lord  STOURTON  explained. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

House  adjourned. 
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New  Umtnuu  Swobs.  For  Notthtrnptoo  Comity  (South- 
ern DivlsioD),  Riduffd  Henry  Riehatd  Howanl  Vyie, 


PoBLic  BaiA— !••  Publk  Woik«  (InIaimI)  (NOb  S). 
T-  Public  Works  (IrelaadUNo.  2). 

Fbtitiokb  Prbbintbo.  By  tcvenl  him.  Memben,  ftom 
an  immHtfe  number  of  plaeei,  i^ainit  any  Dtanlnutian  of 
the  Pratoodon  hlUierto  granted  to  Agiicultttve.— By  Mr. 
Parker,  from  Matter,  Warden,  Seardien,  Aariitanti,  and 
Commonalty  of  the  Coiporatioci  of  Cutlen,  of  ShcAdd, 
for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Copper.— By  leveral  bon.  Meaa- 
ben,  bom  vatioua  plaoai,  afatDit  the  propomd  Memiiee 
zeqieeting  Cuttoms  and  Com  Importatiom. — By  wreral 
hon*  Memben,  ftom  a  great  number  of  plaoet,  for  a 
Repeel  of  the  Com  i«wi.— By  Mr.  Mait  PhUipa,  ftom 
Directon  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Manofiif^ 
tuxes,  of  Manchester,  fur  a  speedy  Adjustment  of  the 
Measure  lespecttaig  Customs  and  Cdm  Importalion.^'  By 
Martfaa  Klin  Rhoda  Shiittlewofth,  complataita«  of  Delay 
in  rmpect  to  the  Propeitjr  T«k— By  Sir  RobcnPed,  ftom 
Shipowners  resident  tn  the  Borough  of  Tynemonth,  for  a 
RcdoctioB  of  Duty  on  Timber.~By  Mr.  Jerris,  from 
GoTcroon  and  Direotors  of  the  Poor  of  the  Parlihes  of 
Saint  Meigaret  and  Saint  John's*  Westminster,  s^afaist  In- 
stitutioD  of  Night  Asylums  for  the  Poor.^By  several  hon. 
Memben,  ftom  an  immense  number  of  piaoss,  in  Ikroor 
of  a  Ten  Hoon^  (Faetory)  BllL->By  Mr.  Thomae  Dun- 
oombe,  firom  Inhabitants  of  Dundee,  lor  Inquiry  into  IIU 
treatment  of  Girls  in  Factories^— By  Captain  Pechdl, 
ftom  Brighton,  and  by  Mr.  Roebuck,  ftom  Thoma  Bal- 
widl  and  otiwrs,  for  Remission  of  Sentence  upon  Frost. 
Williams,  and  Jones.— Bjr  Mr.  Rodwck,  from  Archibald 
White,  forenfoicing  compliance  with  Johit  Stock  Compa- 
nies Aet»— By  several  hon.  Membefs,  ftom  Tsrloos  plaees, 
ai^inst  Enrotanentof  the  MiUtia.— By  Mr.  Edward  EUiee, 
from  Magistrates  and  Council  of  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Pit* 
tenween,  for  Alteration  in  the  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act. 

m:r.  ferrand's  speech. 

On  the  question  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  bo  read. 

Mb.  roebuck,  before  the  Order  of 
the  Daj  was  read»  wished  that  they  could 
come  to  some  understanding  as  to  the  time 
when  this  prolonged  debate  was  likely  to 
end.  The  reason  why  he  asked  this  ques- 
tion was,  that  it  appeared  to  him  the  de- 
bate had  taken  a  turn  by  which  it  seemed 
there  was  a  disposition  among  a  certain 
party  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House, 
rather  than  to  improve  it.  It  had  been  his 
unfortunate  fate,  with  that  of  a  great  many 
other  hon.  Members,  to  be  obliged  to  listen 
on  Tuesday  night  to  a  Gentleman  who,  for 
a  period  of  two  hours  and  a  half,  had  oc- 
cupied the  yaluable  time  of  the  House  in 
speaking  upon  a  variety  of  topics  that  were 
relevant  to  any  other  subject  than  that 
upon  which  they  were  debating.  He 
had  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  speak  on 
that  occasion  in  a  manner  that  did  not 
confer  honour  on  that  House,  nor  promote 
its  character  for  decency  or  order,  or  add 
to  its  great  commanding  dignity,  for  the 
period  of  two  hours  and  and  a  half — ^two 
mortal  hours  and  a  ha'lf  by  the  elock.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  could  fancy  that  they 
were  deriving  an  advantage  to  their  cause 


by  enlisting  this  hon.  Gentleman  in  their 
ranks,  and  obtaining  his  great  assistance 
in  the  vociferations  with  which  he  dealt  out 
his  numerous  assertions.  He  was  sure  that 
if  the  House  wished  to  maintain  their  dig* 
nity  and  to  command  respect,  they  could 
not  effect  either  object  by  encouraging  this 
vocabulary  of  vituperations,  those  indecent 
menaces,  or  such  violent  language  in  that 
House.  The  hon.  Member  came  farward 
hke  Orson,  as  it  were,  with  a  club  in  his 
hand,  to  beat  down  all  those  opinions  to 
which  he  was  opposed,  by  the  most  violent 
huguage — ^by  furious,  out-spoken,  unmean* 

ing ;  there  were  words  so  aptly  ex* 

pressive  of  his  (Mr.  Roebuck  s)  opinions  in 
respect  to  such  conduct,  but  out  of  regard 
to  this  House  he  did  not  hke  to  employ 
them.  [''  Oh,  oh!*']  In  describing  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  manner,  he  felt  that  ha 
was  driven  to  some  periphrasis,  which  per* 
haps  would  be  less  expressive  than  decent* 
The  difficulty  was  not  created  by  him  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  but  by  that  hon.  Member  who 
violated  all  decency  in  that  House  in  the 
language  which  he  used.  [  * '  Order,order ! "  1 
Oh,  they  cried  out  **  Order"  now,  but  did 
they  cry  out  *'  Order"  when  these  violent 
statements  were  being  made  by  the  hon* 
Gentleman?  ['^  Hear,  hear."]  No,  that 
was  just  what  he  complained  of.  There 
was  a  party  opposite  who  were  so  bard  put 
to  it,  that  in  place  of  argument  they  were 
content  to  rest  their  cause  upon  the  violent, 
outspreading,  swaggering,  blustering,  un- 
meaning abuse  of  one  hon.  Member.  If 
they  were  obliged  to  consume  another  night 
in  diis  discussion,  he  hoped  that  they  would 
have  something  to  occupy  their  attention 
beyond  the  manifestations  of  that  unex* 
tinguishable  hatred  and  those  intense  ex* 
hibitions  of  passion  which  characterized  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  whom 
he  was  referring.  The  hon.  Member  had 
almost  the  whole  of  that  period  of  two 
hours  and  a  half  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  by  reading  the  former  opinions  of 
hon.  Members  who  sat  upon  his  own  side 
of  the  House  ;  and  their  conduct  he  desig- 
nated as  dishonourable,  because  they  did  not 
do  what  he  thought  that  they  ought  to  do. 
Wliat  was  the  worth  of  that  hon.  Member's 
opinions  ?  He  would  measure  it  by  the  test 
that  was  adopted  in  his  own  profession. 
He  would  then  ask,  was  there  a  human 
being  who  would  give  the  Gentleman  one 
guinea,  or  a  half  a  guinea,  or  a  crown — 
ay,  or  even  half  a  farthing,  for  any  opinion 
that  he  could  express  in  respect  to  the  con^ 
duct  of  another?  He  had  beard  it  stated. 
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before  the  lion.  Gentleman  had  addressed 
the  Honse,  that  he  was  coming  down  to 
speak,  and  that  he  was  to  occnpj  three 
hours  of  the  time  of  the  House ;  that  he 
was  about  to  make  a  speech  which  would 
prevent  any  of  the  League  Members  giving 
a  vote  in  favour  of  the  measure  before  the 
House.  Now  he  was  free  to  acknowledge, 
for  the  honour  of  the  House,  that  there 
were  men  of  great  ability  to  be  found 
amongst  the  agricultural  Members  oppo- 
eite.  He  acknowledged  that  he  had  been 
delighted  at  the  varied  talents  that  had 
been  displayed  by  the  supporters  of  that 
interest  during  this  debate;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  it  was 
not  by  such  exhibitions  as  this  that  the 
character  of  that  party  was  to  be  raised, 
nor  was  their  cause  to  be  supported  by  any 
each  unmeaning  violence  as  they  had  wit- 
nessed. If  that  cause  were  good,  or  of  any 
valne,  it  was  not  to  be  sustained  by  such 
expressions  as  had  been  used.  He  hoped, 
for  their  honour  and  credit,  that  they  would 
get  something  better  to  exhibit  in  the  shape 
of  argument  than  what  they  were  obliged 
to  listen  to  on  the  last  night  of  the  debate. 
He  had  no  personal  feeling  against  the 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  he  was  too  long  ac- 
customed to  the  atmosphere  of  that  House 
to  be  afraid  of  meeting  as  they  deserved 
any  such  expressions  as  had  been  made 
use  of  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  whom  he 
was  alluding.  He  trusted  that  that  party 
would  not  be  driven  to  such  straits  as  to 
hope  for  support  in  their  opposition  to  any 
measure  from  such  an  advocate  as  had 
started  up  on  the  last  night.  If  they  were 
to  decide  upon  the  merits  of  this  question, 
let  them  have  some  argument  to  influence 
them  in  their  decision;  and  he  hoped  that 
before  the  debate  closed  the  party  opposite 
would  furnish  them  with  something  Uke 
argument  and  reason,  and  not  waste  their 
time  in  exhibitione  such  as  this,  or  in  hear- 
ing vulgar  hatred  expressed  in  violent  vul- 
gar language. 

Sib  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  was  out  of  order,  because 
if  he  were  liable  to  such  a  charge  the 
Speaker  would  have  interrupted  him.  He, 
however,  accused  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  setting  a  most  inconvenient 
precedent,  which  if  fully  followed,  would 
give  an  opportunity  for  every  individual  to 
repeat  his  speech  a  second  time  in  the 
House.  He  accused  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  having  taken  advantage  of 
the  abaenee  of  the  huL  Member  to  make 


his  attack  upon  him.  If  that  hon.  Member 
were  in  his  place  he  would  have  been  per- 
fectly competent  to  answer  him,  and  to 
vindicate  his  own  character  from  the  asper- 
sions which  had  been  cast  upon  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  eye,  how- 
ever, while  he  was  addressing  the  House, 
was  fixed  upon  the  vacancy  caused  by  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member.  If  the  hon« 
Member  were  present,  there  waa  not  a 
charge  made  on  the  present  occasion  that 
would  not  have  been  completely  answered. 

"  Quls  tulerit  Gracchos  de  seditione  querentos." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  above 
all  others,  had  less  right  than  any  other  to 
express  surprise  at,  or  to  complain  of,  per- 
sonalities. Did  not  the  House  recollect 
the  significant  mode  in  which  he  pointed 
his  finger  when  on  a  former  occasion  he, 
here,  there  and  everywhere  addressed  hon. 
Gentlemen  ?  Were  there  no  personal  allu- 
sions then  made?  Was  that  no  personality? 
No  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  at  the  time  that  he  was  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty.  He  did  not  mean  to 
deny  it;  but  he  said  that  if  personality  had 
constituted  the  chief  part  of  that  speech, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
the  man  who  ought  to  complain  of  it  in  an- 
other; nor  should  he  now  be  so  mealy-mouth- 
ed ;  at  any  rate  he  hoped  that  he  would 
not  now  form  an  example  for  others  to  imi- 
tate. He  rose  rather  for  the  purpose  of 
protesting  against  the  custom  of  speaking 
on  the  main  question,  or  one  collateral  to 
it,  when  the  Motion  before  the  House  was 
merely  the  reading  of  the  Order  of  the  Day. 
He,  however,  would  not  follow  the  example 
of  which  he  was  complaining;  but  he  hoped 
that  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
next  addressed  the  House,  it  would  not  bo 
for  the  purpose  of  complaining  of  person- 
ality. 

Mr.  bright  :  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  this  is  not  a  time  to  enter 
upon  the  discussion  of  this  matter  ;  but  I 
am  anxious  to  say  a  few  words  with  respect 
to  a  statement  which  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough,  bearing  on  the 
conduct  of  an  intimate  friend  of  mine  who 
is  not  present  to  defend  himself — I  mean 
Mr.  George  Wilson,  the  chairman  of  the 
League.  Now,  I  don't  wish  to  go  into  any 
long  details  about  the  trade  in  starch,  for 
I  confess  I  do  not  well  understand  it ;  but 
I  will  take  the  liberty  to  say,  that  almost 
eveiy  portion  of  that  which  iho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  stated  as  fact  with 
respect  to  that  gentlemaoy  and  every^par- 
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tide  of  that  which  he  stated  as  inference, 
was  utterly  untrue.  Mr.  Wilson  never 
called  a  meeting  of  starch  manufacturers, 
having  reference  to  the  question  of  protec- 
tive duties  ;  he  never  presided  at  any  such 
meeting ;  he  fonned  no  part  of  a  deputation 
who  came  up  to  Government  on  the  suh- 
ject ;  and  the  ohject  of  the  starch  manu- 
facturers was  not  to  obtain  protection ;  hut, 
as  the  raw  material  was  enhanced  in  price 
by  protective  duties,  they  thought  it,  there- 
fore, necessary  that  the  import  of  the  article 
should  have  a  corresponding  duty  upon  it, 
on  the  same  principle  as  there  is  a  duty  on 
foreign  malt  which  comes  into  this  country 
equal  to  the  duty  on  malt  made  from 
English  barley.  I  have  only  to  say,  fur- 
ther, that  there  is  this  great  defect  in  all 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member — ^that  he 
makes  assertions  which  he  is  never  able, 
80  far  as  I  have  heard  or  read,  to  sub- 
stantiate 

Mr.  COLQUHOUN  :  I  shall  not  follow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  into  the 
question  of  starch,  any  more  than  I  shall 
follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  in  his  lecture  on  personalities.  I  rise 
merely  to  say  that  I  perfectly  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  inconvenient  than  the  course 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
adopted  in  raising  a  discussion  of  this  kind 
on  the  reading  of  the  Order  of  the  Day.  I 
am  perfectly  certain  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knarcsborough  would  not  have  shrunk 
from  the  discussion,  had  he  been  in  his 
place;  but  I  do  not  think  it  very  convenient 
for  the  House  to  have  a  duplicate  of  the 
discussion  raised  upon  the  reading  of  the 
Order  of  the  Day ;  and  I  do  not  think  it 
fair,  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough,  to  raise  a  question  per- 
sonal to  himself,  and  to  defend  the  character 
of  gentlemen  whose  conduct  he  is  said  to 
have  attacked.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough,  when  in  his  place,  will 
be  ready,  I  have  not  the  least  doubt,  to 
defend  all  the  statements  he  ever  made. 
[  • '  Oh,  oh !  *  *  ]  I  repeat  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  prepared  to  stand  by  what  he 
has  stated  ;  but  it  will  be  much  more  con- 
venient to  take  up  this  subject  when  the 
party  is  present,  and  when  we  are  engaged 
in  discussing  the  question  to  which  his 
observations  refer. 

Dr.  BOWRING:  I  have  great  reason 
to  complain  of  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough.  There  were 
serious  charges  in    his   speech    directed 


against  a  personal  friend  of  mine — a  man 
whose  benevolence  is  only  equalled  by  his 
intelligence — I  mean  Mr.  Henry  Ashworth, 
of  Bolton,  whose  '*  cold-blooded  cruelty,*' 
to  use  the  expression  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough,  was  brought  before  this 
House.  The  hon.  Member  talked  of  the 
poverty  of  the  people  in  Mr.  Ashworth 's 
employment — of  their  nakedness,  of  the 
wretchedness  of  their  dwellings.  Now,  I 
had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what  was 
the  state  of  things  among  that  population ; 
and  I  will  venture  to  say  that,  during  the 
period  of  distress  which  assailed  Bolton  a 
few  years  ago,  the  population  connected 
with  the  mills  at  Turton  and  Egerton, 
fonned  a  striking  contrast  to  other  places 
in  the  neighbourhood.  I  hope  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Newark  is  in  his 
place,  and  also  the  hon.  Member  for  Can* 
terbuiy,  who  visited  Mr.  Ashworth  *s  mills 
some  time  ago,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer* 
taining,  from  personal  observation,  and  by 
going  into  the  minutest  details,  the  condi- 
tion of  the  numerous  body  of  work-people 
engaged  in  these  mills.  I  appeal  to  them 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  repre» 
sentations  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  has  made  here  and  else- 
where respecting  Mr.  Ashworth  ?  If  they 
are  present,  I  know  they  will  do  homage  to 
truth  and  justice,  by  stating  what  the  facts 
of  the  case  were  which  they  examined  into. 
I  will  venture  to  say,  that  the  statements 
are  altogether  untrue.  I  feel  bound  to  say, 
further,  that  if  there  is  any  Member  of 
this  House  who  is  bound  to  be  singularly 
scrupulous  in  the  statements  he  makes 
here — ^who  ought  to  examine  most  fully 
and  attentively  and  inquiringly  into  the 
facts  which  in  his  place  he  ventures  to 
speak  of,  it  is  the  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough. 

Viscount  MORPETH  said,  as  this  dis- 
cussion had  been  raised,  he  would  read  a 
letter  which  he  had  received  on  the  subject 
of  one  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough.  It  was  from  the  operatives 
of  Union  MOl,  whose  attention  had  been 
attracted  by  a  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  effect  that  many  of  the  operatives 
had  been  compelled  by  their  masters  to 
sign  petitions  against  the  Com  Laws.  The 
letter  accompanied  some  petitions,  and  it 
said — 

"  You  will  receive  herewith  three  petitions ; 
they  are  signed  as  free  as  the  air  wo  breathe,  and 
80,  as  fiir  as  we  know,  have  been  all  the  petitions 
on  the  same  occasion.  We  make  this  stitomcnt 
in  consequence  of  what  has  been  said  by  Mr. 
Ferrand;  and  wo  can  say  more:— wo  are  moie 
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anxMNis  than  eron  our  employers  are  for  the  total 
and  immediate  repeal  of  all  duties  on  the  impor- 
tation  of  proTisions.*' 

He  had  recelTed  other  letters  to  the  same 
effect. 

COMMERCIAL  POLICY— CUSTOMS— CORN 
LAWS  —  ADJOURNED  DEDATE  —  (ELE- 
VENTH NIGHT). 

Mr.  B.  R.  ROSS  commenced  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  by  referring  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
^Mr.  Ferrand).  He  proceeded:  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  ad- 
dressed himself  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  and  not  blinked  it,  I  should  have 
felt  myself  bound  either  to  yield  to  his  ar- 
guments, or  to  endeavour  to  answer  them. 
But,  I  did  not  consider  myself  called  on  to 
deal  with  the  late  election  in  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  nor  to  defend  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League,  nor  to  take  up 
the  cudgels  for  the  manufacturers,  nor  to 
offer  apologies  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  nor  to  make  it  appear  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  never  sold  milk 
to  his  workmen.  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
disgusting,  to  be  forced  to  sit  listening  to 
such  idle  talk  as  has  been  indulged  in, 
while  famine  has  already  begun  the  work 
of  desolation,  and  the  poor  sufferers  in  Ire- 
land are  turning  imploring  looks  to  the 
Legislature  for  relief.  If  we  are  to  argue, 
night  after  night,  let  us,  at  least,  avoid 
the  indecent  delays  occasioned  by  reiterated 
personalities.  Why  did  not  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  show,  or  attempt  to 
show,  that  the  mass  of  the  labouring  popu- 
lation, whose  advocate  he  has  constituted 
himself,  would  be  worse  off  under  a  system 
of  free  import  than  they  now  are  ?  But  his 
argument  went  only  to  show,  that  whereas 
the  agricultural  labourer  is  at  present  very 
pooriy  off,  the  manufacturing  labourer,  the 
better  paid,  is  treated  with  cruelty  and  neg- 
lect; and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  rich  of 
all  classes  conspire  against  the  poor.  Now, 
I  have  attended  to  this  debate,  and,  I  must 
Bay,  I  have  heard  nothing  which  goes  to 
show  that  the  labouring  classes,  of  whose 
earnings  so  large  a  proportion  must  be 
spent  in  food,  would  not  bo  great  gainers 
hj  a  permanent  diminution  of  the  price  of 
their  daily  bread.  I  don't  deny,  that  the 
poor  man's  interest  in  protection,  as  it  is 
called,  has  been  strongly  asserted;  but  has 
it  been  proved  ?  Two  or  three  noble  Lords 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  taken  the 
protection  side  in  this  debate,  have,  in- 
deed, claimed  for  its  leading  advocates  the 


credit  of  having  supported  their  views  by 
arguments  which  their  opponents  have 
shunned  to  grapple  with.  One  of  these 
forgot,  apparently,  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  who,  as 
well  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  pointed  out 
some  of  the  difficulties  attendant  on  the 
doctrines  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  was  the  eloquent,  but,  in 
my  opinion,  not  very  successful  advocate. 
The  country  must  decide  whether  these 
self-crowned  combatants  shall  wear  their 
laurels  or  not.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  threw  one  of  his  argu- 
ments into  a  syllogistic  form,  and  thereby 
made  the  fallacy  it  contains  easy  of  detec- 
tion. He  undertook  to  prove  what  I  may 
call  the  cardinal  proposition  of  his  speech, 
after  this  fashion :  '*  The  labourer  has  a 
right  to  legislative  protection."  That  was 
the  proposition  he  undertook  to  prove. 
*'  A  man's  labour,"  argued  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, "is  his  property" — ergo  "pro- 
perty is  entitled  to  protection."  Now,  the 
conclusion  he  would  draw,  does  not  follow 
from  these  premises.  Is  it  not  clear  as  the 
day,  that  it  is  only  by  playing  and  punning 
upon  the  words  "property"  and  "protec- 
tion," that  any  semblance  of  truth  is  lent 
to  the  proposition  which  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think  ho  had  incontrovertibly 
established  ?  No  doubt,  every  man  has  a 
clear  right  to  exercise  his  industry,  with- 
out let  or  hindrance,  on  the  part  of  any 
other.  To  this  amount  he  has  a  rightful 
claim  on  the  Legislature  for  protection ; 
but,  does  it  therefore  follow,  that  the  Le- 
gislature is  bound  also  to  secure  to  him 
profitable  application  of  his  labour,  by  ex- 
cluding rivfJs,  and  establishing  a  monopoly 
in  his  favour  ?  Surely,  the  same  things 
cannot  be  predicative  of  property  in  labour, 
which  can  be  predicative  of  property  in 
goods  or  houses.  If  so,  it  ought  to  be 
penal  to  interfere  with  the  former  as  with 
the  latter ;  and  the  laws  ought  to  transport 
a  man  for  "robbing"  another  of  his  pro- 
perty in  labour.  The  word  "protection" 
was  used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  a  dou- 
ble sense,  fatal  to  logical  accuracy.  But, 
I  need  say  no  more :  the  House  perceives 
the  unsoimdness  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
logic  ;  and  further  exposure  would  be  tedi- 
ous and  unprofitable.  Let  me,  however, 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  what  conclu- 
sion his  reasons  inevitably  tend,  and  ask 
him.  whether  he  could  make  up  his  mind  to 
abide  by  it  ?  Set  aside  all  domestic  com- 
petition— which,  however,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  distinctly  except — and  say 


123 


{COMMOKS} 


the   iiiPHif '  IP 

the  Miitli  ef  EngkiU,  1h4  been  penuced 
ia,  the  prodneer  of  nwh  wine  wodd  hsre 
Ittd  »  ngiitlal  ckoB  oa  Perfiemeot  to  plaee 
hie  eonunodh J  od  e  footing  of  erttfciel 
cqnnlit  J  with  the  prodnee  ci  the  lonth  of 
Ftnace?  If  thet  eanaot  be  mnintained 
with  regard  to  a  huary,  what  diall  be  Mid 
of  one  of  the  prime  nfffi— lifi  <4 life— - 
bread  i  Aeeordiag  to  mj  apprehcnflon, 
the  argnment  eaanot  be  presied  to  iu  le- 
gitimate eonehuion*  witboot  reaching  the 
point  of  absnrdit  J,  wfaiefa  itaadft  ia  lien  of 
afl  other  refetation*  It  may  be  the  part 
of  wifldom,  oa  the  grocmd  of  expedienej, 
to  impose  taxes  on  bread,  or  it  maj  not ; 
bat,  whoever  ihan  attempt  to  estaUioh  the 
elnim  of  one  portion  of  the  euummuity  to 
enrich  itself  at  the  expense  of  another,  on 
the  high  prinehdes  of  an  abstraet  right,  wiQ 
ind  himself  redneed  to  use  sneh  fsllfries  as 
thebon.  Member  for  Northamntonshirs  has 
imposed  on  bis  own  onderstanding,  bjajog- 
gle  of  words,  not  Terj  dexteroos.  With  re- 
gsrd  to  the  general  question  of  proieetion,  as 
it  is  eaDed,  the  wisdom  of  oar  ancestorB  has 
been  appealed  to  ;  and  we  bare  been  told, 
that  for  2(Xi  years  the  prineiple  has  been 
reeognisod  and  acted  on.  Yet,  oar  ances- 
tors bad  some  glimmering  of  light  on  this 
subject.  About  200  years  ago,  language 
was  used  in  the  House  of  Conmions,  which 
either  of  the  bon.  Baronets  opposite  might 
consistently  adopt  in  supporting  their  pre- 
sent measure : — 

"  It  is  trsde  that  brinirs  food  and  nouriahnrat 
to  tbe  kinfdora:  it  U  thst  which  puMitei  sad  ia- 
ctcaaes  the  itoek  of  the  whole,  sod  distribotet  a 
cobvenictit  portion  of  nuunipnaoce  to  eTorj  part 
of  tt ;  thfTfforp,  «iicb  obnruction  ax  tfai*  mutt 
n^Ma  If  daoirvTott*  :  the  freedom  of  tmile  b(*tnf 
to  pKf>Mafy,  the  beneAt  so  important,  that  it 
fivM  hft»,  ttrrriKth,  and  bcaotj  to  tlie  whole  bodj 
of  the  ('4/Oun4iii«4'alth." 

Thus  spoko  Fym,  in  the  course  of  the 
farmers  ccmference  with  the  Lords,  which 
he  WM  appointed  to  conduct  ;  and  there 
weri*  other  minds,  in  that  day,  besides  his, 
rsat  in  the  same  mould  of  statesmanships- 
great  in  romprf*hensiv<*nr«s  and  power, 
fully  awnkr  to  tho  vital  truth  enunciatf-d 
in  tlie  pssesKo  1  hsTi*  qo<»ted.  1  was  glad 
to  h«Hir  Ihr  bim.  Member  for  Dublin  speak 
in  ilnfenn*  of  tin*  grf«t  principle  of  free 
trs4li*,  in  its  application  to  Ireland.  The 
statistical  fsi'ts  which  ho  urged,  deserve 
tliA  utmost  att4»ntion.  1  shall  accept  the 
•hsUenge  he  threw  out,  and  say  a  few 
words  on  a  snbieet  of  which  I  ought  to 
have  some  kaowicdge*    In  supporting  the 
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the  €rst  night  of  the  debate,  which  speaks 
the  wishes  of  ererr  faxspinncr  is 
of  eteiT  opetatiTe,  I  hcfiere,  and  of  a 
majority  of  men  iA  aU  parties  engaged  ia 
other  departments  of  indnstrj,  I  wuald 
intreat  those  hon.  Members  who  may  £s- 
Toor  me  with  a  lew  numites*  attcntioa,  to 
beliere  that  I  stand  free  &i  aO  suspicion  of 
speaking  from  interested  or  doable  motif  es. 
It  is  troe  that  bt  comtiliifts,  almost  to 
a  flwn,  earaestlT  desire  the  total  and  in- 
mediate  repeal  of  thcae  mischieroos  lawa. 
It  is  true  that  names  ^>pear  «■  the  peti- 
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which  were  never  before  fooadin 
eoDJunctioa  on  any  political  solject ;  bat  it 
is  also  true  that  I  neither  adopted  dwse 
views  to  obtain  nor  to  secure  my  seat,  bat 
was  chosen  oa  account  of  the  opinions  I 
had  formed  and  avowed,  long  bcfsre  the 
dissoliitioo  of  1841.  I  was  than  £tf  in  ad- 
vance of  those  who  honoured  me  with  their 
eonfidenee;  Cor,  whilst  they  woidd  have  been 
fully  satisfied  with  the  ^«.  fixed  doty  pra- 
posed  by  the  noUe  Lord,  I  had  anived  at 
the  point  where  the  right  hon.  Banmet 
now  is,  and  actually  suggested  the  adop- 
tion of  the  plan  originally  proposed  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Membo'  for  Montiooe— 
that  of  gradual,  but  total  and  final,  re- 
peaL  As  a  country  gentleman,  I  thought 
the  welfare  of  the  whole  eommunity  de- 
manded free  trade  in  the  prime  necitssaries 
of  life.  My  own  subsistence  depends  al* 
together  on  land.  Now,  I  might  perhaps 
gu  as  far  as  many  others,  to  peril  life  and 
property,  on  a  great  occasion,  in  the  ser- 
vice of  my  country — I  hope  we  ahotdd  aD 
be  readv  to  do  so.  But  I  do  not  desire  to 
claim  credit  for,  nor  do  I  expect  from 
others,  that  more  than  Roman  virtue, 
which  would  impel  a  man  deliberately 
to  cast  himself,  and  all  he  most  loves  and 
values,  into  a  pit  of  destruction,  for  the 
general  good.  My  opinion  is,  and  has 
long  been,  that  we  shall  do  no  disservice, 
but  the  contrary,  in  the  long  ran,  to  la- 
Umrer,  tenant-farmer,  or  landowner,  by 
(^tablishing  a  frve  trade  in  com,  and  abo- 
lishing all  merely  protinrtive  duties  ;  and  I 
share  this  conriction  with  many  gentlemen 
in  Ireland,  pos^iesjird  of  large  estatei»— men 
of  high  intelligence,  and  exceedingly  well 
informed  on  agricuhunl  subiects.  I  differ 
with  the  Member  for  Dufaltn  rniversity, 
who,  in  a  speech  half  philippic,  half  jere- 
miad, pmphesied  ruia  to  Ireland,  as  the 
consequences  of  this  measure.  Tho  gsUaat 
Officer  who  represented  Donegal  was*  •!»» 
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a  propliet  of  evil ;  but  I  hope  he  wiU  be 
olmged,  one  day,  to  confess  his  error.  In 
the  case  of  the  Irish  millers,  he  reasoned 
on  partial  and  narrow  grounds  ;  just  as  he 
has  done  in  the  present  instance.  Nobody 
doubts  that  the  manufacturing  interests 
iriU  be  largely  benefited  by  the  change  pro- 
posed ;  few  doubt  that  the  condition  of  the 
skilled  labourer  will  rise  with  that  of  his 
employer.  Now,  as  has  been  already  ob- 
served, seasons  of  agricultural  prosperity 
^  bare  erer  been  coincident  with  manufac- 
turing. It  cannot  be  otherwise.  At  such 
times,  more  consumers  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce come  into  the  market ;  and  the  habi- 
tual consumers  of  beef,  mutton,  pork, 
cheese,  butter — ^to  say  nothing  of  corn — 
buy  these  things  in  larger  quantities — a 
iiact  too  much  lost  sight  of  in  this  discus- 
rion.  I  well  remember  my  first  visit  to 
the  great  tryst  of  Dumbarton.  On  the  eve 
of  the  day  of  sale,  I  found  the  Highlanders 
engaged  in  settling  the  scale  of  prices  for 
the  following  day,  and  governed  in  their 
decision  by  the  latest  news  from  Leeds  and 
Manchester.  This,  then,  may  be  assumed 
to  be  generally  true,  that  the  market  price 
of  agricultural  produce  rises  and  falls  with 
the  ebb  and  fiow  of  manufacturing  pros- 
perity ;  and  this  is  my  first  ground  of  hope, 
for  my  own  com  and  provision  exporting 
country — Ireland.  Next,  I  look  to  the 
powers  of  the  land  itself— to  mechanical 
contrivances,  and  scientific  management. 
During  the  late  war,  much  capital  was 
squandered  in  ignorant  attempts  to  realize 
fortunes  by  farming.  People  are  wiser 
now-a-days.  Economy  is  the  main  secret 
of  the  prosperous  farmer;  I  mean  such 
wise  economy  as  is  consistent  with  in- 
creased production.  The  necessity  for 
economical  administration  has  arisen  from 
the  keen  competition  of  enterprising  and 
intelligent  farmers  for  the  possession  of 
land  ;  and  that  stimulus,  which  has  worked 
so  much  good  in  the  Lothians,  and  in  Rox- 
burghshire, for  instance,  will  be  again  ap- 
plied, with  like  results,  but  on  a  larger 
scale,  in  the  parallel  case  of  competition 
with  foreigners.  It  is  with  farming,  as 
with  every  thing  else.  Generally  speak- 
ing, if  little  exertion  and  little  contriv- 
ance suffice  to  ensure  tolerable  comfort, 
Httle  will  be  done.  It  is  not  tmder 
genial  skies,  or  on  soils  of  inexhaustible 
fertility,  that  the  science  of  agriculture  has 
been  studied  with  the  deepest  attention,  or 
the  art  practised  with  the  most  signal  suc- 
cess; but  rather  where  the  caprice  and 
rigour  of  the  seasons,  and  the  stubborn  or 


infertile  character  of  the  soil,  necessitate 
skill,  vigilance,  ingenuity,  and  unremitting 
toil.  Norfolk  and  Scotland  were  first  in 
the  race  of  improvement.  I  will  not  say 
what  counties  or  countries  are  last.  If  we 
had  in  England  a  bread-fruit  tree,  we  should 
have  a  listless,  lazy.  South- Sea  Islander 
sort  of  people  to  eat  of  it.  I  am  sure  there 
were  no  good  farmers  in  the  golden  age. 
We,  farmers*  friends,  have  tried  to  create 
a  golden  age  for  our  own  people;  but,  so 
far  as  we  have  gone,  all  experience  has 
proved,  that  the  removal  of  our  wise  means 
and  appliances  to  make  money-getting  an 
easy  affair,  has  served  the  community,  and 
the  producer  also.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
in  bis  first  speech,  adverted  to  an  illustra- 
tion full  to  the  point,  and  applicable  both  to 
the  raw  material  and  to  the  late  manufac- 
tured article;  and  I  think  his  late  rejoinder 
justified  him  fully,  and  rebutted  the  coun- 
ter assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire. If  the  duty  of  101.  per  ton,  for- 
merly imposed  on  foreign  flax,  had  conti- 
nued to  the  present  day,  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  I  should  ever  have  seen  flax,  the 
produce  of  the  county  of  Armagh,  sold  in 
the  market  at  the  rate  of  19«.  6d.  a  stone; 
or  whether  any  Irish  farmer  would  have 
dreamed  of  the  possibility  of  raising  a  crop 
of  flax  equal  in  quality  to  the  best  which 
Belgium  can  produce.  But  these  things 
have  been  done.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire  wlQ  have  it,  indeed,  that  it 
will  not  pay  to  cultivate  flax  in  England, 
now  that  the  101.  duty  is  removed;  and  he 
quoted  some  statistical  facts  to  make  good 
an  assertion  which,  I  confess,  startled  me. 
I  pass  by  the  little  slip  he  made,  as  to  the 
connexion  between  the  abolition  of  duty 
and  the  abandonment  of  the  culture  of  flax, 
in  the  parish  of  Ghizelham.  He  was  set 
right  on  that  head  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, who  also  drew,  from  the  great  exten- 
sion of  flax  cultivation  in  Ireland,  and  from 
the  greatness  and  thriving  character  of  the 
linen  manufacture,  evidence  of  remunera- 
tion to  the  Irish  cultivator  of  the  crop. 
What  a  vast  trade  has  grown  up  in  Ul- 
ster, under  a  free  system  !  How  ricketty 
was  the  trade  before  !  Out  of  a  population 
of  2,386,972,  500,000  persons  derive  their 
support  from  this  business.  The  wages 
exceed  1,200,000?.  The  capital  employed, 
5,000,000?.  The  value  of  Ulster  linen, 
4,000,000?.  per  annum.  Last  year,  60,000 
new  spindles  were  added,  in  Belfast  alone, 
involving  an  outlay  of  about  240,000?.  of 
sunk  capital.  All  the  linen  weavers  are  at 
work  on  an  increase  of  wages;  yet  the  ar- 
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tide  sells  at  one  third  what  it  commanded 
but  a  few  years  ago.  The  hon.  Member 
will  allow — ^for  the  fact  is  notorious — the 
rapid  and  constant  increase  of  flax  cultiu*e 
in  Ireland;  but  he  observes,  labour  is  cheaper 
in  Ireland.  Not  a  bit — ^in  Ulster.  The  wages 
of  labour  are  as  high  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Belfast  as  in  Northampton,  and  much 
higher  than  in  Wilts  and  Hampshire.  I 
strongly  suspect,  labour  has  been  unskil- 
fully applied,  in  the  case  referred  to.  I 
once  heard  a  Lincolnshire  farmer,  Mr. 
Wames,  say,  he  had  found  it  advantageous 
to  grow  flax,  for  the  sake  of  the  food  it 
produced  for  his  cattle  ;  adding,  what  set 
us  all  in  a  roar,  that  he  had  made  a  journey 
to  Belfast,  in  order  to  learn  what  to  do 
with  the  straw.  [Laughter,]  I  advise 
the  Essex  farmer  to  try  the  flaxseed  in  fat- 
tening their  calves  ;  and,  also,  to  make 
use  of  the  straw.  There  must  have  been 
some  bad  management  in  the  parish  of 
Chizelham.  Let  me  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Armagh  this  question.  On  which  crop 
does  the  farmer  in  his  county  depend  prin- 
cipally— on  the  protected  or  the  unpro- 
tected crop — on  his  wheat  or  on  his  flax  ? 
Why,  his  reliance  is  on  the  flax,  a  product 
in  which  he  is  rivalled  to  the  extent  of 
4,000,000f.  of  value  by  the  foreigner ;  yet, 
he  is  now  meeting  and  underselling  the 
foreigner  in  Germany  ;  and  the  flax  which 
he  seUs,  at  a  high  price,  to  the  Belfast 
spinner,  finds  its  way,  in  a  manufactured 
state,  into  France,  in  spite  of  the  tariff,  and 
30  per  cent  duty.  I  have  adverted  to  the 
enormous  amount  of  raw  flax  annually  im- 
ported into  the  United  Kingdom.  Now 
why  should  not  Ireland,  admirably  suited,  in 
point  of  climate  and  soil,  to  the  production 
of  this  invaluable  plant,  supplant  the  Bel- 
gian, and  drive  the  greater  part  of  the  fo- 
reign supply  out  of  our  markets?  The 
Belfast  Flax  Improvement  Society  has  al- 
ready done  wonders.  Beautiful  flax  has 
been  sent  to  our  factories  firom  Munster, 
and  from  the  remotest  parts  of  Connaught; 
and,  if  but  a  sixteenth  of  the  arable  land, 
fit  for  the  cultivation  of  this  crop,  were 
sown  down  with  it  every  year,  the  Irish 
farmer  and  the  Irish  manufacturer  would 
alike  be  benefited.  The  returns  of  land  in 
Ireland,  fit  for  tillage,  and  so  employed, 
show  a  gross  amount  of  13,464,300  acres. 
In  the  district  where  flax  enters  into  the 
regular  rotation,  one-fifth  part  of  the  farm 
bears  that  crop  annually.  This  is  far  too 
large  a  portion  to  be  devoted  to  flax  ;  but 
it  marks  the  value  of  the  crop  in  the  far- 
mer's Qstimation«     I  find;  that  in  Belgium 


not  more  than  a  tenth  or  eleventh  of  the 
arable  land  is  thus  occupied.  Now,  sup- 
pose the  sixteenth  part  of  the  13,464,000 
Irish  acres  sown  with  flax,  we  should  have 
no  less  than  841,518  acres,  producing,  at 
the  rate  of  6  cwt.  per  acre,  252,455 
tons  of  this  remunerative  crop,  worth,  at 
the  most  moderate  estimate,  more  than 
10,000,0002.  The  half  of  this  would  supply 
the  wants  of  the  United  Kingdom,  accord- 
ing to  the  present  demand,  and  aflbrd  em- 
ployment and  support  to  a  third  part  of  our 
teeming  population.  I  want  to  know,  too, 
what  should  hinder  us  from  competing  suc- 
cessfully with  the  Dutch  butter  ?  In  Lon- 
don alone  6,000  barrels  of  Dutch  butter 
are  sold  every  week.  Are  the  pastures  of 
Oarlow  and  Cork,  of  Limerick  and  Tippe- 
rary,  less  verdant  than  the  flats  of  Hol- 
land; or,  rather,  has  the  Dutch  farmer, 
who  feeds  his  cows  in  the  house,  any  ad- 
vantage, as  regards  the  excellence  of  the 
article,  over  the  Irish  farmer,  whose  cows 
range  over  some  of  the  richest  pastures  in 
the  world  ?  No ;  but  we  want  the  Dutch- 
man's method,  and  his  cleanliness.  Yet, 
we  are  improving ;  and  I  am  happy  to  be 
able  to  state,  that  considerable  quantities 
of  butter — ^house-fed  butter,  too — are  sent, 
by  the  daily  packets,  from  Belfast  to  Liver- 
pool or  Fleetwood,  and  sell  in  the  mar- 
ket, at  very  remunerating  prices.  As  an 
instance  of  the  relief  which  improvements 
afford  to  the  farmer,  permit  me  to  glance 
at  that  arising  from  the  introduction  of 
eflicient  and  portable  manures.  Under  the 
common  five-coiu*se  rotation,  one-fifth  of 
the  farm  will,  of  course,  be  under  green 
crops — turnips  and  potatoes.  The  carting 
and  spreading  of  farm-yard  manure  is  so 
exceedingly  expensive  as  to  run  away,  in 
most  cases,  with  a  large  portion  of  the 
gross  profit — ^in  some  cases,  of  the  whole. 
Hence,  I  have  often  known  the  land  given 
rent  free,  to  be  well  manured.  But  I  have 
ascertained,  by  accurate  experiment,  that, 
taking  into  account  all  expenses,  rent  in- 
cluded, a  profit  of  162.  an  acre  can  be 
drawn  from  potato  ground  manured  with 
guano,  and  almost  as  much  on  land  ma- 
nured with  crushed  bones.  Or,  take  the 
matter  in  another  point  of  view.  Suppose 
a  small  farmer,  such  as  we  have  in  Ulster, 
holding  ten  acres  of  land,  at  a  rent  of  II. 
per  acre,  to  employ  half  his  farm -yard 
manure  in  top-dressing  his  clover,  the 
other  half  in  manuring  his  green  crop, 
in  combination  with  guano — the  differ- 
ence of  expense  between  the  two  being 
5h  per  acre — the  saving,  under  the  pre- 
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gent  supposition,  would  be  21,  lOs,,  which, 
distributed  over  the  whole  ten  acres,  would 
be  51.,  that  is,  10^.  an  acre,  or  half  the 
average  rent.  From  these  considerations 
— ^Ist,  from  the  dependence  of  agriculture 
on  manufactures ;  2nd,  from  the  fact  that 
in  Ireland  the  resources  of  the  soil  have 
been,  as  yet,  very  imperfectly  developed  ; 
3rd,  from  the  decided  •  experiment  with 
regard  to  the  culture  of  flax,  and  the  fair 
prospect  before  us  of  like  success  in  the 
production  of  butter ;  4th,  from  the  known 
results  of  applying  portable  and  fertilizing 
manures,  by  means  of  which  a  saving 
eqnal  to  half  the  rent  may  bo  eifected — I 
have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  (which  I 
challenge  any  opponent  to  prove  unfounded), 
that  if  the  Irish  landowners  and  occupiers 
of  the  soil  will  but  avail  themselves  of  the 
resources  at  their  disposal,  they  need  not 
fear  the  rivalry  of  the  foreigner,  even 
though  the  prices  of  com  were  perma- 
nently depressed;  because  they  have  the 
means  of  compensating  for  diminished 
price  by  increasing  production,  and,  be- 
sides, they  will  be  enabled  to  buy  cheaper 
every  other  article  of  consumption,  while 
they  sell  dearer  every  product  of  the  soil, 
com  excepted.  But  we  are  threatened 
with  starvation !  In  the  blmd  pursuit  of 
abundance,  we  are  rushing  into  the  jaws 
of  famine !  Land  is  to  be  thrown  out  of 
tillage  to  an  enormous  extent!  Our  de- 
pendence on  foreign  nations  is  to  be  abso- 
lute !  A  year  of  universal  scarcity  may 
bring  us  to  a  state  of  absolute  want,  and 
to  die  verge  of  national  ruin !  Sir,  I  be- 
lieve nothing  of  the  kind  can  take  place. 
If  there  be  any  truth  in  what  I  have  ad- 
vanced, the  apprehension  is  chimerical. 
Already  means  have  been  found  to  alter 
the  very  texture  of  soils,  on  which  their 
fertility  or  barrenness  depends.  And  as 
to  the  contingencies  of  an  universal  failure 
throughout  the  civihzed  world,  let  the  ex- 
tent of  fertile  districts  which  freedom  of 
commerce  in  com,  aided  by  the  facilities 
for  its  transport  from  inland  countries  to 
the  sea,  afforded  by  railways,  be  taken 
into  account.  The  cost  of  conveyance  to 
the  Baltic  ports,  for  an  extra  distance  of 
250  miles,  has  been  found  to  double  the 
price  of  the  commodity,  owing  to  the  diffi- 
culties of  navigation.  But  that  expense 
will  be  greatly  diminished  in'  the  course  of 
a  few  years.  Improvement,  and  the  cer- 
tainty of  finding  a  market,  will  induce  and 
justify  efforts  which,  in  the  present  uncer- 
tain state  of  the  corn  trade,  it  would  be 
madness  in  the  remote  foreign  cultivator  to 
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make.  I  may  safely  refer  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  make  use  of  this  argument  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire.  Ho  thinks 
every  interest  will  be  swept  away  by  an 
inundation  of  foreign  corn;  and,  lest  the 
desiructive  flood  should  abate,  unfailing 
supplies  will  flow  in  from  the  reservoirs  of 
the  warehouse.  Were  it  otherwise,  can 
we  deem  it  to  be  within  the  bounds  of  rea- 
sonable probability  that  all  the  coimtries 
from  which  supplies  of  com  can  be  derived 
— countries  widely  differing  from  each  other 
in  soils  and  climates — should  simulta- 
neously be  visited  with  the  afliiction  of 
dearth  in  the  same  products;  that  a  blight 
should  fall,  in  one  year,  upon  the  shores 
of  Michigan  and  the  Black  Sea ;  upon  the 
banks  of  the  Ohio,  the  Mississippi,  and 
the  Vistula;  on  Canada  and  on  Russia? 
Surely,  we  need  not  distress  ourselves  with 
imaginary  cases  of  far-fetched  possibilities. 
To  me,  such  a  calamity  seems  to  be  a  mere 
phantom  of  the  examination ;  a  thing  quite 
out  of  the  constituted  order  of  nature — in- 
consistent with  that  providential  arrange- 
ment which  supplies  food  in  abundance  for 
all  the  creatures  of  God's  hand,  and  has 
spread  out  the  ocean  as  a  great  highway 
for  the  distribution,  throughout  the  world, 
of  the  fruits  of  His  exuberant  boimty. 
Another  argument,  glanced  at  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  and  much  insisted 
on  by  one  of  our  cleverest  periodical  works 
— I  mean  Blackwood's  Magazine — is  based 
on  the  supposition,  that  one  day  or  other 
our  supplies  of  food  may  be  intercepted 
by  the  fleets  of  a  victorious  enemy.  Sir, 
our  case,  in  such  an  event,  would  be  bad 
indeed ;  bad,  whether  the  Corn  Laws  were 
abolished  or  not ;  our  ships  taken  or  sunk, 
our  Colonies  lost,  our  commerce  annihi- 
lated ;  what  would  remain  for  us  but 
peace  on  any  terms  —  peace  at  the  dic- 
tation of  a  triumphant  and  insulting  ene- 
my ?  Vce  victis !  Is  the  supposition  one 
on  which  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
ought  to  base  its  measures  ?  That  is  the 
question.  Sir,  it  ill  becomes  either  indi- 
vidual men  or  nations  to  boast;  but  I  may 
be  permitted  to  express  the  modest  confi- 
dence I  repose  in  the  naval  resources  of 
this  nation,  in  the  discipline  of  our  sail- 
ors, in  the  skill  of  then*  officers,  in  the 
valour  that  is  common  to  both ;  and 
if  it  should  come  to  pass  that  French  or 
American  Van  Tromps  and  De  Witts  shall 
head  the  fleets  of  our  enemies,  and  threaten 
to  sweep  the  British  Channel  clear  of  our 
ships,  we  have  ample  proof,  up  to  the  pre- 
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Bent  daj,  that  the  hreed  of  British  seamen 
jR  not  extinct ;  and  ample  ground  for  the 
assurance  that  new  Monks,  and  Deans, 
and  Blakes,  will  be  found  to  meet  them  on 
our  own  channel,  and  maintain  the  ancient 
glory  of  our  unsullied  flag.  I  know  **  the 
battle  is  not  always  to  the  strong  ;*'  but  I 
know  also,  and  am  persuaded,  that  the 
goremment  of  the  world  is  not  capricious. 
Let  who  will  call  it  enthusiasm— fanati- 
cism :  I  hare  a  deep-seated  confidence, 
that  as  long  as  our  naval  supremacy  is  a 
guarantee  for  freedom  of  trade,  and  the 
diffusion  of  knowledge  and  civilization 
••as  long  as  this  country  shall  be  an  asy- 
lum and  a  sanctuary  for  the  oppressed  of 
all  nations — as  long  as  freedom  and  en- 
lightenment follow  in  the  train  of  our  colo- 
nization— as  long  as  the  sceptre  of  this 
kingdom  is  swayed  over  its  wide  dependen- 
cies in  equity  and  beneficence— as  long  as, 
desiring  pacific  and  friendly  relations  with 
all  the  world,  regarding  war  as  the  last  of 
ealamities,  we  maintain  the  character  of 
that  magnanimous  meekness  which  be- 
comes our  exalted  station,  so  long  shall  we 
come  conquerors  out  of  every  righteous 
struggle — so  long  shall  the  Island  Queen 
be  Queen  of  the  circling  seas.  These,  Sir, 
are  my  hopes  and  my  opinions,  not  hastily 
formed;  and,  strengthened  by  every  year's 
experience,  I  say  to  this  House,  do  what 
is  just  and  right,  and  fear  nothing. 

'Mr.  BECKETT  DENISON  regretted 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Knares- 
borough  was  not  in  his  place ;  because  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  in  liis  (Mr.  Dcnison's) 
absence,  alluded  to  him  in  a  manner  and  in 
terms  which  he  deeply  regretted  being 
obliged  to  say  were  in  no  way  warranted. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  doing  him  (Mr.  Denison)  the 
honour  of  asking  fim  to  second  the  Address 
at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  had  deceived 
him  as  t4>  the  measures  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  intended  to  propose.  It  was 
hardly  necessary  for  him  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  if  not  the  last  man, 
was  certainly  one  of  the  last  men,  in  the 
country  who  would  deceive  any  one.  He 
(Mr.  Denison)  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  directly  or  in- 
directly deceived  him.  He  must  take  leave 
to  add,  that  he  joined  in  the  wish  which 
had  been  expressed  by  several  hon.  Gentle- 
men, that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Knaresborough  would  be  more  cautious  in 
future  when  addressing  the  House  in  allud- 
ing to  private  iudividuals :  so  doing  would 


tend  to  raise  his  character  in  the  Homey 
and  in  public  estimation.  Having  disposed 
of  this  subject  (he  hoped  satisfactorily  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet) — [Sir  R.  Pbbl: 
Hear!] — ^he  should  proceed  to  say,  that 
when  he  (Mr.  Denison)  had  the  honour  of 
seconding  the  Address,  he  did  eoneeivet 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  com- 
municated to  him,  that  the  Government 
would  bring  forward  measures  of  the  same 
character  as  those  which  they  had  pro- 
pounded within  the  last  three  or  four  years, 
and  which  he  (Mr.  Denison)  considered  had 
certainly  been  most  successful;  and  he 
also  thought  that  a  discussion  would  take 
place  on  the  subject  of  the  Com  Laws. 
But  he  would  frankly  own  that  he  did  not 
expect  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
propose  the  total  abolition  of  the  Com 
Laws,  even  accompanied  by  a  sliding-scale 
for  three  years ;  and  by  certain  (so  called) 
"compensatory"  enactments.  He  would 
also  admit,  that  in  bo  doing  he  considered 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  committed  a 
*'  great  mistake" — an  error  which  he  feared 
many  would  have  to  deplore,  but  which  he 
hop<Kl  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  never 
have  reason  to  regret;  for  although  pre- 
pared to  oppose  the  measure,  he  certainly 
hoped,  should  it  pass,  that  it  might  be  suc- 
cessful, and  promote  those  interests  which, 
he  doubted  not,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
wished  to  benefit.  He  must  do  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  justice  to  say,  that  he 
believed  that  unless  he  had  felt  overpowered 
by  a  strong  sense  of  public  duty,  he  would 
not  have  ventured  to  bring  forward  such  a 
measure.  It  would  be  admitted  that  it 
was  as  much  the  duty  of  Governments  as  of 
individuals  to  exert  themselves  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  employment  of  the  people;  and 
to  furnish  them,  in  the  best  possible  way, 
at  once  with  the  requisite  supply  of  provi- 
sion and  the  means  of  procuring  it.  He 
(Mr.  Denison)  could  conscientiously  state, 
that  in  supporting  the  Com  Laws  as  he  had 
done  for  several  years,  he  had  been  in- 
fluenced solely  by  that  consideration.  He 
had  never  advocated  the  Com  Laws  for  the 
benefit  of  the  landlords.  Nor  had  he  ad- 
vocated them  solely  for  the  interest  even 
of  the  tenantry — that  hardworking  and  de- 
serving race  of  men,  the  yeomen  and  the 
pride  of  England ;  but  the  great  anxiety  on 
his  mind  had  been  in  favour  of  the  working 
classes  of  the  community  at  large :  and  he 
would  frankly  admit,  that  if  he  could  be 
convinced  that  the  measure  before  the 
House  would  really  benefit  the  working 
classes,  ho  would  at  once  become  a  Com 
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Law  repealer.  But  imtil  conyinoed  of  that, 
he  should  remain  firm  in  his  adherence  to 
his  original  principles ;  being  satisfied  that 
the  oon^oance  or  the  Com  Laws  was  for 
the  adrantage  of  the  working  classes  gene- 
rallj,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  l^ded 
interest  alone.  He  must  ask  leate  to 
take  a  brief  review  of  the  state  of  things 
in  this  country  for  the  last  few  years,  in 
connexion  with  this  subject.  Within  this 
century  the  population  had  doubled— within 
this  century  the  price  of  com  had  fallen 
nearly  50  per  cent.  At  this  time,  1846,  there 
was  not  a  larger  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion fed  by  foreign  wheat  than  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  century ;  and  yet  during 
all  this  period  the  country  had  been  under 
the  operation  of  the  Com  Laws,  which  had 
been  changed  firom  time  to  time  against 
the  landed  interest,  though  of  course  pro- 
fessedly for  the  good  of  the  public.  Then, 
referring  to  pauperism — the  poor  rates 
within  the  last  century  had  greatly  de- 
creased: we  raised  less  money  in  1841  than 
in  1810.  Tet  all  this  while  we  had  been 
under  the  operation  of  the  Com  Laws. 
Lest  he  shotdd  be  in  error  on  this  subject, 
especially  after  the  extraordinary  state- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Gt.  Clerk),  to 
which  he  should  soon  allude,  he  would  quote 
from  a  document  prepared  from  Parliamen- 
tary Papers,  representing  the  importations 
of  com  in  decennial  periods : — 

ATKRAOK   IMPORTATION  OF  FOBSION  WHEAT. 

Between  1791  and  1800  ...  470,000  quarters. 
1801  „  1810  ...  465,000 
1811  „  1820  ...  429,000 
1821  „  1830  ...  534,000 
1831  „  1840  ...  908,000 
1841  „  1846  ...1,300,000 

the  last  period  being,  it  would  be  observed, 
five  years  only.  On  examination,  however, 
of  these  Papers,  it  would  be  found  that, 
in  some  of  ^e  years,  not  much  more  than 
100,000  quarters  of  foreign  wheat  had 
been  imported  ;  so  abundant  had  been  our 
harvests  at  home,  and  so  perfectly  able  was 
the  country,  in  ordinary  years,  to  supply 
an  abundance  of  com  for  the  whole  com- 
munity. Thus,  there  were  entered  for 
home  consumption  (of  foreign  wheat  im- 
ported)-— 

In  1844  ...  822,000  quarters. 
In  1846  ...  136,000  quarters. 

Yet  they  were  told  that  it  was  necessary 
to  take  off  the  Cora  Laws,  that  the  popu- 
lation might  have  foreign  corn  imported  to 
any  amount.  It  appeared  to  him  that  no 
interest  had  been  so  cruelly  treated,  or  so 
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hardly  pressed,  as  that  of  agricidture.  In 
1815  there  was  a  prohibitory  duty  upon  fo- 
reign com,  until  the  price  here  reached  80^. 
In  1822  that  price  was  reduced  to  70«.  In 
1828  there  was  a  new  law,  introducing  a 
<<sliding-scale,"  which  lasted  till  1842, 
when  the  rate  of  duty  was  reduced  50  per 
cent ;  and  now,  in  1846,  when  the  last  law 
had  not  been  in  operation  four  years,  total 
abolition  was  proposed.  Surely  there  shoidd 
be  "  a  case"  made  out  against  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  before  such  a  sudden  and 
extensive  change  could  be  justly  proposed 
or  acceded  to.  It  ought  to  be  made  out 
that  the  agriculturists  had  established  a 
system  which  had  worked  extremely  ill 
— ^that  the  price  of  wheat  had  risen  as 
the  rate  of  population  increased — that 
the  people  had  been  starving.  Then, 
indeed,  it  might  have  been  reasonably  said, 
"We  can  endure  this  law  no  longer!" 
But  the  very  reverse  of  all  this  had  been 
the  fact.  He  had  attempted  already  to 
prove — and  trusted  that  he  had  succeeded 
in  satisfying  the  House — ^that  within  the 
present  century  the  improvement  of  agri- 
culture had  been  going  on  at  the  same 
rate  as  the  increase  of  the  population. 
["Hear,  hear!'*]  He  imderstood  that 
cheer.  He  gave  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  bench  the  full  benefit  of 
conceding  that  agriculture  was  still  in  its 
infancy.  But  he  said,  while  there  was  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  agriculture  would 
continue  to  improve,  and  while  he  did  not 
question  that  our  agriculture  possessed  full 
power  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  an  increas- 
ing population — he  thought  the  Legislature 
ought  to  behave  fairly  to  agriculture— that 
it  ought  to  give  the  agriculturists  a  lease  of 
the  measure  passed  in  1842,  as  it  had  done 
with  the  law  of  1828 — ^that  it  ought  to  have 
waited  until  it  was  seen  whether  the  agri- 
culturists would  exert  themselves,  and  put 
their  shoulders  to  the  wheel  (or  rather  to 
the  plough),  as  they  had  hitherto  done — 
that  it  ought  to  have  ascertained  whether 
there  woiSd  be  any  just  ground  oi  com- 
plaint on  the  score  of  deficient  supply  of 
food ;  and  he  believed  that,  though  of 
course  the  agriculturists  could  not  control 
the  changes  of  the  seasons,  they  would  be 
found  to  do  all  that  was  required  to  supply 
the  national  necessities.  He  had  been 
much  astonished  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Sir  G.  Clerk),  who  said— 

"  Within  the  last  ten  years,  wo  had  imported 
nearly  10,000,000  of  quarters  of  corn,  giving  an 
average  of  nearly  2,000,000  quarters  a  year." 
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That,  of  course,  was  a  mistako  of  tho 
printers.  [Sir  G.  Clerk:  Five  years.] 
Taking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  cor- 
rection, the  calculation  remained  im- 
inexplicable;  2,000,000  quarters  of  wheat 
imported  yearly  must  surely  be  a  mere 
misprint.  However,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net continued — 

"  No  one  could  say  that  the  people  had  been 
meanwhile  at  all  oveHed.  If  the  population  were 
to  go  on  increasing  for  the  ten  years  to  come,  as 
it  luid  been  during  the  ten  years  preceding,  an 
annual  arerage  import  of  3,000,000  quarters 
would  not  be  greater  than  the  country  would 
require.  Not  only  would  not  a  single  acre  be 
thrown  out  of  cultivation,  but  there  would  be  a 
greater  dcnuind  for  the  home-grown  wheat  than  at 
present.  The  experience  of  the  last  thirty  years 
had  satisfied  him  that  the  rate  of  population  ad- 
vanced more  rapidly  than  the  rate  of  production, 
and  that  we  must  increase  our  imports  of  foreign 
com." 

All  that  he  could  say  was,  that  if  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
right,  then  he  (Mr.  Denison)  must  be 
wrong.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said,  that 
the  quantity  of  com  imported  within  the 
last  five  years  was  greater  than  in  the  pre- 
ceding years ;  but  he  had  just  referred  to 
figures,  and  he  would  beg  to  refer  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  them.  The  whole  question 
before  the  House  was  this :  **  Are  the  Corn 
Laws  calculated  to  promote  the  comfort  and 
happiness  of  the  working  classes,  and 
thereby  increase  the  wealth  and  power  of 
the  nation?"  He  frankly  admitted  that 
unless  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the 
people  were  increasing,  the  wealth  and 
power  of  the  nation  must  decrease,  and 
that  that  decrease  would  necessarily  be 
succeeded  by  disease,  poverty,  and  dis- 
tress. Unless  it  could  be  shown  that 
the  Com  Laws  had  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the 
people,  he  would  vote  against  them.  He 
presumed,  however,  that  there  was  ample 
evidence  to  show  that  protection  had  that 
desirable  effect.  But  by  the  Tariff  of 
1842,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  reduced 
the  duties  upon  meat  and  animals  gene- 
rally. He  was  one  of  those  who  thought 
the.  right  hon.  Baronet  did  perfectly  right. 
lie  did  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles)  in 
the  opinion  expressed  by  him  on  that  occa- 
sion; because,  at  that  time,  the  price  of 
meat  was  rising  in  the  market.  He 
was  now  quite  ready  to  say,  that  if  the 
price  of  wheat  were  rising  in  the  market, 
you  ought  to  take  off  the  duty,  and  give 
the  people  an  opportunity  of  getting  cheaper 
com;  therefore,  although,  in  bis  opinion, 


the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  quite  right  in 
his  measure  with  respect  to  meat,  it  did 
not  follow  that  he  was  correct  with  respect 
to  com.  There  was  also  a  reduction  of 
duty  on  sugar.  But  there  was  no  analogy 
between  the  duty  upon  sugar  and  duty 
upon  com.  The  duty  was  imposed  upon 
sugar  expressly  for  the  purpose  of  revenue. 
He  believed  the  quantity  of  sugar  imported 
had  been  nearly  stationary  for  some  years 
past;  and  the  consequence  must  be  that 
the  price  would  rise,  or  a  certain  portion  of 
the  people  would  be  certainly  deprived  of 
that  necessary  article  of  life.  The  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  were  right  in  reducing 
the  duty  on  sugar;  so  with  respect  to  cof- 
fee, and  various  other  articles  which  were 
not  grown  at  home.  But  he  saw  no  ana- 
logy between  articles  grown  abroad,  and 
those  grown  at  home.  The  Com  Laws 
ought  not  to  be  considered  as  a  fiscal  regu- 
lation :  they  ought  to  be  contemplated 
as  a  system  for  giving  encouragement 
to  the  cultivation  of  home-grown  com. 
Viewed  in  this  light,  he  believed  that  the 
destruction  of  such  a  system  would  ulti- 
mately prove  as  detrimental  to  the  manu- 
facturing interests  as  to  the  agricultiu-al. 
He  had  ascertained  some  of  the  conse- 
quences which  resulted  from  a  good  har- 
vest and  a  bad  one;  and  he  must  say 
that  it  appeared  to  him  that  much  error 
prevailed  upon  this  subject.  It  had 
been  stated,  over  and  over  again,  that 
wages  were  never  so  good,  and  em- 
ployment never  so  plentiful,  as  when  the 
price  of  com  was  low.  He  admitted  that 
this  was  true,  with  a  few  additional  words, 
namely,  when  that  lowness  of  price  was  the 
consequence  of  a  good  harvest.  For  he 
maintained  that  neither  the  agricultural  in- 
terest nor  the  manufacturing  interest  could 
be  in  a  healthy  state,  unless  they  had  the 
advantage  of  a  good  harvest.  He  would 
challenge  any  one  to  show  an  instance  of 
the  people  of  the  manufacturing  districts 
being  in  full  employment  after  a  bad 
harvest;  and  he  would  challenge  any  one 
to  show  an  instance  where  the  people 
of  those  districts  xrere  out  of  work  after 
a  good  harvest.  The  explanation  was 
easy  and  clear.  After  a  plentiful  harvest 
the  price  might  be  low,  but  there  was 
more  com  to  sell ;  so  that  there  was  an  in- 
crease of  wealth  in  the  nation,  and  more 
corn  to  consume.  The  faraier,  though  get- 
ting lower  prices,  brought  home  more  mo- 
ney, and  had  greater  encouragement  to 
employ  labour;  while  the  labourers  got  an 
ampler  supply  of  the  necessaries  of  life 
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than  thej  would  otherwise  receive  even 
with  higher    wages.       But  if  the   posi- 
tion of  aifairs  were  reversed,  and  if  the  re- 
sults of  a  bad  harvest  were  examined,  it 
would  be  found,  on  asking  the  shopkeepers 
in  a  country  town  how  they  got  on,  they 
would  reply  that  ''there  had  been  a  bad 
harvest, '  and  therefore  *  *  they  sell  nothing. '  * 
What  he  would  impress  upon  the  House, 
therefore,  was  the  immense  importance  of 
encouraging  agriculture  as  much  as  possi- 
ble.    He  asked  not  high  duties — ^he  desired 
not  prohibition,  but  protection,  believing  it 
to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation  that 
agriculture    should    be   encouraged.     As 
to  the  manufacturers  they  never  were  in 
a  good  state  when  the  price  of  com  on 
account  of  a  bad  harvest  was  high.    And 
here  he  would  observe  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord   John    Russell)    was,    he 
doubted  not,  fully  alive  to  the  value  of 
good  harvests;  the  bad  harvests  of  1839, 
1840,   and  1841  —  accompanied  as  they 
were   by   distress  and  discontent  in  the 
manufacturing  districts,  did  more  to  shake 
public  confidence  in  the  noble  Lord's  Ad- 
ministration than  almost  anything    else. 
[Lord  J.   Russell  :  Hear.]     And,  to  do 
justice  both  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  now  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  he  must  add,  that  the  good 
harvests  since  the  right  hon.  Baronet  came 
into   office    had    very  much  assisted  his 
Administration.     Again,  they  all  remem- 
bered  that   in    1833,    1834,   and  1835, 
when  there  were  remarkably  good   har- 
vests,   the   manufacturing   districts  were 
well  employed  ;  while  it  was  equally  well 
known   that  in  1823,  1824,    and   1825, 
there  were  good  harvests,  and  manufac- 
tures were  most  flourishing.     The  noble 
Lord  (the  Member  for  London)  made  an  ob- 
servation the  other  night  which  was  de- 
serving of  notice.    The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  the  case  of  the  Com  Laws  was  one 
of  exceeding  difficulty ;  that  many  eminent 
men  had  written  upon  the  subject ;    but 
every   one  of  these   learned  writers  had 
been  puzzled  as  to  the  best  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  subject.  Now,  with  all  respect  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel,) 
and   with   a  candid  declaration,   that   if 
he  (Mr,  Denison)  were  compelled  to  choose 
a  pilot   to  steer  the  vessel  of  the  State 
through   the    shoals    and   breakers    that 
might  beset  its  course,  he  wotild  take  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  so  long  as  he 
(Mr.  £.  B.  Denison)  possessed  any  judg- 
ment to  guide  his  conduct,  and  had  the 
power  to  speak  for  himself,  he  must  act 


upon  his  own  convictions.     He  thei*eforo 
could  not  accept  the  invitation  for  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Com  Laws.     Even  if  the  pro- 
position and  the  measure  were  right,  stiU 
the  time  for  bringing  it  forward  was  wrcmg 
and  unfortunately  chosen.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  the  country  by  sur- 
prise, which  ought  not  to  have  been  done. 
The    measure   put  300   Gentlemen,  who 
were  most  anxious   to   support  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  the  painful  position 
either  of  voting  against  their  leader,  or  of 
voting  against  their  conscience,  or  of  re- 
signing their  tmst  into  the  hands  of  their 
constituents.     He  might  have  resorted  to 
the  last  alternative ;  but  he  confessed  he 
preferred  rather  to  vote  against  the  Go- 
vernment, which,  up  tiU  now,  he  had  most 
sincerely   supported.      He  had,  however, 
another  reason  for  voting  against  the  pre- 
sent Motion.     In  1841,  he  (Mr.  E.  B.  De- 
nison) was,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  would  admit, 
pressed  into  the   service  of  his  country, 
by  being  urged  to  become  a  candidate 
to  represent  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire. 
He  was  so  required  to  stand  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  opposing  the  two  most  po- 
pular men  in  the  kingdom.  Lord  Milton 
and  Lord  Morpeth — men  whom,  under  or- 
dinary circumstances,  he  should  never  have 
dreamt  of  opposing.     But  he  was  selected 
by  his  friends  on  that  occasion,  because' 
they  knewthathe  had  always  advocated  pro- 
tection to  agriculture.    He  accordingly  pre- 
sumed to  present  himself  to  the  electors  of 
the  West  Riding  ;  but  he  never  made  them 
any  promises  ;  he  gave  no  pledges ;  un- 
doubtedly he  did  state  that  he  was  a  sincere 
advocate  for  protection,  and  he  now  felt  that 
he  was  as  much  bound  in  honour  and  good 
faith  to  keep  his  word,  as  if  he  had  entered 
into  the  most  solemn  engagement.     From 
those  declarations  he  would  not  swerve. 
He  might  possibly  be  induced  to  forfeit 
his  bond ;  but  his  word  of  honour  he  would 
never  break.    To  the  surprise  of  everybody 
— certainly  to  his  own  sui'prise,  and  to  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax — ^he  (Mr. 
Denison)  and  Mr.  Wortley  were  elected. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  laughed  at 
the  notion  of  Mr.  Denison  being  brought 
forward  as  the  opponent  of  Lord  Morpeth, 
and  in  a  tone  of  confident  triumph,  ex- 
claimed— **  Now  then,   we  shall   have   a 
stand-up   fight  ;    there   are    Wortley  and 
Denison  against  Milton  and  Moi*peth,  we 
will  meet  them,  and  lick  them  both  most 
heartily;"   to   the   surprise,   however,    of 
every  man,  Mr.  Wortley  and  he  (Mr.  De- 
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niBon)  were  elected.  But  so  little  vas 
he  disposed  to  go  into  the  contest,  that 
he  made  a  proposition  to  his  opponents, 
that  if  thej  would  withdraw  one  of  their 
own  candidates,  and  let  the  ConserratiTes 
have  one  Memher,  he  would  not  be  the 
cause  of  a  contest.  But  the  idea  of  allow- 
ing a  Conservative  to  be  returned  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  was  laughed 
at,  while  the  Whigs  offered  the  people 
''Cheap  com!  cheap  timber!  and  cheap 
sugar !  '  He,  on  that  occasion,  told  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  to  take  care, 
that  they  did  not  thrash  both  his  candi- 
dates ;  ^e  warning  was  unheeded;  the 
election  went  on,  and  the  Conservatives 
were  triumphant.  Well,  then,  in  1846, 
without  a  single  reason  being  assigned, 
even  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, for  this  proposal  to  abolish  the 
Com  Laws,  how  could  he  justify  himself, 
after  having  opposed  the  noble  Lord  (who 
was  now  his  hon.  Colleague)  in  1841 
upon  that  very  question — how,  he  asked, 
could  he  justify  himself  in  supporting 
the  proposition  of  Her  Majesty  s  Go- 
vernment? He  should  be  ashamed  of 
himself  to  do  so.  If  he  changed  his  mind 
upon  the  subject,  he  should  have  been 
bound  in  honour  to  have  resigned.  True, 
he  might,  indeed,  have  avoided  that  course 
by  simply  saying  ''he  had  changed  his 
mind,  and  so  disposed  of  all  his  former 
speeches. ' '  But  being  determined  to  stand 
by  his  former  speeches,  and  not  having 
changed  his  mind,  he  must  vote  against 
the  measure.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  which  he  must  allude.  His  noble 
Colleague  (Lord  Morpeth)  seemed  to  fancy 
that  his  not  being  opposed  at  the  late 
election  of  a  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
in  consequence  of  Lord  Whamcliffe's  death, 
was  indicative  of  a  very  general  change 
having  taken  place  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  in  that  part  of  the  kingdom  upon 
this  subject.  But  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  not  to  deceive  himself  upon  that 
point.  There  were  various  circumstances 
which  induced  the  friends  of  protection  to 
say,  "  We  will  not  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  noble  Lord  on  this  occasion.  '  But 
he  could  assure  the  noblo  Lord  that  if  it 
had  been  a  general  election,  and  if  the 
public  had  known  then  as  they  did  now 
what  was  the  proposition  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
had  to  encounter  a  very  sharp  contest. 
He  would  further  tell  the  noble  Lord 
that  many  gentlemen  of  influence  and  pro- 
perty, who,  in  1841,  supported  the  noblo 


Lord,  had  since  told  him  (Mr.  E.  B.  De- 
nison)  that  it  was  tme  they  did,  in  1841, 
give  the  noble  Lord  their  support,  in  oppo- 
sition to  Mr.  Wortley  and  himself,  but 
circumstances  were  so  changed  that  a 
protection  candidate  for  the  &ture  might 
rely  on  their  best  services.  That  oc- 
curred only  the  other  day.  Therefore  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  teU  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  must  not  indulge  the  pleasing  idea 
that  by  giving  support  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Com  Laws,  he  would  insure  his  return  at 
the  next  election.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  saying,  that  he  had  not  changed 
his  mind  upon  the  policy  of  the  Com  Laws, 
and  he  therefore  steadily  opposed  their  abo- 
lition; for  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  any 
man  in  Yorkshire,  whether  of  25,0002.  or 
30,000?.  a  year,  or  the  poorest  voter  who 
voted  for  lum  at  the  last  election,  the  op- 
portunity of  saying — "  I  took  you  upon 
your  word  of  honour,  but  you  have  be- 
trayed me,  and  deceived  me." 

Mr.  BROTHBRTON  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  seemed 
to  imagine  that  ther^  was  something  de- 
rogatory in  a  man's  changing  his  mind. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Brotherton)  had  read  in  a 
good  book,  that  "  a  wise  man  doubteth 
often,  and  changeth  his  mind,  but  he  who 
is  not  wise  is  obstinate  and  perseveres  in 
his  error."  The  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  if  the  Com  Laws  were  not  beneficial 
to  the  workmg  classes  he  would  repeal 
them,  and  that  his  only  motive  for  support- 
ing them  was  that  he  believed  them  to  be 
beneficial  to  the  people ;  and  that  he  did 
not  support  them  from  a  mixed  motive  of 
their  being  beneficial  either  to  the  farmer 
or  the  landlord.  He  had  also  adduced  cer- 
tain figures  to  prove  that  they  must  have 
been  beneficial  to  the  community  at  large, 
inasmuch  as  fewer  persons  were  now  fed 
on  foreign  com,  than  at  the  time  the  Com 
Law  was  enacted  in  1815.  He  was  at 
issue  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon  that 
point.  The  returns  presented  to  the  House 
showed  that  for  the  period  from  1815  to 
1821  only  one  in  thirty  of  the  population 
was  fed  upon  foreign  com ;  that  upon  the 
average  of  ten  years  to  1831,  one  in 
twenty-two  of  the  population  were  fed  upon 
foreign  com;  and  upon  the  average  of  the 
ten  years  to  1841,  one  in  sixteen  and  a  half 
were  so  fed.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  a  note  of  the  quantity  of  wheat  and 
wheat  flour  imported  into  this  kingdom  for 
the  last  eight  years,  he  would  find  that  one 
in  ten  of  the  population  had  to  be  fed  upon 
foreign  com.     Therefore  if  the  Com  Laws 
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answered  the  purpose  for  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  supposed  them  to  be  enacted — 
that  of  feeding  the  people,  and  not  of  keep- 
ing up  prices — ^he  must  admit  that  they 
hi^  failed  of  that  effect.     He  (Mr.  Bro- 
iherton)   would  admit  that  many   honest 
persons  supported  the  Com  Law  with  a 
▼iew  to  promote  agriculture,  without  hay- 
ing exclusively  in  their  minds  the  desire  of 
keeping  up  rents.     Many,  no  doubt,  advo- 
oated  the  Law  for  the  sole  object  of  enabling 
this  country  to  be  independent  of  foreign 
supplies.     But  the  question  was,  had  the 
Com  Laws  answered   the  end  intended? 
Was  the  home   supply  sufficient  for  the 
population?     On  the  contrary,  instead  of 
the  population  of  Great  Britain  being  sup- 
plied with  sufficient  food  by  the  home  mar- 
ket, the  dependence  of  the  country  for 
oom  from  our  foreign  neighbours  had  been 
gradually  increasing  —  ay,    and  this  in- 
creased dependence  more  than  before  the 
Com  Laws  were  enacted;  and   this  fact 
disposed  of  the  argument.     Again,  let  the 
hon.    Gentleman  consider  whether  there 
waa  not  sufficient  reason  for  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to   change  their  opinions  upon 
this  subject.    Were  there  not  four  millions 
of  people  in  Ireland  living  upon  potatoes? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that 
he  beUeyed  those  poor  people  were  upon 
the  verge  of  famine;  potatoes  had  risen  50 
per  cent    in  price  during  the  last  year. 
Trade  was  in  a  state  of  stagnation.   Every 
letter  he  (Mr.  Brotherton)  received  from 
Manchester  stated  that  trade  was  paralysed; 
and  he  had  the  opportunity  of  attending  a 
deputation  which  waited  on  the  right  hon. 
Buronet  (Sir  Eobert  Peel),  who  represented 
to  that  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  people  in 
the  manufacturing   district  were  alarmed 
lest  the  scenes  of  1841  and  1842  should 
oome    again.      [Sir     R.     Peel:    Hear, 
hear.]      He    (Mr.   Brotherton)    well  re- 
membered those  scenes — ^he  was  present 
at  them,  and  he  was  now  deeply  impressed 
with  the  conviction  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  provide  food  for  the  people. 
He  was  surprised  that  country  Gentlemen 
should  stand  up  and  endeavour  to  prevent 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  from  opening  the 
ports,  to  preserve  the  people  from  starva- 
tion.     ['*  No,    no!"]    Gentlemen    might 
deny  it,  but  it  was  true.     There  was  every 
reason  to  apprehend  a  state  of  anarchy  in 
Ireland,  unless  food  were  provided  for  its 
inhabitants.     T he  Government  had  already 
adopted  precautionary  measures,  and  he 
gave  them  great  credit  for  what  they  had 
done.    He  waa  astonished  at  the  doctrines 


laid  down  by  the  country  Gentlemen  in  their 
speeches,  after  they  were  divested  of  all 
their  mystifications  and  verbiage.     They 
had  said,  in  effect,  **  The  land  is  ours, 
and  we  have  a  right  to  do  as  we  like  with 
our  own;  we  have  a  territorial  Constitution; 
we  have  a  right  to  govern  you;  for  we  have 
fed  you,  and  employed  you,  and  you  are 
much  better  off  than  the  serfs  of  Russia 
or  Poland;  and  what  have  you  to  complain 
of?"  But  how  have  you  governed  the  peo- 
ple?   How  have  you  fed  them?  How  have 
you  employed  them,  and  what  is  their  con- 
dition ?    You  have  undertaken  to  feed  the 
people,  but  you  are  determined  that  they 
shall  be  fed  only  at  your  price  ;  that  they 
shall  receive  their  food  from  you,  and  not 
from  foreigners. "     He  believed  they  would 
altogether  prevent  foreign    corn  coming 
here,  if  they  dared ;  as  it  was,  they  had 
made  a  law  to  make  corn  dear  and  scarce, 
in  order  that  they  might  keep  up  their  own 
rents  and  incomes.     That  was  the  real  ob- 
ject for  which  the  Corn  Laws  were  now 
supported.      He  had  heard  a  great  deal  of 
cant  about  regard  for  the  working  classes, 
about  their  being  benefited  by  these  laws, 
and  what  a  horrible  thing  it  would  be  if 
the  agricultural  labourers  were  thrown  out 
of  employment.     This  appeared  to  be  very 
charitable  and  humane;  but  who  employed 
these  labourers  ?  It  was  an  undeniable  fact 
that  there  were  fewer  labourers  employed 
in  agriculture    in    1841    than  in    1821. 
This    was    his    assertion:    let   the    pro- 
tectionists disprove  it  if  they  could.     The 
population  of  Great  Britain  had  increased 
four  millions  since  1821:  who  then  had  em- 
ployed and  fed  this  increased   number? 
And  if  foreign  com  had  to  be  imported  to 
feed  them,  who  paidfor  it?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wiltshire  had  stated  that  every  quarter 
of  wheat  cost  258,  in  labour.     Taking  the 
annual  consumption  of  wheat  at  20,000,000 
of  quarters,  this  at  25«.  a  quarter — ^the  al- 
leged cost  of   the  labour — ^amounted   to 
25,000, OOOi.,  a  sum  equal  to  the  wages  of 
all  the  agricultural  labourers  in  the  king- 
dom.    Now,  according  to  documents  laid 
before  the  House,  there  were  only  about 
1,200,000  agricultural  labourers  in  Great 
Britain  in  1841 ;  and  taking  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber B  own  estimate,  that  the  wages  averaged 
8^.  per  week,  the  annual  amount  would  be 
only  25,000,OOOZ.    How  then  was  it  pos- 
sible that  the  labour  employed  in  cultivat- 
ing wheat  should  cost  25s,  per  quarter  ? 
The  protectionists  had  themselves  estimated 
their  protection  at  20,000,000?.  a  year — he 
contended  it  was  much  moro — and  they 
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complained  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
now  that  he  was  doing  one  of  the  noblest 
acts  of  his  life,  was  only  giving  them  a 
compensation  of  200,000^.  But  if  the  pro- 
tection had  been  20,000,000^.  a  year  on 
wheat  only,  those  who  paid  it  had  paid  the 
wages  of  every  agricultural  labourer  in 
England.  During  the  thirty  years  the  Com 
Laws  had  been  in  operation,  600,000,000?. 
sterling  had  thus  been  taken  from  the 
community;  and  it  was  the  people  who 
ought  to  ask  for  compensation  for  being 
thus  deprived  of  their  rights.  The  Com 
Law  was  unjust  and  inhuman,  and  it  had 
been  proved  over  and  over  again  to  be  im- 
politic. It  was  asserted  that  cheap  food 
would  reduce  wages  ;  if  so,  dear  food 
ought  to  be  accompanied  with  high  wages. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Westmoreland  had 
said,  that  along  with  the  removal  of  this 
protection,  Government  ought  to  reduce 
the  duties  on  sugar,  tea,  tobacco,  and 
coffee,  by  which  the  working  classes  would 
be  exceedingly  benefited.  If  so,  would  they 
not  benefit  from  a  reduction  in  the  price  of 
bread  ?  The  increase  in  the  price  of  food 
in  the  last  twelve  months  had  made  a  dif- 
ference of  1,000,000?.  a  year  to  the  people 
of  Lancashire.  He  was  convinced  this  law 
could  not  be  maintained  on  any  principle, 
either  of  justice,  humanity,  or  sound  po- 
licy. The  more  agriculture  was  protected, 
the  more  it  was  weakened;  the  best  protec- 
tion to  native  industry  was  the  extension  of 
our  foreign  commerce;  and  the  best  protec- 
tion to  agriculturists  was  the  prosperity  of 
their  customers.  Let  there  be  a  good  fo- 
reign trade,  and  agriculture  was  sure  to 
prosper.  What  gave  its  value  to  land? 
Nothing  but  the  extended  market,  at  home 
and  abroad,  for  our  manufactured  products. 
The  agriculturists  had  been  enabled  to  buy 
cheap  manufactures,  while  they  sold  their 
corn  dear;  com  was  as  dear  now,  or  nearly 
so,  as  in  1815 — at  least  it  was  so  a  year  or 
two  ago.  With  all  the  boasted  improve- 
ments in  agriculture,  for  a  series  of  years, 
corn  had  been  at  the  same  price  as  it  was 
when  the  Com  Laws  were  enacted.  Manu- 
factures, on  the  other  hand,  had  gone  on 
increasing  in  quantity  and  in  reduction  of 
price;  so  that,  while  in  1815  a  piece  of 
calico  would  purchase  three  bushels  of  com, 
it  would  now  only  buy  three-quarters  of  a 
bushel-  Thus,  cheap  manufactures  were 
given  for  dear  corn;  and  that  was  what  the 
protectionists  called  the  best  market,  and 
they  said  the  home  customers  were  the  best. 
The  fact  was,  the  country  was  giving'  the 
agriculturists  25,000,000?.  a  year,  that  they 


might  expend  some  portion  of  it  in  manu- 
factures, and  that  was  a  very  pretty  way  of 
making  them  into  good  customers.  There- 
fore, so  far  from  the  landed  interest  being 
entitled  to  compensation,  the  commercial 
interest  had  a  much  better  claim  to  it,  for 
the  injustice  they  had  suffered.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  had  spoken  of  the 
new  law  of  settlement  to  be  introduced  by 
Government;  and  there  had  been  great 
cheering  among  the  protectionists,  as  if  the 
manufacturing  interest  would  oppose  it.  He 
(Mr.  Brotherton)  had  already  expressed  his 
conviction  that  the  measure  was  one  of  hu- 
manity and  justice,  and  it  should  have  his 
support.  Though  some  prejudice  might 
exist  against  it  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, he  conceived  it  to  be  a  measure  of 
humanity,  and,  to  a  great  degree,  a  mea- 
sure of  justice;  if  the  agriculturists  would 
only  with  a  good  grace  abolish  the  Corn 
Laws.  So  far  from  tha  manufacturers  op- 
posing the  plan,  he  believed  they  would 
accept  it,  and  gave  it  their  support.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  (Sal- 
ford)  with  which  he  was  connected,  inform- 
ed him  that  the  guardians  considered  it  a 
wise  and  humane  measure,  and  they  urged 
him  to  give  it  his  support.  He  could  easily 
conceive  that  its  operation  would  be  rather 
injurious  than  otherwise  to  the  manufac- 
turing interest ;  for  in  Ireland,  where 
4,000,000  of  the  population  lived  on  pota- 
toes, the  prospect  of  gaining  a  permanent 
settlement  here  by  five  years*  residence, 
would  be  a  strong  inducement  to  them 
to  come  over  to  this  country;  and  it  might 
have  an  effect  upon  the  labour  of  this 
country.  But  he  had  no  such  fears ;  he 
thought  it  as  great  an  error  to  apprehend 
any  mischief  to  this  country  from  the  in- 
flux of  Irish  labourers  seeking  employment, 
as  it  was  formerly  to  prohibit  the  importa- 
tion of  Irish  corn  into  this  country,  lest 
land  in  England  should  be  thrown  out  of 
cultivation.  He  should  have  liked  the 
Government  measure  better,  as  a  whole,  if 
it  had  included  an  immediate  repeal  of  the 
Corn  Laws;  that  would  have  accomplished 
an  end  worthy  of  the  great  measure  brought 
forward.  But  as  the  measure  stood,  he  be- 
lieved that,  so  far  from  its  being  injurious 
to  the  working  classes,*  it  would  cause  in- 
creased employment,  a  diminution  of  po- 
verty, crime,  and  immorality,  and  would 
conduce  to  the  general  interest  and  happi- 
ness of  the  community. 

Mr.  CHRISTOPHER  was  induced  to 
offer  a  few  observations  on  a  question  in 
which  he  was  much  interested.    He  should. 
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indeed,  take  a  very  narrow  view  of  the 
whole  question  if  he  were  >  to  oppose  the 
measures  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, solely  because  they  might  ma- 
terially affect '  those  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  representing  in  that  House ;  but 
he  opposed  them  because  he  regarded  them 
— ^whether  as  applied  to  our  agriculture, 
commerce,  or  manufactures — as  injurious 
to  the  public  interest.  On  these  grounds, 
and  taking  also  into  account  the  compensa- 
tion proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, he  was  prepared  to  regard  the  mea- 
sure as  a  whole,  and  to  give  his  most  cordial 
support  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Bristol.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  who  spoke 
last  complained  that  Members  connected 
with  the  agricultural  interest  had  mystified 
the  subject  before  the  House  ;  but  he  must 
say  that  the  mystification  proceeded  in  a 
great  measure  from  hon.  Gentlemen  who, 
instead  of  regarding  the  country  as  it  ex- 
isted, took  a  Utopian  view  of  its  commer- 
cial relations,  and  laid  down  principles 
which,  in  the  present  state  of  things,  could 
not  possibly  be  adopted  with  safety  to  the 
country.  He  should  not  follow  the  example 
of  some  Gentlemen  who  took  part  in  the 
debate,  by  casting  imputations  on  his  right 
hon.  Friends  on  the  Treasury  bench  for 
the  course  they  had  thought  proper  to  pur- 
sue. He  would  pass  over  the  speeches 
uttered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  when,  at  the  head  of  a  powerful 
Opposition,  he  had  ejected  the  Whigs 
from  office.  He  (Mr.  Christopher)  would 
also  pass  over  the  opinions  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  1842,  when  a 
material  change  in  protective  duties  was 
made  ;  when,  though  the  principle  of  pro- 
hibition was  abandoned,  the  principle  of 
protection  was  recognised  by  the  House. 
He  would  even  pass  over  the  more  qualified 
expressions  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  when  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Com  Laws  having  been  intro- 
duced, he  stated  that  he  looked  forward  to 
a  period  when  we  must  return  to  what  the 
political  economists  called  sound  principles 
of  legislation  on  this  matter;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  laying  it  down  as  a  principle, 
that  it  was  imprudent  and  unwise  to  inter- 
fere with  great  interests,  where  large  capital 
was  expended — to  interfere  with  persons 
who  were  tempted  by  the  legislation  of 
that  House  to  regard  protection  as  a 
part  of  the  legislative  system  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  supported  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  all  questions,  for  nearly  twenty 


years,  with  the  exception  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Relief  Bill  and  the  present  mea- 
sure ;  and  it  was  his  desire,  if  possible,  to 
submit,  on  this  occasion,  to  the  superior 
judgment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend;  but 
having  listened  attentively  to  his  able 
speech,  he  could  see  no  case  whatever 
made  out  to  justify  so  great  and  so 
sweeping  a  change  as  that  recommended. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  his 
own  opinion  satisfactorily  explained  the 
principles  on  which  he  reconstructed  his 
Cabinet;  but  it  would  have  a  most  un- 
fortimate  effect  on  the  country  if  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  and  noble  Lords  having 
come  into  office  on  the  principle  of  pro- 
tecting the  native  industry  of  all  classes, 
should  suddenly  abandon  that  principle. 
Such  a  course  was  calculated  to  make  the 
country  at  large  place  no  confidence  in 
any  public  men.  He  considered  a  strong 
Government  of  great  advantage.  He  also 
considered  it  of  great  advantage  to  the 
country  to  have  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  that  Government.  He  had 
been  so  far  trusted  by  that  House,  and  the 
constituent  body,  that  he  was  enabled,  by 
the  imposition  of  taxes,  and  regulations  of 
the  revenue,  to  relieve  the  coimtry  from 
difficulties,  and  bring  it  into  a  most  pros- 
perous state ;  but  with  all  those  advan- 
tages, he  would  much  sooner  see  a  weak 
Government,  controlled  by  a  powerful 
Opposition — ^he  would  sooner  see  any  body 
of  politicians  in  office,  whose  principles 
were  steady  and  sincere,  than  statesmen 
whose  system  of  legislation  was  of  that 
weathercock  character  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  what  a  day,  or  even 
an  hour,  might  bring  forth.  Considering 
both  the  time  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
present  measure  had  been  introduced,  he 
regarded  it  as  a  fearful  and  hazardous  ex- 
periment. He  was  convinced  that  even  its 
authors  were  not  prepared  to  say  what 
would .  bo  its  effect.  As  a  hazardous  ex- 
periment he  should  give  the  measure  his 
most  decided  opposition.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  laid  down  the  position  that,  as 
a  principle  of  legislation  with  regard  to  our 
commercial  policy,  all  protective  duties 
whatever  were  bad  in  principle,  and  ought 
to  be  abolished  ;  and  that  no  duties  should 
be  levied  except  for  the  purposes  of  revenue. 
But  he  must  say  that,  whatever  might  be 
the  object  in  levying  duties,  they  must 
practically  be  protective  in  their  operation 
to  the  extent  to  which  they  were  levied. 
This  was  the  case  with  regard  to  the  duties 
recommended  to  the  House.     The  right 
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hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  continue  a  dutr 
of  10  per  cent  on  the  artiole  of  cotton,  10 
per  cent  on  woollen  and  metal  articles, 
and  15  per  cent  on  silk,  the  produce  of 
foreign  countries;  and  he  proposed  to  abo- 
lish in  the  course  of  three  years  the  duty 
on  articles  entering  into  competition  widi 
the  agricultural  produce  of  ^s  country. 
If  the  Government  intended  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  levying  duties  only  for  the 
purposes  of  revenue,  then  the  agricultural 
and  manufacturing  interests  ought  to  be 
equally  protected.  The  Government,  to 
be  consistent  with  the  position  laid  down, 
should  adopt  the  principle  of  the  fixed 
duty  adyocated  by  the  noble  Lord  (Rus- 
sell), as  an  impost  on  foreign  com,  and 
only  abolish  that  duty  when  they  had 
made   up   their   minds   to    withdraw  all 

Protection  from  manufactures.  The  noble 
lOrd  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire, 
whose  graceful  language  had  the  merit  of 
clothing  the  dull  dogmas  of  political  eco- 
nomy in  a  more  classic  dress  than  that  in 
which  they  were  usually  presented  to  the 
House — ^that  noble  Lord  had  laid  down  the 
just  position,  that  the  producer  of  com  in 
this  country,  and  the  manufacturer,  should 
be  exactly  on  the  same  footing.  He  said 
the  only  difference  between  them  was,  that 
the  one  manufactured  com,  and  the  other 
cotton.  But  if  the  earth 'be  the  machine 
by  which  com  was  manufactured,  it  was 
stubborn  in  its  character,  and  not  so 
easily  managed  as  that  employed  in  the 
manufacture  of  cotton.  There  was  an- 
other most  important  matter  for  considera- 
tion— ^the  great  difficulties  with  which  the 
manufacturer  of  com  had  to  contend.  The 
fanner  was  obliged  to  cultivate  his  land 
with  care,  with  skill,  and  with  assiduity. 
He  was  obliged  to  guide  all  his  operations 
in  such  a  way  as  fully  to  be  able  to  con- 
tend and  to  compete  with  those  who  were 
engaged  in  the  same  business.  He  could 
not  regulate  the  supply  so  as  to  meet 
the  demand ;  whereas  the  manufacturer 
in  wool,  in  cotton,  or  in  articles  of  a  similar 
description,  could.  The  cottonmanufacturer 
could  ascertain  the  exact  state  of  the  market, 
and  could  regulate  the  supply  in  proportion 
to  the  demand.  He  had,  therefore,  reason 
to  complain  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  sparing  in  his  encouragement  of  the 
manufacture  of  com — of  encouragement  to 
those  interests  which  hitherto  the  Legisla- 
ture had  felt  it  its  duty  to  protect,  but 
from  which  now  all  protection  was  to  be 
taken  away.  He  thought  that  the  agri- 
cultural interests,  even  on  the  pure  prin- 


ciples of  free  trade,  had  reason  to  complain; 
for  while  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  about 
to  take  away  all  protection  from  land,  by 
removing  the  duties  on  the  agricultural 
produce  of  foreign  countries,  yet  the  land- 
owner was  not  to  be  allowed  to  cultivate 
his  own  land  so  as  to  insure  the  most 
amount  of  profit.     They  were  invented 
from  cultivating  tobacco ;   whereas,  from 
what  he  had  seen  in  Germany,   he  waa 
convinced  that  in  the  county  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent,  many  thousand 
acres  might  be  profitably    employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  tobacco.     They  were 
still  to  protect  their  Cobnietf — ^they  had 
their  differential  duties    remaining,    and 
no  attempt  had  been  made  to  alter  the  re- 
lative amount  of  those  duties,  and  no  at- 
tempt was  to  be  made  to  relax  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  differential  duties.     He  had 
seen  beet-root  for  the  manufacture  of  sugar 
grown  to  a  large  extent  in  France ;  andhe 
was  sure  that  the  fertile  soil  of  the  county/ 
which  he  represented  might  be  profitably 
employed  in  its  production.  He  did  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  by  entering  into  the  de« 
tails  of  this  measure,  but  he  wished  to 
make  one  allusion.     The  right  hon.  Ba» 
ronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Go^ 
vemment,  for  the  purpose  of  placing  the 
agricultural  interest  of  this  country  on  a 
different  footing  from  the  manufacturing 
interests,  offered  them,  as  an  inducement 
to  agree  to  such  a  sweeping,  and  in  hia 
mmd  injurious,  change,  certain  proposals  in 
the  way  of  compensation.  He  regretted  that 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  made  use  of  that  expression 
in  introducing  this  measure,  because,  if  the 
measure  were  right^n  itself,  and  were  one 
which  ought  to  be  acceptable  to  the  coun- 
try, he  repudiated  the  principle  of  compen-  / 
sation.    If  the  measure  were  right  in  itself, 
there  ought  to  be  no  compensation.     He 
proposed,  in  the  first  place,  that  Gentle^ 
men  who  had  settled  estates  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  going  before  the  Com- 
missioners of  Land  Revenue,  and  of  bor- 
rowing money  at  a  low  interest.     He  be- 
lieved that  such  a  proposal  as  that  would 
be  totally  inefficient.     In  the  first  place,  if 
Gentlemen  were  in  a  condition  to  go  to 
their  bankers,  persons  from  whom  they 
might  receive  accommodation,  they  would 
infinitely  prefer  doing  so,  to  laying  their 
title-deeds  before  a  public  board.    Persona 
who  knew  the  nature  of  landed  property, 
and  persons  who,  like  himself  (Mr.  Chris- 
topher) knew  what  a  Chancery  suit  was, 
knew  better  than  to  place  their  title-deeds 
under  the  glance  of  any  pubUc  officer.   Ho 
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thought  on  that  ground  that  any  compen- 
sation of  that  kind  was  inefficient.  The 
ri^t  hon.  Baronet  also  proposed  to  alter 
the  law  of  settlement :  he  proposed  that 
all  persons  who  create  a  setUement  by  re- 
sidence for  a  certain  period  in  the  manu- 
fiictming  districts  should  not,  as  now,  be 
remoyed  to  rural  parishes.  That  might 
he  a  good  measure  in  itself,  though  he 
would  not  be  a  supporter  of  it.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicestershire, 
stated,  that  he  knew  perfectly  well  that 
there  were  a  great  many  hand-loom  wea- 
vers who  found  work  in  Coventry  and  Not- 
tingham ;  and  he  doubted  whether  they 
would  confer  any  great  benefit  on  that 
portion  of  the  community  by  such  a  step. 
He  was  willing  to  regard  this  measure  as 
beneficial  with  regard  to  the  law  of  settle- 
ment, and  he  was  willing  to  give  it  so  far 
his  entire  support;  but,  in  doing  so,  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  it  would  be  no  great 
boon  to  the  agricultural  interest,  as  he 
could  show  that  though  not  the  ultimate, 
yet,  the  immediate  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
inflict  a  severe,  and,  he  was  afraid,  a  last- 
ing injury  on  the  agricultural  interests  ; 
and  even  if  they  took  their  view  of  the 
proposed  law  in  the  most  favourable  light, 
it  would  only  afford  a  prospect  of  furl^er 
evil.  His  right  hon.  Fnend,  in  stating  his 
entire  measure  of  compensation,  said,  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Oovemment  to 
consolidate  parishes,  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  the  internal  communication  of 
the  country.  The  internal  communication 
of  the  country  he  admitted  to  be  very  de- 
fective. No  person  had  complained  of  it 
more  than  he ;  but  ho  could  not  consider 
the  measure  as  any  compensation  for  an 
immediate  evil ;  it  would  be  no  com- 
pensation as  far  as  relief  to  the  poor 
went;  and  he  doubted  if  it  would  not 
inflict  a  great  injury  on  them,  though  it 
might  improve  the  internal  communica- 
tion of  the  country.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  highways  in  England.  Was  it  not  no- 
torious, whether  right  or  wrong,  that  those 
highways,  at  that  moment,  formed,  the 
means  of  relieving  and  maintaining  num- 
bers of  sickly  persons,  who  from  infirmity 
of  body  and  weakness  in  health  were  un- 
able to  obtain  subsistence  in  field-labour  ? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  perhaps 
wish  to  sweep  all  these  poor  persons  into 
the  workhouses  ;  but  those  who  were  em- 
ployed on  these  highways  were  persons 
who  were  under  that  age  which  entitled 
them  to  poor-law  outdoor  relief.  They 
were  in  a  0tate  of  humble  independence, 
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not  forced  to  seek  relief  firom  the  work* 
house  or  from  any  local  fund.  But  the 
moment  they  employed  a  district  surveyor, 
who  would  be  guided  by  a  class  of  in- 
fiezible  economists,  those  persons  must 
seek  parochial  rehef,  and,  if  under  the  age  of 
sixty,  they  must  be  sent  to  the  workhouse, 
so  that  when  they  lowered  one  rate  they 
increased  the  other.  So  far  from  being  a 
relief  to  those  poor  persons,  he  appro* 
bended  that  this  measure  would  tend  ma- 
terially to  inflict  an  additional  injury.  He 
came  now  to  another  part  of  the  question, 
and  he  wished  to  take  a  practical  view  of 
it — ^he  wished  to  see  what  would  be  the  pro- 
bable effect  of  this  measure  on  the  agri- 
cultural population  of  this  country.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  stated  that  there  need  be  no 
apprehension  that  the  shipping  interest 
would  be  affected;  for  this  reason,  that  a 
great  quantity  of  com  would  come  from 
foreign  countries,  and  consequently  more 
shipping  would  bo  employed,  and  a  benefit 
would  be  derived  by  this  measure  ;  but  at 
the  end  of  his  speech,  alluding  to  the  ef- 
fect which  it  would  have  on  the  agricul- 
tural interests,  he  said  that  it  would  have 
no  great  effect  on  that  interest,  for  his 
right  hon.  Friend  &sked,  where  was  the 
foreign  corn  to  come  from  ?  If  the  ship- 
ping interest  would  be  benefited  by  the  im- 
portation of  all  this  com  that  was  to  come 
ft-om  foreign  countries,  he  should  like 
to  know  on  what  grounds  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  could  say  that  the  agri- 
cultural interest  would  not  be  injured  for 
the  same  reason.  And  if  there  were  noV 
com  to  come  in,  how,  he  would  like  to 
know,  could  the  shipping  interest  be  be- 
nefited ?  He  could  refer  to  documents 
on  this  subject,  but  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  weary  the  House.  He  could  not 
look  [upon  this  measure  in  any  other 
light  than  one  which  would  cheapen  la- 
bour by  bringing  foreign  produce  intov 
competition  with  their  own.  It  might 
cheapen  food ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  last  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  said,  that  though  no  farmer 
himself,  yet,  from  his  acquaintance  with 
those  who  were  concemed  in  agricultural 
operations,  he  fancied  that  they  had  no- 
thing to  do  but  to  BOW  the  seed  and  to 
reap  the  produce.  But  it  should  be  re* 
collected  that  now-a-days  skill,  science, 
and  chemestry,  were  employed  in  the  ad- 
vancement of  agriculture  in  this  country. 
A  great  many  improvements  had,  of  late, 
been  introduced  Uiat  were  unknown  six- 
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teen  years  ago.  It  was  in  consequence 
of  the  application  of  science,  he  believed^ 
that  the  people  of  England  were  now  in  a 
better  condition — ^in  a  better  state,  with 
regard  to  their  supply  of  food,  than  any 
other  nation.  He  found  that  though  there 
was  famine  in  all  other  parts  of  Europe 
there  was  no  famine  here.  At  this  mo- 
ment the  average  price  of  com  was  under 
54s.  per  quarter,  notwithstanding  all  the 
different  plans  that  were  resorted  to  in 
towns  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the 
average  price.  In  his  own  county  the 
average  price  was  51s,  The  foreigner 
could  bond  his  com  at  very  little  more 
cost  than  any  of  his  tenants  would  be  liable 
to  for  sending  a  portion  of  their  agricul- 
tural produce  into  Lancashire.  But  to 
give  a  practical  proof,  he  would  quote  the 
average  price  of  wheat  for  the  following 
years  in  England  and  Dantzic  : — 


Years. 

1 

England. 

Dantzic. 

8. 

d. 

8.  d. 

1836  ... 

48 

6 

28  7 

1837  ... 

55 

10 

20  0 

1838  ... 

64 

7 

40  0 

1830  ... 

10 

8 

53  0 

1840  ... 

66 

4 

52  0 

1841  ... 

64 

4 

52  6 

1842  ... 

57 

3 

53  0 

1843  ... 

50 

1 

30  0 

1844  ... 

51 

3 

1845  11  months 

50 

10 

26  6 

greater  demand  for  labour  creating  a  greater  de- 
mand and  ability  to  pay  for  fresh  or  green  vcgo* 
table  food,  and  especially  for  animal  food.  Have 
you  formed  an  estimate  of  the  quantity  of  com 
that  would  be  imported  under  your  proposed  tariff, 
one  year  with  another  ? — Taking  all  kinds  of  com 
and  meal,  I  estimate  that  we  should  receive  at 
least  from  eight  to  ten  millions  of  quarters  every 
year.  Do  you  think,  in  consequence  of  that  in- 
creased population  and  wealth,  the  population  of 
this  country  might  consume  an  increased  quantity 
of  imported  com,  without  diminishing  the  demand 
for  the  agricultural  produce  of  our  own  country  ? 
— I  think  so,  taking  all  kinds  of  agricultural  pro- 
ducts. In  the  course  of  ten  years  you  would  want 
at  least  ten  millions  of  quarters  of  grain  addi- 
tional, if  you  were  to  produce  as  much  as  you 
have  done  in  the  last  six  years  in  the  United 
Kingdom;  but  then  you  would  not  produce  so 
much,  but  you  would  change  a  great  deal  of  tho 
land  into  grazing  and  culinary  vegetable  land. 
Ten  millions  appears  to  be  a  great  quantity  to  in- 
troduce into  the  population  we  have ;  but  it  is  but 
little  more  than  the  third  of  a  quarter  to  each 
individual.  When  I  made  out  this,  I  allowed  one- 
fourth  less  per  individual  of  bread  to  the  popula- 
tion of  this  country  than  to  France." 


An  eminent  corn  merchant  told  him,  that  he 
cleared  a  large  cargo  of  excellent  wheat 
under  40f .  when  the  average  price  in  Eng- 
land was  50s.  lOd.,  and  that  he  had  ac- 
tually purchased  wheat  at  26«.  6c2.  Whe- 
ther the  effect  of  the  measiu'e  would  be  to 
make  food  cheap  he  would  not  say  ;  of  one 
thing  he  was  certain,  that  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  large  quantities  of  grain  from 
foreign  countries  so  much  labour  would  be 
displaced,  as  to  throw  a  vast  quantity  of 
land  out  of  cultivation,  and  a  number  of 
people  out  of  employment.  Mr.  Deacon 
lliune,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Import 
Duties  Committee,  a  gentleman  of  intel- 
ligence, and  an  excellent  judge  as  to  all 
that  related  to  the  produce  of  foreign  coun- 
tries, was  asked — 

"  Do  you  think  the  production  of  com  in  this 
country  would  be  diminished  ? — I  think  the  pro- 
duction of  corn  in  certain  parts  which  have  been 
forced  into  corn  cultivation  would  be  diminished, 
but  not  otherwise.  You  do  not  think  the  soil 
would  ccise  to  be  used  ? — No,  I  believe  that  the 
rents  of  lands,  generally  speaking,  in  this  ooimtry 
would  gradually  increase,  in  consequence  of  the 


The  inference,  then,  was  clear  and  pal- 
pable, that  by  this  free-trade  measure  a 
great  deal  of  land  would  bo  changed  into 
grazing  from  arable,  and  diminish  not  only 
the  amount  of  laboiu*,  but  also  injure  the 
laud  ;  for  it  was  well  known  to  any  tyro 
in  agricultural  science,  that  land  onco 
turned  into  pasture,  would  take  a  consider- 
able time  before  it  could  be  brought  again 
to  that  state  in  which  it  was,  before  broken 
up.  He  hoped  he  had  not  wearied  the 
House.  He  endeavoured  to  the  utmost  of 
his  power  to  argue  the  proposed  systenci  on 
its  own  merits.  He  conscientiously  be- 
lieved, that  if  the  measure  so  suddenly  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wero 
carried  into  effect,  it  would  be  most  injurious 
to  every  interest  which  existed  in  the 
country,  whether  it  was  the  manufacturing 
or  the  agricultural  interest — it  would  affect 
trade  of  every  description.  He  opposed 
the  measure  because  he  did  not  like  to  see 
a  number  of  his  fellow  countrymen  thrown 
out  of  employment.  He  did  not  like  even 
to  see  men  of  small  property  but  of  ancient 
family,  who  maintained  an  honest  indepen- 
dence, and  who  were  anxious  to  maintain 
and  educate  their  families  as  tlicy  were 
maintained  and  educated  themselves,  re- 
duced in  their  means ;  but  he  principally 
opposed  the  measui'c  because  of  the  injury 
it  would  inflict  on  tho  humbler  classes  of 
society.  Having,  therefore,  after  mature 
deliberation,  come  to  tluit  conclusion,  he 
was  resolved  to  give  it  his  most  decided 
and  unqualified  opposition. 

Mr.  CARDWELL   said,    although  it 
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was  his  misfortune  to  differ  from  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  (Mr.  B.  Denison),  and  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Chris- 
topher),  in  the   vote    he    was    about   to 
give,  it  was  by  no  means  necessary  that 
he  should  differ  from  all  the  positions  they 
had  laid  down.     On  the  contrary,  it  would 
be  his  duty,  in  the  few  observations  he 
should  submit  to  the  House,  frequently  to 
insist  on  many  of  those  positions  on  which 
they  seemed  to  lay  the  greatest  weight, 
and  to  press,   as  he  thought,  he  might 
justly  press,  into  the  service  of  his  argument, 
many  facts   and  illustrations  which  they 
had  thought  it  expedient  to  employ.     To 
his  honourable   Friend  the    Member   for 
the  West  Riding  he  had  no  difficulty  in  ad- 
mitting that  our  agriculture  had  continually 
gone  on  improving  with  the  increase  of  the 
population  of  this  mighty  Empire,  or  that, 
although  there  had  been  a  continuous  re- 
laxation of  our  protective  system,  although 
the  ordinary  pnces  of  agricultural  produce 
were  now  much  lower  than  they  were  at 
the   commencement  of  the   century,   yet 
that  agriculture,  nevertheless,  was  in  a 
better  and  an  improved  condition.     Nor, 
would  it  be  necessary  for  him  to  dispute 
that,  with  the  variations  of  the  harvest, 
the  prosperity  of  the  country  had  varied. 
The  first  and  most  obvious  result  of  a  bad 
harvest  was,  of  course,  the  scarcity  of  food; 
and  it  would  be  quite  inconsistent   with 
the  argument  he  was  about  to  urge,  to 
contend  that  the  general  prosperity  of  the 
country  had  not  varied  in  proportion  to 
the   scarcity    or   the    abundance    of  the 
supply   of  food.      As,   therefore,   it   was 
not  necessary  for  hun  to  dispute  these  po- 
sitions, or  the  position  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  last — that  the  population  had 
been  increasing  and  were  now  better  sup- 
plied than  formerly,  he  would  endeavour  to 
derive  from  them  the  illustrations  and  cor- 
roborations of  his  own  argument.     But  as 
he  had  never  enjoyed  the  opportunity  on 
any  former  occasion  of  expressing  an  opin- 
ion on  the  subject  of  the  Ooiti  Laws,  per- 
haps he  might  be  excused  if  he  ventured 
shortly  to  state  the  grounds  which  induced 
liim  to  give  his  cordial  support  to  this  mea- 
sure for  their  final  adjustment.     His  hon. 
friends  who  represented   the  agi'icultural 
interest  would  think  it  eminently  uncandid 
in  him,  if  he  did  not  admit,  that  on  this, 
as  on  other  occasions,  they  had  rested  the 
strength  of  their  case,  not  on  the  protection 
it  afforded  to  a  particular  interest,  but  on 
the  general  advantage  it  was  supposed 


to  confer  upon  all  classes  of  this  great 
community.  Well,  it  was  on  this  ground 
that  he  desired  to  meet  them ;  and  most 
unworthy  should  he  be  to  enter  in  that 
House  upon  so  great  an  argument,  if, 
dealing  with  the  general  welfare  of  the 
community,  he  did  not  recognise  among  the 
very  first  and  most  important  objects  of  con- 
sideration the  welfare  of  that  great  interest 
which  those  Gentlemen  so  zealously  and  in 
many  respects  so  creditably  supported. 
The  arguments  on  which  they  rested  their 
case  were  great  arguments,  and  were  urged 
as  became  men  who  felt  that  they  had  a 
great  weight  to  sustain.  They  said  the 
existing  measure  of  protection  had  main- 
tained us  independent  of  supply  from  fo- 
reign nations;  that  it  had  given  us  security, 
under  which  capital  was  cheerfully  invested 
for  the  improvement  of  domestic  agricul- 
ture ;  that  it  had  ensured  to  the  farmer  a 
remunerating  price  ;  and,  above  all,  that 
it  had  provided  for  the  ordinary  labourers 
of  the  rural  districts  in  England  a  protec- 
tive rate  of  wages.  Now,  he  woidd  ask 
them  when  they  used  the  words  **  indepen- 
dent of  foreign  nations**  to  think,  for  one 
moment  what  was  the  practical  signifi- 
cance of  the  language  they  employed. 
Did  they  remember  that  this  country  ex- 
ported annually  no  less  than  50,000,0002. 
of  our  native  manufactures  ?  Were  they 
aware  that  fully  two-fifths  of  the  imperial/ 
revenue  was  derived  from  taxes  on  fo- 
reign imports  ?  Did  they  recollect  the 
history  of  former  periods  ?  Did  they  not 
know  that  it  was  the  expanding  energy 
of  the  cotton  manufacture  that  sustained 
them  in  the  deadly  contest  of  the  last 
war  ?  Did  they  not  know  that  towards 
the  close  of  that  war  they  were  at  the 
same  time  in  collision  with  America  and 
France;  and  had  they  forgotten  that  at  the 
same  period  they  were  indebted  for  their 
cotton  to  America,  and  for  their  com  to 
France  ?  Why  **  independent  of  foreign 
nations  ?'*  Had  they  learnt  no  lesson  from 
the  distress  of  1842?  To  what  was  it 
owing  ?  Not  to  our  dependence  on  foreign 
nations  for  the  supply  of  food,  for  we  had 
on  the  Statute  Book  the  law  which  was  to 
preserve  our  independence.  It  was  owing  to 
the  falling-off  of  the  demand  of  our  foreign 
customers  for  the  export  of  our  manufac- 
tures that  our  traders  became  involved  in 
difiiculty,  and  our  labourers  in  a  state  almost 
amounting  to  starvation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  preceded  his  right  hon. 
Friend  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
had  found  it  impossible  to  remedy  the 
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effects  produced  upon  the  Treaaury  by 
the  falling-off  in  our  imports  of  foreign 
produce.  But  if,  then,  ire  were  thus 
dependent  upon  foreign  nations,  in  every 
sense  in  which  one  free  nation  could  be  de- 
pendent on  another,  were  we  less  depen- 
dent upon  them  for  the  article  of  com  than 
for  any  other  article  ?  Hon.  Members 
seemed  to  make  light  of  the  fact,  that  the 
gross  imports  of  foreign  com  for  home 
consumption  had  amounted  of  late  years  to 
the  steady  arerage  of  2,000,000  of  quar- 
ters, or  about  10  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
quantity  of  com  consumed  in  England.  If 
that  were  so,  if  that  was  the  average  impor- 
tation of  com,  he  said  it  was  not  using 
language  according  to  its  ordinary  signifi- 
cation, it  was  little  better  than  a  play  upon 
words,  to  say  that  the  existing  law  pre- 
served this  country  independent  of  foreign 
nations.  Then  as  to  the  security  under  which 
it  was  said  capital  was  cheerfully  invested 
for  the  improvement  of  our  native  agricul- 
ture: he  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
urged  this  argument,  whether  living  under 
free  institutions,  they  did  not  know  that 
when  a  great  and  growing  sentiment  was 
opposed  to  an  existing  law,  and  public 
opmion  had  set  in  against  it,  there  must 
necessarily  be  uncertainty  and  difficulty 
respecting  it  ?  Now,  what  was  our  position  ? 
He  knew  that  every  eminent  writer  in  the 
science  of  political  economy — ^he  believed 
that  every  individual  in  that  House,  on 
whom  the  responsibility  of  giving  counsel 
to  Her  Majesty  had  ever  been  imposed, 
was  opposed  upon  principle  to  the  main- 
tenance of  protection.  What  was  the 
case  with  me  country  at  large  ?  He 
would  put  it  to  every  hon.  Gentleman 
who  heard  him,  to  say  whether,  in  the 
actual  state  of  things,  there  did  not  exist 
throughout  England  a  great  and  growing 
sentiment  which  opposed  itself  to  the  ex- 
isting Com  Laws?  There  was  no  man 
acquainted  with  popular  feeling  who  could 
doubt  that  the  tide  of  public  opinion  had 
set  in  against  a  system  which  had  occa- 
sioned so  much  difficulty  and  uncertainty. 
What  was  the  state  of  the  question  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  Almost  every  indivi- 
dual who  advanced  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject was,  at  least,  upon  principle,  opposed 
to  protection;  while,  in  the  country  at  large, 
the  evidence  was  much  stronger  upon  this 
point.  The  manufacturing  interest  was 
universally  opposed  to  it;  if  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
were  in  his  place,  he  should  not  hesitate 
to  say  before  him  that  the  commercial 


interest  was  generally  opposed  to  it ;  and, 
he  would  ask,  was  even  the  agricultural 
interest  unanimous  on  the  subject?  Were 
there  not  many  amongst  that  body  who 
adopted  the  opinions  of  the  late  Lord  Spen- 
cer and  the  present  Lord  Grey  ?  Had  not 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  told 
them  that  he  never  thought  protection 
could  be  permanent  ?  And  had  not  many 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
said,  while  objecting  to  a  particular  provi- 
sion of  the  scheme,  that  what  the  British 
farmer  chiefly  wanted  was,  to  be  placed 
in  a  position  of  security  against  further 
change  ?  If  such  was  the  case,  could  they 
seriously  and  confidently  maintain,  that  if 
they  succeeded  in  their  present  proposition, 
that  they  would  go  down  to  their  respective 
estates  and  invite  the  farmers  of  England 
to  come  forward  and  take  long  leases  under 
the  security  of  the  existing  law?  [Mr. 
Christopher:  No.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Lincolnshire  said  "  No. "  But  that  was 
the  test.  If  the  landlord  would  not  offer, 
nor  the  tenant  accept,  leases  on  the  faith 
of  the  existing  law,  what  became  of  the 
security  it  was  supposed  to  afford?  If 
the  famier  would  not  take  leases  under  the 
present  law,  he  should  like  to  know  where 
was  the  security  for  the  investment  of 
capital  ?  But  they  also  said  that  the  pre- 
sent law  ensured  to  the  farmer  a  remune- 
rating price.  Now,  he  would  at  once 
admit  to  them,  that  if  they  could  keep 
as  it  was  the  cost  of  production — and 
if,  while  the  demand  was  increasing, 
they  could  limit  the  supply,  the  law  which 
effected  these  results  would  secure  them  a 
remunerating  price.  But  they  on  the  other 
hand  must  not  refuse  to  admit  to  him,  that 
if  he  could  diminish  the  cost  of  production, 
and  could  so  readjust  the  balance  of  de- 
mand and  supply,  that  while  the  supply 
increased,  the  demand  should  more  greatly 
and  rapidly  increase,  a  twofold  benefit 
would  be  attained  for  agriculture,  and 
that  the  abolition  of  the  law  would  have 
done  more  than  the  maintenance  of  it 
in  ensuring  a  remunerating  price.  Lest 
it  might  be  said  that  these  were  mere 
hypotheses,  he  would  call  into  court  a 
most  unexceptionable  witness.  If  any 
one  doubted  that  the  cost  of  production 
would  be  diminished,  he  would  recommend 
him  to  read  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  on  the  Tariff  of  1842, 
when  he  complained  of  the  hardship  of  ex- 
posing the  British  farmer  to  competition 
with  his  foreign  rival,  because  he  showed 
that  eyery  oti^cr  article  being  protected,  it 
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ezpoied  him  to  the  diffieultj  of  competmg 
with  the  foreign  furmer  at  a  disadvantage 
of  cent  per  cent;  and  he  would  call  him 
as  a  witness*  whether  hy  the  relaxation  of 
proteetiye  duties  the  cost  of  production 
would  not  he  materially  diminished  ?  Well, 
but  how  stood  the  other  portion  of  his  case, 
the  balance  of  demand  and  supply  ?  In  the 
autumn  of  1843,  it  was  the  first  symptom 
of  reviving  trade  in  Manchester  that  there 
was  suddenly  an  increased  demand  for  in- 
ferior joints  of  meat.     That  demand  for 
the  produce  of  land,  for  the  necessaries  of 
life,  had  increased  with  improving  trade: 
now  what  was  the  increase  of  supply  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  had  fur- 
nished a  remarkable    illustration  of  the 
argument,  for  he  adverted  to  the  fact  that 
during  the -past  half-year  there  had  been 
an  average  faOing-off  of  16,000  sheep,  a 
week  in  the  London  market*  Now  he  would 
ask  him,  under  that  Tariff,  from  which  he 
once  had  augured  so  much  evil,  how  many 
sheep  had  been  imported  into  this  country 
in  the  last  twelve  months  to  supply  the 
rapidly  increasing  demand?    Why,  in  the 
whole  twelve  months  the  foreign  supply 
had  not  made  up  for  the  average  deficiency 
of  a  single  week.     These,  then,  were  the 
elements  of  his  problem :  the  present  price 
of  butchers*  meat  was  the  natural  and  ob- 
vious solution.     Well,  but  if  the  existing 
law  did  not  maintain  their  independence  of 
the  foreigner:  if  it  could  not  be  relied  on 
as  a  security  for  the  investment  of  capital: 
if  it  appeared  that  relaxation,  rather  than 
restriction,  had  operated  for  the  enhance- 
ment of  price;  yet  there  was  a  part  of  the 
ease  r^naudng  which  was  most  important, 
and  on  which  he  did  his  agricultural  friends 
the  justice  to  acknowledge,  that  they  laid 
the  greatest  stress.     They  sidd  that  the 
existing  law  secured  to  the  labourer  in  the 
rural  districts  a  protected  rate  of  wages; 
and  in  the  course  of  the  debate  an  hon. 
Member  expressed  his  wonder  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  with  the  case  of  the  silk  weavers 
in  his  mind,  could  have  ventured  to  propose 
a  relaxation  in  the  existing  Tariff.    Now, 
the  effect  of  protection  upon  wages  was 
precisely  that  part  of  the  case  on  which  he 
wished  to  meet  his  hon.  friends;  and  he 
asked  no  better  illustration  than  the  in- 
stance   of   the  silk  trade  would  afford. 
Whenever  an  article  was  produced  merely 
by  hand  labour,  no  doubt  as  competition 
increased  there  must  be  a  great  adverse 
incidence    on    the   scale  of  wages;    but 
when  they  cheapened  an  article  by  the 


increase  of  capital  and  machinery,  it  did 
not  follow  that  the  price  of  wages  must 
be  lowered.     The  prices  of  manufactured 
articles  had  been  reduced  by  improvements 
in  manufacture,  till  a  penny  stood  where  a 
shilling  stood  before  ;  and  yet  the  average 
Tfkte  of  wages  had  not  fallen,  while  the 
numbers  of  those  employed  in  the  produc- 
tion had  rapidly  and  steadily  increased; 
and  the  cause  was  obvious.     New  markets 
had  been  opened  that  did  not  exist  before. 
Counfiess  peoples  of  the  earth  who  could 
not  deal  with  us  at  the  shilling,  were  thank- 
ful to  be  our  customers  at  the  penny;  and 
thus  there  was  an  increased  stimulus  given 
to  trade,  a  greater  application  of  capital, 
and  greater  improvement  of  machinery. 
Again,  by  reciprocity  of  action,  this  im- 
provement further  reduced  the  price,  and 
so    more   widely  increased    the  market. 
Thus,  they  were  perpetually  enlarging  the 
basis  of  the  trade  on  which  ihe  operative  at 
home  depended.     But  while  they  enlarged, 
they  also  increased  greatly  its  security. 
For  as  we  became  dependent  on  a  greater 
number  of  customers,  our  dependence  on 
any  one  became  less  and  less  important. 
Now  let  them  consider  the  effect  of  this 
progression  upon  their  American  and  Ger- 
man rivals.     Not  having  our  capital,  our 
improvements,  our  energy,  our  start,  they 
would  be  at  a  disadvantage,  and  you  beat 
them  in  the  neutral  market.     But  if  you  y 
beat  them  in  the  neutral  market,  could 
they  long  sustain  the  competition  even  in 
their  own  markets  ?    If  they  did,  it  could 
only  be  effected  by  a  constantly  increasing 
Tariff.     In  other  words,  the  agriculturist 
in  Germany  and  America  must  be  content 
to  submit  to  a  Constantly  increasing  burden. 
Well,  but  if  so,  he  must  constantly  com- 
pete at  a  greater  and  greater  disadvantage 
with  his  hon.  Friends  who  represented  the 
agriculturist  of  England.     Now  this  was 
the  history  of  hostile  tariffs.     Had  he  not 
then  furnished  the  reply  to  that  challenge 
so  ostentatiously  thrown  out — ^had  he  not 
shown  that  hostile  tariffs  could  be  met  and 
be  defeated  by  free  imports  ?  that  one  was 
a  continual  course  of  progress,  the  other  a 
perpetual  retrogression?    Well,   now,  an 
hon.  Member  had  suggested  the  case  of 
Russia,  and  had  said  that  Russia  would 
send  into  this  country  annually  6,000,000 
quarters  of  grain,  for  which  she  would  not 
receive  our  manufactures,  bu  twould  compel 
us  to  pay  in  gold.     He  supposed  that  hon. 
Member  had  forgotten  that  Russia  was  a 
country  producing  gold,  and  England  not ; 
for  he  might  just  as  well  have  imagined 
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that  Middlesex  would  pay  Lancasliire  for 
its  manufactures,  or  Northumberland  for  its 
cattle,  by  sending  coals  to  Wigan  or  New- 
castle. Russia  might,  it  was  true,  decline 
directly  to  receive  our  manufactures.  She 
might  force  us  to  a  circuitous  trade  ;  we 
might,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  suggested, 
have  to  pay  for  imports  from  Russia  by 
the  purchase  of  bills  upon  Brazil.  No 
doubt  it  was  advantageous  to  obtain  reci- 
procity, by  which  the  expense  of  this  cir- 
cuitous trade  was  saved,  and  double  bene- 
fits secured.  But  suppose  Russia  to  re- 
fuse reciprocity,  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence to  herself?  That  dealing  with  us 
not  directly,  but  by  way  of  Brazil,  she 
would  drive  a  smaller  trade  and  at  a  smaller 
rate  of  profit ;  that  she  would  sell  cheaper 
and  buy  dearer  than  she  need.  There  was 
no  want  of  intelligence  in  Russia;  and  we 
might  reasonably  expect  that  Russia  would 
perceive  the  advantage  to  be  derived  from 
the  adoption  of  a  direct  rather  than  a  cir- 
cuitous trade.  There  was  another  argu- 
ment derived  from  the  peculiar  burdens  al- 
leged, and  he  thought  to  a  certain  extent 
truly  alleged,  to  be  imposed  on  land.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  necessary  to  enter 
upon  that  subject  at  much  length,  lie 
did  not,  however,  mean  to  decline  it:  on 
the  contrary,  he  was  ready  to  admit,  that  a 
claim  of  that  kind  ought  to  be  fairly  looked 
into,  and  that  a  protected  interest,  burden- 
ed because  of  its  protection,  had,  when 
that  protection  was  removed,  an  irresistible 
claim  to  have  its  burdens  fully  inquired 
into  and  considered,  and,  if  proved,  re- 
lieved. No  one  wished  to  dispute  that  pro- 
position ;  but  what  he  contended  for  was, 
that  the  landed  interest  had  no  right  to 
say,  **  We  are  a  burdened  interest,'*  which 
was  a  very  convenient  argument  for  protec- 
tion; and  then  to  say  also,  "  In  spite  of  you, 
we  will  remain  a  burdened  interest,  in  order 
that  we  may  maintain  our  protection." 
Such  a  conclusion  could  not  be  admitted; 
and  he  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  attempted 
to  be  supported.  He  had  now  gone  cur- 
sorily over  the  main  argument  used  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  near  him ;  and,  if  his  memory  did 
not  failhim,  he  had  not  omitted  any  one  main 
argument  except  what  was  called  the  colo- 
nial argument.  He  had  put  the  case  of  our 
independence  of  foreign  supply — he  had 
put  the  case  of  security  for  an  advance  of 
capital — ^he  had  put  the  case  of  securing 
fair  and  remunerative  prices— he  had  put 
the  case  of  giving  the  labourci;?  an  in- 
creased rate  of  wages ;  and  he  had  endea- 
voured to  show  that,  by  increasing  the 


amount  of  labour  in  our  great  manufactures, 
they  had  raised  the  rate  of  wages  from  8«., 
I2s.,  or  \ 5s,,  to  something  like  30s,  or  40s. 
He  had  shown  that  population  and  wealth 
had  increased  by  the  process  he  had  de- 
scribed, and  asked  hon.  Members  to  draw 
the  inference  that,  with  wages  of  30s,,  a 
man  would  cause  a  greater  demand  for 
butchers'  meat,  for  bread,  and  for  the  pro- 
duce of  agriculture  generally,  than  the  man 
who  earned  only  8;.,  or  I2s,,  or  I5s. ;  and 
he  had  asked  them  to  believe  that  when  by 
these  increased  wages  the  population  was 
drawn  from  the  agricultural  districts,  the 
rate  of  wages  would  naturally  rise  in  those 
districts,  and  the  condition  of  those  who 
remained  would  be  materially  benefited: 
and,  having  touched  also  upon  the  argu- 
ment of  peculiar  burdens,  he  was  not  aware 
that  in  the  course  of  that  long  debate  any 
considerable  argument  had  remained  unno- 
ticed, except  the  colonial  argument.  Now, 
with  respect  to  this  colonial  argument,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  position  in  which 
it  was  sought  to  put  the  Colonies  had  been, 
as  he  had  always  understood  from  Gentle- 
men interested  in  the  cause  of  the  Colonies, 
that  they  should  be  as  dear  to  the  British 
Crown  and  to  the  Parliament  as  Yorkshire 
or  Middlesex ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  to 
have  been  reserved  for  that  debate  to  hear 
it  deliberately  maintained,  that  the  course 
of  policy  to  be  pursued  with  respect  to  im- 
perial interests  should  be  made  to  subserve 
colonial  interests.  If  they  took  a  course 
which  was  beneficial  to  imperial  interests, 
it  would,  except  for  special  and  excep- 
tional reasons,  be  equally  beneficial  to  colo- 
nial interests.  The  colonial  argument  was 
maintained  by  his  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Sir  H.  Douglas),  and  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roxburghshire  (Mr. 
Scott) ;  but  in  the  course  of  that  debate 
a  speech  had  been  made  which  he  believed 
was  considered  by  hon.  Gentlemen  as  con- 
taining the  most  powerful  argument,  and 
claiming  particular  attention  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli's). In  that  speech  it  was  contended 
that  the  agricultural  interest  maintained 
the  principle  of  moderate  protection,  or, 
as  it  was  called,  of  "genuine  free  trade;" 
which  descended  from  Mr.  Pitt  to  Mr. 
Iluskisson,  and  from  Mr.  Huskisson,  until 
that  particular  juncture,  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel.)  But  when  he  looked 
at  the  speech  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made,  and  to  former  speeches  of  the  same 
hon.  Member,  he  found  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man dated  what  he  was  pleased  to  call  this 
**  genuine  free  trade'*  of  Mr.  Pitt  to  the 
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year  1787*  after  the  loss  of  the  Ammcan 
Colonies:  and  the  distinction  he  drew  was 
this,  that  up  to  1787  the  conunercial  policy 
of  England  had  heen  hampered  hy  her  co- 
lonial system ;  but  at  that  time,  abandon- 
ing the  colonial  system,  Mr.  Pitt  intro- 
duced a  wider,  a  sounder,  and  a  more 
statesmanlike  view  of  the  case :  he  adopted 
the  same  sentiments  with  respect  to  colo- 
nial as  other  interests — ^he  adopted  those 
principles  of  free  trade,  or  moderate  pro- 
tection, which,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
descended  from  him  to  Mr.  Huskisson,  and, 
till  lately,  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  sided  with  the  high  au- 
thorities of  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Huskisson, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury,  he 
wanted  to  know  what  became  of  the  gallant 
/  Member  for  Liverpool,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roxburgh,  and  the  great  colonial 
argument?  If  the  principle  were  good  for  the 
mother  country  it  was  good  for  the  Colo- 
nies, except  under  special  and  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, and,  logically  speaking,  the 
colonial  must  not  be  regarded  as  a  dif- 
ferent ai^rument,  but  as  another  mode  of 
stating  the  same  thing.  If,  then,  hon. 
Gentlemen's  arguments  were  not  so  ab- 
solutely irresistible,  and  if  their  facts  were 
not  conclusive,  he  asked  them  to  consider 
in  what  position  they  stood  before  the  coun- 
try. Were  there  no  strong  arguments 
against  them  ?  Were  they  not  seeking  to 
levy  from  the  food  of  the  people  a  tax,  a 
very  small  portion  of  which  went  into  the 
coffers  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer?  Were 
they  not  setting  up  an  arbitrary  barrier  in 
the  way  of  the  course  of  trade?  Were 
they  not  seeking  to  deprive  the  industrious 
classes  of  the  obvious  advantage  of  dispos- 
ing of  their  own  produce  at  their  own  dis- 
cretion? And  could  they  overcome  objec- 
tions of  this  kind,  except  by  arguments  the 
most  powerful,  and  facts  the  most  conclu- 
sive? He  had  avoided  troubling  them 
with  statistics.  Let  him  read  to  them  a 
single  extract,  for  he  wished  to  show  that 
these  were  not  cant  doctrines  of  some  mo- 
dem school;  and  the  paragraph  he  held  in 
his  hand  was  classical  authority,  for  it  was 
taken  from  a  great  writer,  whom  he  was 
glad  to  find  his  hon.  Friends  at  length  had 
learned  to  quote.     Adam  Smith  said — 

"  All  lystema  either  of  preference  or  of  restraint, 
therefore,  being  thus  completely  taken  away,  the 
obvious  and  simple  system  of  natural  liberty  esta- 
blishes itself  of  its  own  accord.  Every  man,  as 
long  as  he  does  not  violate  the  laws  of  justice,  is 
left  perfectly  free  to  pursue  his  own  interest  his 
own  way,  and  to  bring  both  his  industry  and  capi- 
tal into  competition  with  those  of  any  other  man, 
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or  order  of  men.  The  Sovereign  is  completely 
discharged  from  a  duty,  in  tlic  attempting  to  per- 
form which  he  must  always  bo  exposed  to  innu- 
merable delusions,  and  for  the  proper  performance 
of  which  no  human  wisdom  or  knowledge  could 
ever  bo  sufficient — the  duty  of  superintending  the 
industry  of  private  people,  and  of  directing  it  to- 
wards the  employments  most  suitable  to  the  intc*. 
rests  of  society." 

An  illustration  had  occurred  to  his  own 
mind  in  connexion  with  a  different  subject, 
which,   if  he  were   permitted,   he  would 
mention  to  the  House.     A  distinguished 
man,   himself  a  conspicuous   defender  of 
his  country  in  the  late  war,  had  recently 
been  made  Chairman  of  the  Conmiission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  our  Maritime  De- 
fences.    That  gallant  Admiral,  referring 
to  the  progress  of  steam  navigation,  had 
said  to  him  the  other  day — "  You  will  be 
told  that  your  ancient  securities  have  failed 
you;  that  you  can  no  longer  rely  on  the 
wooden  walls  of  Old  England  for  your  de- 
fence, and  you  will  be  told  the  truth.  Your 
ancient  securities  have  failed  you;  but  don't 
be  afraid  of  the  march  of  improvement ; 
keep  pace  with  it;  it  will  supply  you  with 
new  and  better  securities.     In  an  instant 
of  time  one  modem  invention  will  tell  you 
which  is  the  place  of  danger;  in  an  hour 
another  modem  invention  will  concentrate 
on  the  point  of  attack  the  disposable  forces 
of  an  empire.      You  were   an   extended 
country;  you  have  become  a  fortified  cita- 
del.''      Now,  this   was  applicable  to  the 
political  and  social,   no  less  than  to  the 
military  condition  of  the  country.     Let  him 
say  to  his  agricultural  friends — and  he  de- 
clared he  would  not  be  found  advocating 
that  great  change  imlcss  he  believed  that  y 
he  nught  truly  say — **  Don*t  be  afraid  of 
the  march  of  improvement ;  it  has  deprived 
you  of  your  ancient  securities,  your  inde- 
pendence of  the  foreigner,  your  security  for 
capital,  your  Parliament  price,  your  protec- 
tive rate  of  wages.     It  has  given  you  new 
and  better  securities,  the  expanding  ener- 
gies of  trade,  the  multiplied  capacities  of 
production,  the  stimulated  powers  of  con- 
sumption, the  ever-growing  demand  of  a 
great  and   increasing  people.     You  have 
ceased  to  be  an  extended  country;    you 
have  become  an  urban  conununity — what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  had  elo- 
quently called  them,  the  metropolis  of  the 
world.  '     They  would  find,  therefore,  that 
in  this  country  the  interests  of  agriculture 
and  of  commerce,  when  rightly  considered, 
depended  upon  the  same  principles,  and' 
would  be   promoted  by   the   same   mea- 
sures.    He  would  trouble  the  House  with 
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only  a  very  few  statistical  statements  ;  but 
did  they  know  what  was  going  on  around 
them  ?  were  they  aware  of  the  increase  of 
agricultural  demand  arisingf  rom  anincrease 
of  population  and  an  increase  of  employment 
in  the  manufacturing  districts  ?  Let  him 
take  Mr.  Porter's  statement  of  the  increase 
in  the  valuation  for  county  rates  in  the 
manufactiuing  towns.  He  was  aware  that 
there  had  been  a  different  mode  of  making 
the  assessment ;  but  this  return  did,  never- 
thelessSy  contain  substantial  proof  of  the 
progress  in  those  districts.  He  would  take 
the  valuation  of  1815,  and  compare  it  with 
the  valuation  of  1841  : — 

*'  Valuation  made  for  County  Bates  in  the  Town- 
ships which  now  constitute  the  boroughs  of 
Manchester  and  Salford  : — 

Manchester.  Salford. 

1815         ...  353,376       ...  918,397 

1829         ...  495,997 

1841         ...         1,022,055       ...       2,703,293 
Increase  169  per  cent.        194  per  cent." 

If  that  were  the  increase  in  the  value  of 
property  in  those  towns  assessed  to  the 
county  rates  between  1815  and  1841,  let 
him  read  an  extract  from  a  return  made  by 
Mr.  Homer,  the  Inspector  of  Factories,  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament : — 

"  Since  the  last  return  to  Parliament  in  Febru- 
ary, 1839,  there  has  been  an  increase  in  my  dis- 
trict of  529  fiu:tories,  of  10,041  horses'  power,  and 
of  50,522  persons  employed." 

He  would  ask  hon.  Members  then  to  work 
out  with  him  an  arithmetical  calculation, 
and  see  what  quantity  of  butchers*  meat 
and  what  quantity  of  wheat  these  50,000 
persons  employed  at  a  high  rate  of  wages 
would  necessarily  consume.  Could  it  be 
doubted  that  very  much  of  the  improve- 
ment in  the  agricultural  districts  must  re- 
sult from  this  increased  demand  ?  Mr. 
Homer  went  on  to  say — 

"  This  increase  has  all  taken  place  since  No- 
vember, 1842,  when  the  revival  of  trade  began  ; 
and  indeed  the  increase  of  persons  employed  since 
that  time  must  have  been  considerably  greater 
than  the  above  amount ;  for  between  June,  1838, 
when  the  collection  of  particulars  for  the  return 
of  18.39  began,  and  November,  1842,  many  mills 
had  entirely  ceased  to  work,  and  others  had  con. 
siderably  reduced  the  number  of  their  hands.  The 
total  number  of  power  looms  in  my  district,  ascer- 
tained by  this  inquiry,  is  142,949.  The  only  re- 
turn of  power  looms  made  to  Parliament  is  that  of 
1835;  and  I  find  from  it,  tliat  in  the  same  parts  of 
England  which  now  constitute  my  district,  viz. 
Lancasliire,  part  of  the  West  Riding,  and  the 
whole  of  the  North  Riding  of  the  county  of  York, 
and  the  four  northern  counties  of  England,  there 
were  then  only  63,861  ;  showing  an  increase  of 
79,083  in  the  ten  years  ;  and  there  are  now 
26,237  more  jwwer  looms  at  work  in  my  district 
alone  than  there  were  in  the  whole  United  King- 
dom ten  years  ago." 

He  did  appeal  to  the  House,  therefore, 


whether  a  statement  of  such  facts  was  nol 
a  more  pressing  argument  than  any  other 
facts  or  argument  ?  In  all  these  cases  the 
rate  of  wages  was  generaUy  high;  but  what 
was  the  experience  of  Mr.  Howdl  with  re- 
spect to  the  silk  trade,  and  how  wwe  the 
workmen  practicallj  affected  in  the  Bettle- 
ment  of  these  questions  ?-^ 

"  Throngfaoat  the  entire  district  general  Maroity 
of  hands  is  noticed,  and  a  consequent  rise  of  wages. 
In  the  silk  dittriets^particularly,  hands  mrs  very 
scarce." 

Let  them  observe  how  the  sound  interests 
of  trade  subserved  the  interests  of  hu« 
manity  better  than  any  mistaken  legisla- 
tion : — 

"  And  I  have  been  InfiBrmed  thai  iastaooes  aiv 
not  wanting  where  children  working  half  time 
have  got  as  much  wages,  and  in  some  cases  it  is 
said  that  they  got  more  than  they  did  when  they 
worked  ten  hours ;  but  I  am  told  that  a  rise  also 
has  taken  place  in  the  wages  of  those  who  sow 
work  tea  and  twelve  hoars  respectively." 

This  was  not  confined  to  Manchester  or  to 
Salford;  but  if  they  went  to  Preston  or  to 
any  other  district,  they  would  see  that  the 
eourse  which  had  been  pursued  had  been 
everywhere  attended  with  the  same  results. 
He  must  here  refer  to  a  remarkable  speech 
lately  made  at  a  meeting  of  the  Town  Coun- 
cil of  Liverpool  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Dock 
Committee;  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  (Mr.  Liddell),  who  had  made 
a  complaint  of  the  injury  likely  to  be  done 
to  the  shipping  interest,  was  in  the  House, 
that  he  might  have  the  benefit  of  this 
statement.     The  chairman  stated — 

"  Surprise  has  been  expressed  in  the  council 
when  an  increase  of  100,000  tons  was  talked  of 
some  time  since ;  but  I  have  not  now  to  deal  with 
an  increase  of  100,000  tons,  but  with  an  increase 
of  hundreds  of  thousands.  In  the  dock  financial 
statement  of  the  24th  June,  1845,  which  was  the 
end  of  the  financial  year,  the  increase  was  383,810 
tons  over  the  preceding  year.  The  increase  in  six 
months  firom  June  to  Uie  31st  December  last,  ex- 
ceeded that  of  any  previous  period,  inasmuch  as  it 
showed  an  increase  of  600  vessels  and  209,409 
tons  over  the  corresponding  six  months  of  the  pre. 
vious  year.  .  .  .  The  increase  in  the  East 
India  trade  has  been  about  20  per  cent,  and  the 
increase  in  the  United  States  and  western  trade 
has  been  about  30  per  cent." 

That  was  where  there  had  been  hostile 
tariffs.     The  chairman  went  on  to  say— 


(( 


I  may  also  state,  that  in  proportion  as  we 
afford  increased  dock  accommodation,  in  the  same 
proportion  shall  we  draw  trade  to  the  port.  Sup» 
pose  that  at  no  distant  period — ^whlch  I  dare  say 
will  be  the  case — ^we  were  to  have  modified  rates 
of  duties  on  various  other  foreign  productions 
(which  he  specified),  which  are  at  present  virtually 
excluded  by  a  high  and  impolitic  tariff ;  when  the 
duties  are  so  r^uced,  it  is  not  in  the  power  ot 
man  to  divine  what  accommodation  will  be  re- 
quired in  a  port  like  Liverpool.    Liverpool  will 
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tUnd  in  iba  prB-eminent  poution  of  poBseeaiiig 
203  acres  of  dockfl  and  basins,  with  about  fifteen 
miles  of  quay  space." 

It  would  be  presumptuous  in  him  to  ex- 
press in  the  House  of  Conmrons  his  san- 
guine «iiticipations  of  the  great  and  grow- 
ing increase  in  the  commercial  and  manu- 
facturing districts  with  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  connected;  but  he  might  cite 
this  business  speech  nuide  to  business  men, 
and  to  declaire  with  this  speaker  the  truth 
that  ''  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  man  to 
divine  the  increase  of  accommodation  which 
will  be  required."  [Mr.  Liddell:  What 
of  the  timber  trade?]  He  had  not  in- 
tended to  trouble  the  House  with  any  state- 
ment on  that  subject;  but  as  the  hon. 
Member  wished  it,  he  would  read  one  from 
the  same  speech.     Mr.  B.  Moore  said — 

'*  One  fiust  connected  with  the  timber  trade  will 
show  its  importance  to  the  country,  and  that  ist 
that  there  are  more  artificers  above  eighteen  years 
of  age  employed  in  the  different  ramifications  of 
the  timber  trade,  than  in  any  other  single  trade 
that  can  be  mentioned."- 

He  would  first  give  the  results  of  the  re- 
cent changes  aa  they  affected  the  North 
American  trade.  [Mr.  Liddell  :  The  Baltic 
trade,  not  the  Canada.]  He  would  give 
the  Baltic  trade  also.  The  argument  the 
other  evening  was,  that  all  the  increase  of 
trade  had  gone  to  the  Baltic,  and  that 
there  was  no  increase  in  the  Canada 
trade.  Now,  hon.  Members  should  have 
the  facte  whichever  way  they  liked.  He 
would  show  a  concurrent  increase  in  both 
trades,  and  he  really  did  not  know  in 
which  there  had  been  the  most  satisfactory 
progress.  First,  however,  let  him  refer  to 
the  increase  in  British  America. 


Years. 

Vessels. 

Tonnage. 

1838 

305 

160,415 

1839 

339 

170^91 

1840 

230 

133,400 

1841 

318 

174,948 

1842 

165 

91,179 

1643 

311 

154,518 

1844 

369 

189,414 

1845 

453 

239,854 

And  next  let  him  take  the  same  years  with 
respect  to  the  trade  with  the  Baltic  :— 


Tears. 

Vessels. 

Tonnage. 

1838 

72 

22.788 

1839 

68 

17,415 

1840 

48 

14,000 

1841 

40 

11,923 

1842 

33 

11,239 

1843 

61 

17,253 

1844 

51 

14,144 

1845 

113 

33,792 

He  was  very  much  obliged  to  his  hon. 
Friend  for  the  interruption,  and  to  the 
House  for  the  kindness  with  which  it  had 
listened  to  these  statistics.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Hudson)  had  just  entered  the  House, 
and  he  wished  to  disabuse  his  mind  of  a 
fallacy  which  appeared  to  pervade  it.  He 
had  already  alluded,  in  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  fallacy  of  the  effect 
upon  imports  of  com  and  of  the  payment 
of  Russia  in  gold.  The  hon.  Member — 
and  no  one  had  more  right  to  say  it — said 
that  he  could  make  railways  enough  if  we 
did  not  send  our  money  abroad  for  the 
purpose  of  buying  corn.  Let  him  tell 
that  hon.  Member  that,  while  he  had  been 
prosecuting  his  successful  enterprizes,  there 
had  been  an  average  each  year  of  2,000,000 
quarters  of  com  imported,  paid  for  not  in 
gold  sent  to  Russia,  but  by  the  exports  of 
trade  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  would  con- 
descend to  receive  information  from  an 
humble  individual  like  himself,  he  would 
venture  to  tell  him  the  result  of  the  pro- 
ceeding was  this  : — ^his  industrious  navi- 
fators  had  derived  great  benefit  from  the 
,000,000  quarters  of  com,  and  no  doubt 
the  profits  made  on  the  exports  had  been 
invested  in  his  railway  scrip,  and  had  gone 
to  sustain  the  prosperity  of  those  useful 
undertakings.  These  conclusions,  then, 
he  verily  believed,  were  based  upon  rea- 
sonings almost  mathematical,  and  sur- 
rounded by  the  strongest  buttresses  of  fact. 
These  opinions  he  had  always  entertained: 
he  had  never  disavowed,  he  had  not  at- 
tempted to  disguise  them;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  those  who,  in  former  years  had 
voted  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Villiers)  ought  to  shelter  them- 
selves, under  the  plea  that  they  had  taken 
no  part  in  the  debate,  from  their  equitable 
share  of  responsibility.  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  that  he  had  voted  in  former 
years  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton ;  but  he  had  always  thought  that 
these  great  changes  should  be  regarded  by 
prudent  men  as  questions  of  time.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Nortiiamptonshire  regarded  this 
as  a  question  of  time;  and  why  should  not 
he  be  allowed  so  to  regard  it  also  ?  Could 
it  be  denied,  then,  that  the  present  was  a 
time  at  which  it  was  essentially  necessary 
to  look  out  for  a  supply  of  food  ?  There 
never  was  a  time  when  the  change  could 
be  made  with  so  slight  dislocation  of  exist- ^ 
ing  interests.  The  word  **  compensation** 
had  been  invidiously  imported  into  this  de* 
bate;  but  he  appealed  to  the  House  whether 
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that  word  had  hecn  employed  hy  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  But  they  would  not  deny 
that  the  measure  was  accompanied  hy  im- 
portant ones  of  another  kind,  conducire  to 
good  government,  and  which,  as  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  measure  admitted,  would  con- 
fer great  advantage  on  the  country.  Hold- 
ing, as  he  always  had,  those  ahstract  opin- 
ions, he  was  at  perfect  liherty  to  say,  that 
this  was  a  proper  occasion  for  the  ad- 
justment of  this  question;  and  he  did 
not  admit  that  this  Parliament  was  re- 
turned as  a  protective  Parliament,  and 
had  no  right  to  entertain  it.  There 
were  hon.  Momhers  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  never  disguised  opinions  like 
those  which  he  had  endeavoured  to  ex- 
press; and  he  ventured  to  say  that  a  large 
portion  of  that  great  commercial  interest 
in  this  country  who  had  supported  the 
Conservative  party  did  not  think  that  this 
Parliament  was  elected  to  maintain  protec- 
tion. The  people  of  England  were  slow  to 
learn  from  ahstract  reasoning,  hut  were 
very  quick  to  learn  from  practical  expe- 
rience; and  without  saying  that  this  ques- 
tion turned  on  the  experience  of  three 
years,  he  did  say  that  the  experience  of 
the  last  three  years,  and  the  consequences 
of  commercial  relaxation,  had  not  heen  lost 
upon  that  great  and  reflecting  people  whom 
they  represented.  He  said  that  there  was  a 
large  and  important  interest,  whose  support 
was  essential  to  the  Conservative  party; 
and,  without  the  slightest  disrespect  to  the 
agricultural  interest,  of  whom  he  should  ex- 
press his  own  feelings  most  untruly  if  he  spoke 
otherwise  than  with  the  utmost  respect,  that 
commercial  interest  did  expect  a  reasonahle 
and  constantly  vigilant,  and  not  unyielding, 
disposition  to  watch  the  ever-varying  cir- 
cumstances of  this  country  in  Parliament. 
He  was  persuaded  that  he  was  home  out 
hy  facts ;  and  he  did  with  perfect  cheerful- 
ness give  his  cordial  support  to  this  mea- 
sure for  the  final  adjustment  of  a  great 
and  complicated  question,  helieving  that  in 
a  due,  generous,  wide,  and  discriminating 
regard  to  all  the  complex  interests  of  this 
country,  they  were  a  Parliament  competent 
to  decide  upon  this  great  question;  and 
that  if  they  decided  it  in  the  affirmative, 
they  would  confer  upon  the  country  most 
important  benefits. 

Mr.  finch  said,  he  addressed  the 
House  with  considerable  hesitation,  because 
he  knew  how  weary  it  must  be  after  the 
long  debate;  but  as  his  constituency  was 
anxious  that  he  should  deliver  his  senti- 
ments he  would,  with  the  permission  of 


the  House,  convey  his  ideas  in  a  few  words 
on  the  subject.  The  speech  delivered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  ad- 
dressed the  House,  did  great  credit  to  his 
good  taste,  temper,  and  ability;  but  to 
him  it  seemed  anything  but  a  convincing 
speech,  and  would  not,  he  thought,  have 
much  weight  with  the  country.  With  re- 
spect to  the  glowing  details  of  manufac- 
turing prosperity  which  had  been  quoted, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  the  other  side  of  the  question. 
Because,  if  trade  and  manufactures  were 
flourishing  to  that  degree,  where  was  the 
necessity  or  propriety  of  interfering  with 
them  ?  They  had  become  so  under  the 
protective  system:  then  why  change  it? 
But  when  credit  was  given  to  the  Tariff 
for  being  the  cause  of  so  much  prosperity, 
he  must  beg  leave  to  deny  that  position. 
His  opinion  was,  that  the  prosperity  would 
have  been  greater,  if  no  change  had  been 
made  in  the  Tariff.  He  had  carefully  noted 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  nad  spoken  on  that  side  of  the  House 
— he  had  heard  them  taking  credit  for  the 
beneficial  effect  of  the  relaxation  in  that 
system;  but  he  had  not  seen  any  of  them 
descend  into  the  particulars,  or  trace  effects 
to  their  cause.  Several  causes  had  coin- 
cided to  establish  that  prosperity.  Ame- 
rica had  been  in  a  state  of  prostration,  and 
its  credit  was  at  an  end.  Insolvency  was 
spread  throughout  that  country,  and  dur- 
ing that  period  there  was,  as  a  necessary 
consequence,  the  greatest  possible  distress 
in  the  manufacturing  districts.  The  credit 
of  America  had  revived,  and  with  it  trade 
and  commerce— with  the  revival  of  trade 
and  commerce  credit  sprung  up ;  thence 
a  fresh  demand  for  manufactures,  and  from 
that  time  to  the  present  our  manufactures 
had  prospered.  Railway  speculation  and 
railway  undertakings  had  contributed  their 
quota  to  the  general  prosperity;  they  had 
given  a  great  stimulus  to  industry,  and  had 
materially  tended  to  increase  consumption. 
It  was  going  too  far  to  say  that  all  our 
prosperity  was  to  be  attributed  to  the 
Tariff.  He  defied  any  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  how  any  part  was  to  be  attributed  to 
that  measure;  or,  if  they  did  succeed,  it 
must  be  in  a  very  trifling  respect  indeed. 
When  he  formerly  sat  in  the  House,  his 
place  was  with  the  Conservative  party  on 
the  Opposition  benches.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London  was 
then  strongly  in  favour  of  protection  :  he 
was,  as  a  Minister,  a  strong  protectionist, 
and  until  a  very  late  period  the  question 
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disciused  between  the  leaders  of  the  two 
parties  was  not  protection  or  no  protection, 
but  as  to  the  mode  and  degree  of  protection. 
The  GoTemment  which  then  sat  upon  the 
side  from  which  he  spoke,  advocated  a  fixed 
daty — ^the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
who  sat  opposite,  a  sliding-scale.  A  strange 
change  had  taken  place.     The  only  man- 
ner in  which  the  sliding-scale  had  been 
maintained  was — ^the  right  hon.   Baronet 
sliding  oot  of  office — ^the  noble  Lord  sliding 
in  and  out  again — and  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net sliding  in  once  more.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  thrown  OTorboard  his  sliding-scale 
— ^the  noble  Lord  his  fixed  duty.    AU  were 
now  agreed  in  free  trade  in  corn;  at  least  the 
Members  of  the  present  and  of  the  late 
Goremment.      It  seemed  as  if  a  sort  of 
moral  murrain  had  broken  out  among  the 
leading  statesmen  on  both  sides.     He  had 
great  regard  for  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  and  he  was  told  that  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell),  was  held  in 
great  respect;  but  he  must  say  that  their 
conversions  on  this  subject  appeared  to  him 
not  miraculous,  but  ludicrous.     Whilst  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  changed  his  opin- 
ion with  railway  speed,  the  noble  Lord  had 
changed  hb  with  the  speed  of  an  electric 
telegraph.     Such  convictions,  if  convictions 
they  could  be  called,   had  no  weight  on 
bim;  it  coidd  have  no  weight  on  the  minds 
of  the  people.     If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had,  like  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
was  the  ornament  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  retired  to  a  beautiful  and  se- 
questered villa  in  the  south  of  France,  and 
there,  surrounded  with  the  best  works  on 
pditical  economy,  Malthus,  Adam  Smith, 
Kicardo,  MacCidloch,  MacGregor,  and  the 
works  of  all  those  which  begun  or  ended 
with  Mae — ^had  calmly  read  and  reflected, 
and  at  length  arrived  at  a  conclusion  oppo- 
site to  that  which  he  had  all  his  lifetime 
entertained;  he  coidd  understand  the  con- 
verted statesman  coming  forward  and  ex- 
pressing regret  for  his  former  error,  storm- 
ing the  Cabinet,  and  grasping  the  seals  of 
office;  but  the  convictions  of  the   right 
hon.  Baronet  and  of  the  noble  Lord  had 
been,  in  his  opinion,  the  result  rather  of 
circumstances  than  of  reflection.     There 
wcsre  many  disturbing  elements  to  interrupt 
the  serenity  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
contemplation.     There  was  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League  from  the  boards  of  Covent- 
garden  Theatre,  thundering  its  anathemas 
against  the  Com  Laws — ^there  were  the 
visions  of  bloody  battles  and  of  hostile  fleets 
in  the  Atlantic,  Pacifici  and  Mediterranean  I 


— in  other  words,  there  was  the  dread  of 
an  American  war;   then  there  was   that 
unfortunate  potato  rot;  and  there  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  ready  to  discharge, 
at  the   first  opportunity,   his  well-poised 
javelin  at  the  head  of  the  Minister,  me- 
ditating no  second  stroke;  then  there  was 
the  rumour   of   the   ports    being  thrown 
open,  and  the  difference  thereon,  the  Ge- 
neralissimo of    Her   Majesty's    Ministers 
going  one  way,  and  the  Generalissimo  of 
Her  Majesty's  Forces  another;  and,  finally, 
those  three  counties  to  be  inundated,  not 
with    water,    but    with    voters.      Under 
these    circumstances,    he    could    not   be 
persuaded    to    think    that    the    change 
in  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
was  the  result  of  cahn  reflection.     But  as 
for  the  noble  Lord — ^he,  having  received 
information  of  the  doubting  and  division 
in  the  Cabinet,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  directing  his  course  towards  free 
trade,  wrote  a  letter  from  one  of  the  Scotch 
lakes  to  the  citizens  of  London,  electrify- 
ing them  and  convulsing  the  kingdom  with 
laughter.     He  thought  this  debate  should 
be  carried  on  with  as  httle  party  feeling  as 
possible,  and  was  anxious  to  discuss  it  in  a 
calm  spirit.  Some  were  anxious  to  overthrow 
the  Com  Laws,  because  they  thought  that 
by  that  means  they  would  inflict  an  injuryy 
on  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church/ 
Others  were  anxious  to  uphold  them,  be- 
cause they  wished  to  maintain  the  just  in- 
fluence of  the  clergy  ;  others  were  anxious 
to  overthrow  them,  because  they  thought 
that  by  that  means  they  would  spread  dis- 
trast  and  disaflection  in  the  agricultural  . 
body,  and  so  bring  about  an  organic  change./ 
Others,  again,  who  wished  to  maintain  the 
Constitution,  were  desirous  of  protecting 
agriculture;   they  had  stood  side  by  side 
with  them  in  the  same  battles,  and  were 
still  willing  to  share  in  their  adversity  and 
in  their  triumph — they  would  not  be  bribed 
by  the  cry  of  cheap  sugar  and  cheap  bread. 
There  was  another  class  that  wished  to 
destroy  the  Corn  Laws,  that  they  might 
break  up  the  agricultural  pai*ty,  and  so 
shift  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  cares   of  the  Empire,   to   which  he 
thought   the  noble  Lord   was  not   equal.  ^ 
There  was  yet  another  body  who  wished  to 
destroy  the  Com  Laws,  because  it  would 
injure  the  aristocracy.    This  party  was  tli^ 
weakest  of  all.     They  might  as  well  enter 
into   a  confederacy  to  blow  up  the  coal 
mines,  because  several  of  the  aristocracy 
were  proprietors  thereof — destroy  the  city 
of  Westminster,   because  some  of  them 
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lived  there — or  republicanize  the  Debt,  or 
any  other  foolish  and  absurd  project  which 
had  for  its  object  the  destruction  of  the 
mass,  because  the  few  were  members  of  it. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  saj  the  aristocracy 
would  be  the  chief  sufferers  by  this  mea- 
sure. To  the  man  of  100,000^.  a  year,  it 
would  make  little  difference  one  way  or 
the  other;  it  was  the  struggling  industrious 
farmer,  and  the  honest  labourer,  that  would 
chiefly  feel  its  pernicious  effects.  The  no- 
ble Lord  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  administered  a  most  solemn 
lecture  to  the  aristocracy;  and  he  talked 
yery  eloquently  of  the  fertility  of  the  yal- 
leys,  the  depth  of  the  woods,  the  extent  of 
the  plains,  and  the  immense  resources  of 
America ;  but  upon  one  subject  he  was  per- 
fectly silent — the  American  Corn  Law. 
He  thought  the  noble  Lord  was  discreet  in 
that  silence ;  because  if  he  had  introduced 
the  subject  of  the  American  Com  Laws, 
the  whole  speech  would  be  so  charged 
with  ridicule,  that  he  must  have  himself 
laughed  outright.  He  had  lately  seen  a 
letter  from  the  American  correspondent  of 
the  Morning  Chronicle,  in  which  was  dis- 
tinctly stat^  that  the  democracy  of  Phila- 
delphia was  adverse  to  free  trade.  Out  of 
twenty-six  of  these  democratic  representa- 
tives, twenty-five  were  against  any  further 
relaxation  in  the  Tariff.  He  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  had,  before  he  left  Ame- 
rica, administered  a  solemn  warning  to  the 
republicans,  and  told  them  how  dangerous 
it  was  for  democracy  to  rely  upon  exclusive 
privileges.  He  would  make  a  few  comments 
on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government.  He  admitted 
that  that  speech  was  distinguished  by 
tact,  talent,  and  eloquence.  Nobody  else 
within  the  walls  of  that  House  could  deli- 
ver such  a  speech.  He  was  happy  to  see 
that,  during  the  period  which  elapsed  since 
he  held  a  seat  in  that  House,  the  mental 
powers  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
declined.  It  must,  however,  be  admitted 
that  the  commencement  was  rather  pon- 
derous— the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  rather 
slow  in  getting  upon  the  wing,  and  his 
flight  was  for  some  time  heavy;  but  at 
length  he  became  at  once  rapid  and  grace- 
ful. Wherever  there  was  a  weak  point, 
he  guarded  it.  He  had  voluminous  docu- 
ments about  the  potato  rot,  with  which  he 
fortified  his  most  defenceless  position — ^he 
caricatured  the  speeches  of  the  agricultural 
members,  and  amused  the  House  at  their 
expense.  Indeed,  so  great  was  the  inge- 
nuity of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he 


thought,  if  he  liked,  he  eould  make  the 
House  very  merry  with  his  own  former 
speeches.  He  terminated  with  a  splen- 
did peroration  —  in  which  he  worked 
himself  up  to  fever  height,  animated,  in- 
deed, to  a  high  degree,  but  very  far  from 
that  cool  deliberate  conviction  that  should 
characterize  a  British  Minister — in  which 
he  recommended  free  trade  to  the  utmost 
extent  that  could  be  wished  for  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  he  thought  rather 
dangerous  from  a  person  in  the  high  sta- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  That  was 
a  brilliant  peroration,  and  must  be  an- 
swered ;  but  where  could  he  find  one  to  do 
so  having  the  eloquence,  weight,  and  experi- 
ence of  the  right  hon.  Baronet?  Well, 
but  it  must  be  answered ;  and  he  promised 
the  House,  before  he  sat  down,  to  provide 
an  answer — ^he  did  not  mean  that  he  would 
answer  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  but 
he  would  get  some  one  to  answer  him. 
But  in  the  mean  time,  he  must  observe 
upon  what  he  considered  some  weak  points 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop, 
they  would  be  obliged  to  open  the  ports. 
He  denied  that.  Then  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said,  the  ports  being  open,  the  Com 
Laws  cannot  be  sustained.  That  was  a 
complete  non  sequitur.  It  eould  be  of  no 
advantage  whatever  to  the  Irish  peasant 
to  open  the  ports.  Wheat,  at  the  time  the 
opening  of  the  ports  was  projected,  waa 
selling  in  the  European  markets  at  from 
45s,  to  BOs.  per  quarter.  Upon  that  ru- 
mour it  rose  to  50«.  and  GOs.  How  eould 
the  Irish  peasant,  who  could  not  give  15^. 
a  barrel  for  oats  at  his  own  door,  send  over 
here  to  buy  wheat  at  60s,  a  quarter  ?  It 
was  a  perfect  delusion — ^not  one  quarter  of 
wheat  would  find  its  way  to  the  distressed 
people  of  Ireland.  But  suppose  the  ports 
were  open,  why  should  they  not  be  shut 
again  ?  The  League,  it  was  true,  said,  Let 
the  gates  be  once  opened,  and  then  shut 
them  again  if  you  can  ;  but  if  the  Order 
in  Council  had  been  issued,  setting  forth 
that  the  ports  were  to  be  open  until  the  1st 
of  September  and  no  longer,  what  eould 
the  League  do  to  prevent  them  being  shut, 
beyond  raising  a  great  clamour?  Every 
instance  the  right  hon.  Baronet  produced 
told  against  himself:  he  referred  to  the 
different  periods  in  English  history  at  which 
the  ports  had  been  thrown  open,  but  in 
every  one  of  these  instances  the  Corn 
Laws  had  been  continued.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said  that  the  ports  in  Belgium  and 
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Holkiid  had  been  tlirown  open ;  but  these 
would  be  the  yery  last  nations  to  abolish 
the  Com  Laws.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,  the  refusal  to  deal  with  the   Com 
LawB  would  increase  the  agitation  tenfold. 
But  what  would  be  the  consequence  of  the 
nght  hon.  Baronet's  measure  ?    the  agita- 
tion would  be  increased  twenty-fold.     The 
Leaguers  would  keep  up  and  increase  the 
agitation,  and  the  agriculturists  would  agi- 
tate twentj-fold  more  than  they  had  done. 
A  man  was  not  fit  to  be  a  British  states- 
man unless  he  was  clamour-proof.     The 
English  people  were  not  much  impressed 
by  cdamour:  they  were  accustomed  to  it. 
He  had  heard  an  anecdote  of  a  canary  in 
France  which  was  so  accustomed  to  noise 
that  at  length  it  fired  off  a  brass  cannon 
without  being  at  all  frightened.     If  Minis- 
ters would  thus  yield  to  the  clamour  of  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League,  they  would  have 
plenty  of  other  leagues — ^leagues  for  cheap 
n^igion,   cheap    Goyemment,   and  cheap 
oyerything.    If  they  yield  to  agitation,  why 
not  yield  to  the  agitation  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union  ia  Ireland?     That  was  quite 
new  doctrine.     If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  maintained  his  position  and  stood  by  his 
guns,  he  might  not  haye  feared  anything  ; 
he  would  haye  had  a  majority  in  that 
Honaey  and  a  majority  out  of  doors.     He 
was  sure  that  if  there  Were  uniyersal  suf- 
frage^ and  the  yotes  of  the  people  to  be 
taken  on  this  subject,  there  would  be  an 
immense  majority  in  fayour  of  the  Com 
Laws,  and  fi^ee  trade  would  be  thrown  into 
the  Britiah  Chumel.     The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet aaid,  the  prosperity  of  agriculture  did 
not  depend  on  the  price  of  wheat.     Had 
he  (Mr.  Finch)  made  use  of  such  an  asser- 
tion the  fanners  would  haye  placed  him  in 
an  iron  cage,  and  exhibited  him  as  a  liying 
eurioflity.     Every  argument  by  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  attempted  to  prop  up 
tiuB  theory  was  illusory.     He  took  the  ag- 
gregate roital  of  the  country  in  1815  and 
1845,  and,  without  allowing  for  the  in- 
ereaae  arising  from  steam  power,  water 
power,  chemical  science,  and  general  im- 
prorements,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  argued 
that,  inasmuch  as  that  aggregate  rental 
was  now  four  millions  greater  than  in  1 815, 
whilst  the  ayerage  price  of  wheat  had  fal- 
len one-half,  therefore  the  price  of  land 
was  not  dependent  on  the  price  of  wheat. 
Then  with  regard  to  the  silk  trade,  they 
were  told  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
the  French  could  not  now  excel  us  in  the 
manufacture  of  silks ;  whereas  it  appeared 
thai  there  were  two  kinds  of  silk  manufac- 


ture, and  formerly  two  different  high  pro- 
tectiye  duties  on  them.  Since  the  altera- 
tion of  those  duties,  the  French  had  ex- 
ported many  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  a  year  of  the  best  sorts,  whilst  our 
manufacture  had  only  increased  with  re** 
spect  to  the  worst  sorts  ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  by  the  contemplated  changes 
manufacture  of  the  better  sorts  would  be 
ruined  altogether.  Then,  with  regard  to 
the  shipowners.  It  appeared  that  there 
were  conflicting  opinions  as  the  effect  of  the 
contemplated  changes  in  the  interests  of 
shipowners.  Some  shipowners  were  of 
one  opinion,  some  of  another ;  but  on  the 
whole,  there  would  be  no  doubt  that  the 
weight  of  eyidence  was  against  the  change. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  referred 
last  night  to  Mr.  H.  C.  Chapman;  and  he 
could  scarcely  haye  related  a  more  unfor- 
tunate witness,  for  he  (Mr.  Finch)  found 
that  that  gentleman  had  addressed  a  letter 
to  the  Morning  Post,  in  which  he  cited  his 
own  eyidence  as  follows : — 

"  Question  1040 — Corn  is  generally  imported 
in  foreign  ships  ? — ^Yes.  That  is  in  consequence 
of  the  sliding-Bcale  duties  ? — Yes,  as  far  as  it  has 
reference  to  the  Baltio  ;  hut  I  heUeve  this,  that  if 
the  Com  Laws  were  to  be  abolished  to-morrow,  it 
might  create  greater  employment  for  our  ships 
for  the  year,  but  ultimately  it  would  only  causo 
increased  production  and  greater  competition  of 
foreign  Tessels,  and  we  should  go  back  as  far 
as  the  Baltic  is  concerned.  If  we  had  a  free  trade 
in  com  it  would  be  most  injurious  to  the  British 
shipowner,  for  this  reason,  that  by  the  new  Tariff 
we  shall  have  a  vast  quantity  of  com  by  the  St. 
Lawrence,  which  will  be  exclusively  brought  in 
British  shipping  ?  Mr.  Liddell :  That  will  be  very 
beneficial  to  the  British  shipping  ?  No  doubt ;  an 
alteration  in  the  Corn  Laws  would  destroy  the  new 
trade  that  is  about  to  spring  up  in  Canada.  Totally 
repeal  the  Com  Laws,  and  the  growing  trade  with 
Canada  will  be  crushed,  consequently  American, 
Canadian,  and  British  shipping,  would  receive  & 
severe  and  decisive  blow." 

That  was  the  eyidence  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  quoted  as  favourable  to  the  measures  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  also  referred  to  the  increase  of 
feather  beds ;  and  certainly  he  could  not  con- 
gratulate him  upon  his  reference.  At  first 
he  had  been  unable  to  conceiye  why  so  much 
intercourse  had  taken  place  between  the 
Premier  and  the  feather-bed  maker;  but 
as  the  bed  of  the  Government  had  not  re- 
cently been  **  a  bed  of  roses,"  perhaps  he 
was  consulting  him  as  to  how  they  could  lie 
softer.  Then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  went 
on  to  talk  about  osiers.  Now,  it  was  a  cu- 
rious fact  that  an  osier  dealer  had  sometime 
since  remonstrated  with  Mr.  Gladstone  re- 
spectmg  the  alteration  of  duties  in  1842, 
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and  had  told  him  that  when  he  went  to 
Manchester  for  orders  he  had  heen  inform- 
ed that,  since  the  reduction  of  duties,  osiers 
were  imported  from  Holland  so  cheap  that 
there  were  no  orders  for  him.     But  then 
the  right  hon.   Baronet  went  on  to  talk 
ahout  the  flax  trade.    Now  no  article  in  the 
Tariff  made  more  against  him  than  flax. 
The  only  proof  of  the  success  of  the  altera- 
tion of  duties  on  this  article  was  the  pre- 
sent favourahle  condition  of  the  Irish  linen 
trade;  hut  he  would  declare  that  he  had 
seen  in  this  country  samples  of  Silesian 
tahle  linen  as  far  superior  to  the  Irish  as 
anything  could  he,  and  calculated,  he  verily 
heUeved,  at  no  distant  period,  entirely  to 
supersede  it.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  nad 
made  allusion  to  Anacharsis  Cloots.     The 
allusion  was  not  a  happy  one;  for  if  at  the 
present  time  there  was  one  indiridual  who 
more  than  another  resemhled  Anacharsis 
Cloots,  it  was  the  Premier  himself.     He  it 
was  who  soared  so  high  on  the  wings  of 
universal  philanthropy  as  to  lose  sight  of 
every  national  interest ;    he  it  was  who 
rohhed  this  great  Government  of  its  sove- 
reign character,  and  deprived  the  people 
of  every  reason  to  entertain  puhlic  respect 
for  public  men.     He  it  was  who,  like  Ana- 
charsis Cloots,  called  on  them  to  act  as 
"  citizens  of  the  world'*— endeavoured  to 
rally  round  him  Dutch,  Portuguese,  Poles, 
Swedes,  Danes,  Belgians,  Irish  and  Scotch, 
telling  them  all,  "I  have  no  partialities: 
whoever  produces  the  cheapest  article  hiin 
will  I  deal  with."     The  Anacharsis  Cloots 
of  the  day,  the  Prime  Minister  of  England, 
no  doubt  hoped  to  meet  all  nations  on  some 
central  point  of  the  earth's  even  surface, 
that  they  might  swear  eternal  friendships, 
and  bind  themselves  together  in  adaman- 
tine chains  of  so-called  national  intercourse. 
But  he  would  not  follow  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet further.     He   should  best  sum  up 
the  arguments   against  him  in  his  own 
words.     On  the  3rd  of  April,   1840,  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  said — 
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Suppose,  as  in  the  years  1833,  1834,  1835, 
there  should  be  a  succession  of  very  good  seasons, 
and  a  consequently  large  supply  in  this  country, 
and  also,  as  might  naturally  be  expected,  a  plentiful 
hiirvcst  on  the  Continent.  Now,  under  circum- 
stances like  these,  the  foreign  market  being 
overstocked,  ho  would  ask  whether  with  a  fixed 
duty  the  trader  in  com  might  not  be  induced  to 
bring  over  very  large  supplies,  and  after  paying  the 
duty  offer  it  in  the  market  at  a  price  much  below 
that  of  British  growth  ?  And  would  not  this 
operate  as  a  great  discouragement  to  com  of 
home  production,  a  great  discouragement  to 
agriculture,  and  cause  a  great  deal  of  land  to 
be  thrown  out  of  cultivation.  Theoretically,  and 
in  the  abstract,  this  magnificent  plan  might  be 


correct;  but  when  he  looked  to  the  practice,  to  the 
great  interests  which  had  grown  up  under  another 
system — ^when  ho  found  that  whatever  theoretical 
objections  might  apply  to  that  system,  still  great 
and  complicated  interests  had  grown  up  under  it, 
which  probably  could  not  be  disturiied  without 
immense  peril — ^when  he  besides  bore  in  mind, 
that  defective  as  that  system  in  principle  might  be, 
yet  under  it  this  country,  considering  its  popula- 
tion, had  acquired  the  greatest  Colonial  Empire, 
the  greotest  Indian  Empire,  the  greatest  infhienoe 
which  any  country  ever  poseessed  —  when  he 
considered,  also,  that  under  this  system  (be  would 
not  say  in  consequence  of  it,  for  that  might  be 
denied  by  hon.  Gentlemen),  but  simultaneously 
with  it,  we  presented  this  spectacle  to  the  world — 
a  country  limited  in  extent  and  population,  yet 
carrying  on  greater  commercial  and  manufiioturiBg 
enterprise  than  any  other  country  ever  exhibited : 
when  he  considered  all  these  things,  he  would  not 
go  the  length  of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  said  that 
he  who  entertained  the  notion  of  upsettfaig  this 
system  '  proposed  tho  maddest  thing  that  erer  he 
had  heard  of;'  but  this  he  would  say,  that  he  would 
not  consent  to  put  to  hazard  those  enormoua  inter- 
ests for  the  purpose  of  substituting  an  untried 
principle  for  one  which  might  be  theoretically 
defoctiye,  but  under  which  practically  oar  power 
and  greatness  had  been  established;  fearing  that 
the  embarrassment,  the  confusion,  and  distress 
which  might  therefrom  arise,  would  greatly  coun- 
tenrnil  and  outweigh  any  advantage  which  could 
be  anticipated  from  establishing  at  the  expense  of 
what  was  practically  good,  that  which  might  be 
theoretically  correct." 

Those  were  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  words, 
the  conclusion  of  a  nohle  speech,  on  the 
3rd  of  April,  1840;  at  a  period  when, 
though  out  of  office,  he  was  at  the  head  of 
a  great  constitutional  party;  and  he  owned 
that  it  seemed  to  him,  that  whilst  ^ose 
words  were  not  inferior  in  point  of  elo« 
quence,  thej  were  far  superior  in  wisdom  to 
anything  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said 
in  the  course  of  these  debates.  He  thought 
he  had  now  fulfilled  his  promise  of  prorid* 
ing  an  answer  to  the  peroration  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  such  as  it  desenred.-  He 
(Mr.  Finch)  would  now  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  Tho  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  a  very  happy  knack  of  perplex- 
ing very  simple  subjects  when  it  smted  his 
purpose.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said 
that  the  price  of  food  was  low  in  America, 
and  also  in  Poland,  and  yet  wages  were 
high  in  one  country,  and  low  in  the  other. 
But  there  was  no  similarity  between  the 
circumstances  of  the  two  countries.  It  had 
been  said  that  our  manufacturers  would 
be  undersold  unless  a  reduction  should 
take  place  in  the  price  of  food.  Now  this 
was  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself : — 

"  If  they  desired  a  low  price  of  com,  let  them 
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explicitly  declare  their  intention,  and  he  would 
teU  them  at  once  that  they  desired  to  produce  a 
low  rate  of  wages.  They  sought,  in  fact,  to 
lower  wages ;  and  let  the  agriculturists  and  the 
raanufiietiirers  thoroughly  understand  that  low 
wages  would  certainly  he  the  ultimate  effect  of  the 
lowprioeofoom." 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  added — 

**  If  when,  after  a  lapse  of  four  or  fiTC  years,  the 
price  of  com  should  rise,  because  we  shall  be  de- 
pendent upon  foreigners,  and  because  large  quan- 
titaee  of  land  had  been  thrown  out  of  cultivation, 
in  vain  would  the  unhappy  labourers  seek  for  a 
rise  in  the  price  of  wages." 

There  was  another  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  which  he  really  thought  was 
the  most  unfortunate  that  had  ever  been 
heard  of  within  the  walls  of  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated,  that  when 
bread  was  che^^  the  rate  of  crime  dimi- 
nished, and  when  bread  was  dear  the  rate 
of    crime  was  increased.      How  did  he 
establish  that  position  ?  Why,  he  took  six 
manufacturing    counties  —  York,    Lanca- 
shire, Cheshire,  Warwickshire,  Gloucester- 
shire,  and   Staffordshire.     He  then  took 
six  years — tnxm  1840  to  1845,  and  he  di- 
Tided  these  six  years  in  halves — the  first 
half  fix>m  1840  to  1842,  the  other  from 
1843  to  1845.     He  then  showed  the  rate 
of  crime  in  the  first  and  second  halves  of 
this  period,  and  showed  that  it  was  dimi- 
nbhed  18  per  cent  in  the  latter  period  as 
compared  with  the  former.     He  dien  took 
the  price  of  com  for  the  same  period,  and 
showed  that  wheat  was  from  60s,  to  70«. 
per  quarter  during  the  first  three  years, 
and  that  on  the  latter  it  was  from  50s.  to 
60f .     Now  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
the  counties  instanced  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  all  manufacturing  counties  ; 
and  every  body  knew  that  when  the  ma- 
nufacturers were  distressed  there  was  a 
great  increase  of  crime,   and  that  when 
manu&cturcs  flourished  there  was  a  cor- 
responding diminution  of  crime.     In  the 
first  half  of  these  years  there  was  great 
distress  in  the  manufacturing  districts.     It 
was  well  known  that  at  that  time  the  iron 
trade  in  Staffordshire  was  greatly  depress- 
ed in  consequence  of  the  great  supply  of 
iron  brought  into  the  market  from  a  new 
proeesB  brought    into  use    in    Glasgow. 
Many  furnaces  were  blown  out ;  and  the 
distress  was  so  great  that  many  families 
emigrated  from  Staffordshire  to   Glasgow 
in  search  of  employment.     The  same  dis- 
tress existed  in  Manchester  and  other  parts 
of  the  manufiicturing  districts  ;  and  it  was 
abundantly  evident  that  this  would  cause 
an  increase  of  crime  in  those   districts. 


which  would  be  diminished  when  the  ma- 
nufacturers became  fully  employed,  so  that 
the  price  of  bread  had  little  or  nothing  to 
do  with  it.     Another  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  st-atements  was  to  this  effect, 
that  there  was  a  great  difference  in  the 
price  of  com  during  the  last  year,  and 
therefore  the  sliding-scale  did  not  answer. 
Now,   this  was  a  most  unfair  statement. 
The  dear  com  was  the  com  which  remained 
over  from  the  preceding  year  ;  and  in  conse- 
quence of  the  wetness  of  the  season,  as  com- 
pared with  the  last,  the  com  of  the  former 
year  was  much  in  demand  to  be  mixed 
with  that  of  the  present.     If  the  farmers 
were  not  to  be  allowed  the  use  of  this  ad- 
vantage when  it  occurred,  the}''  must  go 
out  of  the  profession  altogether.     But  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  the  slid- 
ing-scale had  become  locked,  and  there- 
fore the  sliding-scale  would  not  do.     He 
asked,  who  had  passed  that  scale  but  the 
Members  of  B,er  Majesty's  Government  ? 
From  the  moment  the  rumour  went  abroad 
that  the  ports  wera  to  be  opened,  prices 
fell  at  home,  while  they  rose  abroad  ;  the 
rate  of  duty  remained  stationary,  and  it 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  speculators 
would  import  com  at  the  rate  of  12s.  or 
1 5s.  duty,  when  they  had  the  prospect  of 
having  the  ports  opened  to  them  altoge- 
ther.    If  it  had  not  been  for  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment,  the  sliding- 
scale  woidd  have    worked  fast    enough. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  talked  of  this  mea- 
sure as  being  a  settlement  of  the  question. 
He  thought  that  in  this  he  was  reckoning 
a  little  without  his  host.     There  could  not 
be  a  settlement  of  the  question  without  an 
appeal  to  the  country.     That  appeal  must 
come  either  this  year  or  the  next ;  and  on 
that  appeal  it  would  be  seen  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  as  much  open  as  before.    He 
would  give  what  he  thought  would  be  the 
probable  issue  of  the  matter.  There  would 
be  again  a  long  debate  on  the  subject  in 
the  next  Parliament ;  and  if  it  were  again 
carried  against    the  agriculturists,   there 
would  next  year  be  a  debate  upon  the  re- 
peal of  the  malt  tax,   and  two  or  three 
other  duties.     Next  year  would  be  a  year 
of  distress,  and  then  would  come  petitions 
for  protection,  and  perhaps  for  some  im- 
portant constitutional  changes.     The  dis- 
tress of  the  agriculturists  would  extend  to 
those  engaged  in  trade  and  manufactures, 
and  there  would  be  much  shaking  and  fear 
among  the  fundholders  as  to  the  difficulties 
of  maintaimng  our  financial  system  ;  and 
as  the  result  of  all  these  things  he  should 
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not  be  fiarprised  if  the  lesding  free  traders 
were  bturnt  in  Mgjf  and  the  country  re- 
turned to  the  old  system.     He  would  now, 
in  a  few  words — and  he  must  apologise  to 
the  House  for  detuning  them  so  long — 
touch  npon  the  general  question.      The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  in  a  former  debate, 
that  the  principles  of  free  trade  were  the 
principles  of  common  sense.     That  might 
be  true  in  the  abstract,  and  it  might  be 
practically  in  use  in  some  planet  which 
never  knew  more — ^if  such  planet  existed  ; 
but  he  believed  that  on  this  earth,  the  un- 
qualified principles  of  free  trade,  instead 
of  being  the  principles  of  common  sense, 
would  be  discovered  to  be  the  principles  of 
uncommon  nonsense.     The  country  ought 
to  be  cautions  of  entering  into  too  close  a 
commercial  engagement  with  foreign  coun- 
tries,  so  as  to   render   itself   dependent 
upon  them  for  a  supply  of  necessary  ar- 
ticles— such  countries  especially  as  Rus- 
sia, France,  and  America.     In  the  first 
place,    with   respect    to    political  econo- 
mists, it  was  known  that  they  had  often 
made     egregious     mistakes     themselves. 
Nothing  could  be  a  greater  blunder  than 
that  of  Adam  Smith,  who  held,  that  com, 
being  a  bulky  article,  no  more  could  be 
imported  than  about  the  175th  part  of  the 
consumption  of  England,     Now,  they  had 
seen  of  late  years  as  much  as  a  fifth  part 
of  the  consumption  imported  from  abroad. 
But  respect  to  the  general  theory,  he  had 
no  objection  to  it.     According  to  the  free- 
trade  notions,  it  was  argued,  that  if  France 
excelled  in  the  silk  manufacture,  she  was 
to  export  it  to  England ;  and  if  England 
excelled  in  cotton,  she  was  to  export  to 
France;  and  so  with  respect  to  china,  ear- 
thenware, &c.     Now  that  used  practically 
to  be  the  case  between  the  two  countries; 
and  that  actually  was  the  basis  of  the  Treaty 
concluded  with  France  by  Mr.  Pitt  before 
the  revolutionary  war.     But  the  result  of 
that  was,  that  the  intercourse  between  the 
two  countries  was  stopped.      We  had  to 
establish  silk  manufactories,  and  the  French 
cotton  mills.     It  had  been  said  that  Buo- 
naparte was  a  great  friend  to  British  agri- 
culture.    In  the  same  manner  he  was  a 
great  friend  to  several  branches  of  British 
manufactures  which   were  established  in 
consequence  of  being  unable  as  heretofore 
to  obtain  supplies  from  France.     It  was 
erident,  therefore,  that  the  theory  of  free 
trade  was  constantly  liable  to  be  disturbed 
in  its  practical  operation  in  the  event  of  a 
war.      What  was  the  inference  he  drew 
from  this?    That  they  ought  to  give  ad- 


vantages to  their  Colonies  over  other  eoun* 
tries,  because  in  the  event  of  the  parent 
State  being  engaged  in  a  war,  the  Colonies 
were  exposed  to  great  dangers,  and  often 
called  upon  to  mi^e  great  sacrifiees.     Of 
course  aidvantages  ought  also  to  be  given 
to  the  parent  country.  After  making  these 
qualifications,  what  was  the  next   step? 
Let  them  look  round  the  world  and  see 
what  were  the  cotrntries  with  which  they 
were  less  likely  to  go  to  war,  and  enter 
into  intimate    commercial  relations  with 
them;  so  that  the  coimtry,  if  it  must  be 
dependent,  might  be  dependent  upon  them. 
This  would  open  an  immense  field  for  their 
manufactures.     It  would  include  the  whole 
of  South  America,  the  Brazils,  Greece, 
Italy,  Austria,  Turkey,  China;  in  fact,  it 
woidd  embrace  four-fifths  of  the  whole 
globe.  Bui  when  th^  came  to  those  coun- 
tries with  which  they  were  likely  to  be  en- 
gaged in  war,  they  ought  to  be  cautious  of 
entering  into  new  commercial  engagements, 
or  of  becoming  dependent   upon    them. 
These  countries  were  Russia,  France,  and 
America.     After  stating  shortly  the  causes 
that  rendered  war  with  these  countries  not 
improbable,  he  said,  at  the  present  moment, 
they  were  unhappily  dependent  in  a  great 
measure  upon  America  for  cotton  and  to- 
bacco.    Now  it  would  be  wise  policy,  in- 
stead of  increasing  this   dependence,  to 
diminish  it — ^to  encourage  the  growth  of 
cotton  in  India,  which  would  take  the  ma- 
nufactores  in  return  that  were  now  taken 
by  America;  and  in  the  other  Colonies  to< 
bacco  might  be  grown,  while  by  developing 
the  cultivation  of  Canada,  they  might  ren- 
der themselves  independent  both  of  .Russia 
and  America  in  the  article  of  com.     In 
this  way  they  would  render   the  country 
independent,  and  at  the  same  time  they 
would  have  a  flourishing  commerce,  which 
would  be  put  upon  a  stable  foundation, 
not  exposed  to  the  reverses  and  calamities 
that  they  would  be  exposed  to  if  under  the 
present  system  in  the  event  of  a  war,  or 
even  in  the  event  of  a  scarcity,  whether  at 
home  or  abroad.     There  was  one  remark 
which  feU  frtmi  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  addressed  the  House,  which  deserved 
some  reply.     He  said  it  was  absurd  to  talk 
of  paying  Russia  for  her  produce  in  gold, 
for  tibe  fact  was,  we  imported  gold  from 
Russia.     Now,  he  thought  that  made  the 
evil  worse,  if  they  were  first  obliged  to  get 
the  gold  from  abroad,  and  then  were  forced 
to  send  it  back  again  to  purchase  corn. 
That  was  the  case;  otherwise  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the   operation  of  the  screw. 
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which  cwni6ed  so  much  distress  ftmong  ma- 
trnfactureTS  ?  The  present  messure  he 
hekl  to  be  most  unjust.  No  doubt  it 
was  srgaed  to  be  necessary  for  the  general 
jmbUc  good;  but  if  on  the  faith  of  protec- 
tkm  being  for  the  general  public  good 
persons  had  for  the  last  fifty  years  pur- 
chased and  cultirated  land  at  great  expense 
— ^if  no  less  than  four  hundred  millions  of 
oftpital  had  been  invested  on  the  faith  of 
flueh  an  tmderstanding,  then  all  at  once  to 
sweep  away  protection  now  was  essentially 
unjust.  In  the  first  place,  it  would  displace 
a  large  amoimt  of  home  labour.  So  long 
as  this  country  had  a  system  of  Poor  Laws 
«— and  Hesren  forbid  they  should  ever  be 
orerthrown!  for  then  general  benoTolence 
would  cease  altogether — ^so  long  this  coun- 
try eoold  not  pretend  to  compete  with 
lonreign  agriculture.  Then  there  was  the 
land  tax,  and  yarious  other  local  taxes; 
and  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
agricuHnre  was  essentially  different  from 
afi  other  things.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  had  stated, 
en  the  first  night  of  the  Session,  that  the 
agrieuHurist  was  a  manufacturer  just  like 
any  other  mantifacturer.  He  had  a  high 
respect  for  the  talents  of  the  noble  Lord; 
and  if  the  House  wished  to  conrert  this 
debate  into  an  epic  poem,  he  knew  no  one 
to  whom  they  might  apply  with  greater 
success  than  the  noble  Lord.  But  with 
regard  to  the  agriculturist  being  a  manu- 
facturer, he  wondered  what  a  manufacturer 
would  say,  if,  after  expending  all  his  capi- 
tal, he  found  that  40  or  60  per  cent  might 
be  destroyed  by  accident.  There  was  this, 
also,  to  be  remembered,  that  the  more  capital 
there  was  laid  out  on  land,  the  greater  was 
the  loss  in  the  event  of  a  bad  season.  He  had 
once  met  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport, 
and  naturally  approached  the  hon.  Member 
with  some  trepidation  as  a  sort  of  free- 
trade  dragon.  But  when  he  drew  near  he 
found  that  he  had  no  symptoms  of  a  dragon 
about  him — ^no  scales  nor  claws,  but  a 
remarkably  amiable,  well-bred,  and  enter- 
taining companion.  In  the  course  of  con- 
versation the  hon.  Member  asked  him,  why 
don't  you  use  the  steam  plough?  Now, 
that  question  argued  his  ignorance  of  the 
diffici&ties  farmers  had  to  contend  with. 
He  should  like  to  see  the  steam  plough  in 
operation  in  any  one  point.  Suppose  that 
fifty  or  sixty  labourers  were  out  of  employ- 
ment, while  the  steam  plough  was  in  ope- 
ration ;  the  stacks  would  be  fired,  the  ma- 
<$h|nery  broken,  and  they  would  have  a 
system  resembl^g  the  reign  of  terror. 


They  were  told  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  they  had  nothing  to  fear.  But  what 
said  Sir  Robert  Peel  on  this  point  formerly  ? 
In  1842,  quoting  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Meek, 
on  the  probability  of  the  supply  from  Den- 
mark, the  right  hon.  Baronet  said — 

"  Now  what  does  Mr.  Meek  say  with  regard  to 
Denmark  ?  The  prices  of  com  in  Denmark  have, 
during  the  last  twenty-five  years,  ayeraged  for 
wheat  288.  lOd.  per  quarter,  barley,  14s.,  oats, 
lOs.  6d.  Considering  the  depression  of  the  com 
market  during  the  greater  part  of  that  period,  and 
that  the  prospect  of  a  permanent  sale  of  com  in 
England  will  be  likely  to  render  the  continental 
markets  more  steady  and  more  firm  than  they  have 
hitherto  been,  it  is  probable  that  prices  free  on 
board  would  not  be  much  below  the  following 
quotation — wheat  from  30s.  to  31s.  per  imperial 
quarter.  And  he  adds  that,  in  case  of  a  regular 
and  speedy  demand  in  England  for  foreign  eom, 
the  quantity  produced  in  Denmark  and  Sleswick 
Holstein  might  without  difficulty  be  considerably 
increased.  And  in  passing  a  law  regulating  the 
importation  of  foreign  com,  is  it  not  wise  to  deli- 
berate upon  what  may  be  the  possible  supply  in 
future  years  ?  Is  it  not  a  wise  principle  of  legishi- 
tion  not  to  take  wholly  the  prices  of  com  now, 
but  to  consider  what  may  be  the  increased  improve^ 
ments  by  railways  or  otherwise :  what  may  be  the 
eficct  of  a  regular  demand,  and  what  may  be  the 
diminished  fi^ights  ?  Ought  we  not  to  take  all 
those  things  into  account  when  we  propose  td 
legislate,  without  ever  having  the  opportunity  of 
retracing  our  steps,  at  least  so  Hot  as  the  agricul- 
turists are  concerned.  Mr.  Meek  says,  further, 
that  many  experienced  persons  in  Denmark  arc  of 
opinion  that  if  the  trade  in  com  were  made  con- 
stantly open  at  a  moderate  duty,  wheat  and  com 
would  generally  be  grown  in  Denmark  to  a  much 
greater  extent  than  it  is  at  present.  But  you  will 
say  that  the  quantity  grown  in  Denmark  is  insuf- 
ficient to  supply  the  wants  of  our  population. 
Now,  what  does  Mr.  Meek  say  on  this  point  ?  He 
tells  us  that  the  average  export  of  wheat  from 
Denmark  is  from  150,000  to  200,000  quarters;  and 
Mr.  Meek  adds  that  700,000  quarters  of  com 
might  be  brought  in  years  of  moderate  growth. 
....  Then,  I  say,  if  prices  are  below  508.  in 
England,  and  there  is  a  great  quantity  of  surplus 
wheat  in  Denmark,  do  not  discourage  home  pro- 
duction— do  not  chill  the  expectations  and  blight 
the  hopes  of  your  own  formers,  by  permitting 
the  Danish  agriculturist  to  throw  a  quantity  <^ 
his  com  at  a  low  rate  of  duty  into  your  market, 
and  so  damage  the  price  of  your  own  produce.  In 
discussing  a  question  like  this,  I  own  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  strict  principles  of  free  trade  cannot 
be  applied  without  danger  to  the  interests  of  the 
community." 

On  the  19th  of  February,  1839,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  speaking  on  Mr.  Villiers's 
Motion,  said: — 

**  When  you  tell  mo  that  com  is  60s.  a  quarter, 
t  ask  is  there  not  a  pai'amount  necessity  for 
maintaining  the  obligations  of  public  faith  ?  And 
is  it  just  to  repeal  hHb  Cosn  Laws  while  continuing 
taxation  upon  the  agricultural  interests,  whioh  is 
the  very  cause  of  the  high  price  of  com  ?  Can  I 
shut  out  of  my  consideration  altogether  the  opera* 
tion  of  tho  malt  tax— the  operation  of  the  Poor 
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Laws — the  operation  of  the  county  rate,  and  of  all 
those  hurdens  which  press  heavily  upon  the  landed 
interest?" 

Now,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  have 
relieved  agriculture  from  the  malt  tax  and 
the  other  hurdens  to  which  he  referred; 
hut,  instead  of  doing  so,  he  had  preferred 
taking  the  duty  off  cotton  and  glass,  and 
had  wus  put  it  out  of  his  power  to  re- 
move these  hurdens  from  the  land.  He 
would  tell  the  House  what  he  was  con- 
vinced would  he  the  eventual  result  of 
this  measure.  In  the  course  of  two  years 
there  would  he  a  glut  of  com — ^wheat 
would  hecome  unsaleahle  in  this  country, 
and  there  would  neither  he  rent  for  the 
landlord,  profit  for  the  tenant,  nor  wages 
for  the  lahourer.  This  was  said  hy  Sir 
Rohert  Peel  years  ago;  and  he  said  it  with 
peculiar  force,  for  he  made  the  remark 
under  the  idea  that  we  were  to  have  a  fixed 
8*.  duty.  He  would  only  further  observe, 
that  if,  after  all,  this  country  was  to  he 
placed  in  a  position  which  all  her  best  and 
wisest  statesmen  had  endeavoured  to  avoid; 
if  they  were  to  hecome  dependent  upon 
Russia  and  America  for  com,  the  most 
favourable  effect  would  be,  that  they  would 
still  further  increase  the  present  enormous 
manufacturing  population,  which  in  the 
course  of  the  last  twenty-five  years  of 
peace  had  come  to  press  upon  the  home 
supply;  and  which,  in  a  few  years  more, 
would  press  upon  the  home  and  foreign 
supply  both ;  and  they  would  become  so 
much  dependent  upon  America,  that  they 
might  as  well  bum  the  history  of  England, 
and  become  a  province  of  America  at  once, 
for  the  sun  of  England's  greatness  would 
have  set  for  ever.  He  would  conclude  by 
noticing  one  observation  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House.  He  argued  that  if  agriculture  in 
the  Colonies  was  placed  in  the  same  posi- 
tion with  agriculture  at  home,  they  would 
liave  no  right  to  complain.  But  then,  the 
agriculturists  at  home  thought  they  had 
every  right  to  complain.  And  he  must  say 
that  he  thought  Canada  had  been  sham- 
fully  used.  If  ever  there  was  a  compact  en- 
tered into  between  Parliament  and  another 
country,  it  was  the  compact  entered  into 
between  Canada  and  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters— ^that  if  the  Canadians  would  consent 
to  tax  American  com  35.  per  quarter,  this 
country  would  give  Canadian  com  the  first 
preference  after  Ireland;  but  by  this  mea- 
sure, instead  of  having  the  first  preference 
after  Ireland,  it  would  now  be  last  of  all. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  to  recollect 


that  there  were  rast  temptations  to  the  Ca- 
nadians to  throw  off  their  allegiance.  Their 
loyalty  and  allegiance  to  this  conntry  had 
already  cost  them  great  sacrifices ;  and  if 
they  were  now  to  ally  themselves  with 
America,  they  would  have  to  pay  the  pre* 
sent  tax  of  St,  upon  American  com,  and  in 
the  event  of  a  war  between  this  country 
and  America,  their  country  would  not  be 
invaded,  their  crops  would  not  be  destroyed, 
and  their  lives  would  not  be  lost.  He 
would  make  a  single  renuirk  as  to  the  re- 
sult of  the  division.  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters would  have  a  nominal  majority,  but 
they  would  be  in  a  bond  Jide  minority. 
When  all  the  Members  who  now  miore- 
presented  their  constituents  were  deducted 
from  the  one  side,  and  added  to  the  other, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  this  apparent 
majority  would,  in  the  estimation  of  the 
couj)try,  be  a  real  minority.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  protectionists  would  retire  from 
the  division  with  imbroken  ranks  and  un- 
daunted hearts,  ready  to  enter  the  battle* 
field  again  on  the  first  occasion,  and  to 
renew  tiie  contest.  They  would  appeal  not 
only  to  their  constituents  but  to  the  coun- 
try. They  knew  that  the  majority  of  the 
population  were  with  them;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  majority  of  the  consti- 
tuencies were  with  them  also.  That  appeal 
must  soon  be  made  to  the  nation,  and  the 
least  he  reckoned  upon  in  the  new  Parlia- 
ment was  300  good  Protectionists.  They 
would,  therefore,  see  that  the  cause  of  pro- 
tection was  not  lost.  He  believed  that  that 
cause  was  still  dear  to  the  British  nation, 
because  it  was  in  unison  with  British  habits, 
and  consonant  to  British  interests.  That 
cause  he  should  continue  to  support — 
strong  in  the  conviction  of  the  principles 
on  which  it  was  founded ;  and  he  should 
support  it  as  long  as  he  had  a  yoioe  to 
speak,  an  arm  to  raise,  or  a  shot  to  dis- 
charge in  its  behalf. 

Mr.  SEYMER  said,  in  rising  for  the 
first  time  to  address  the  House,  he  wished, 
if  possible,  to  enlist  the  feelings  of  hon. 
Qentlemen  in  his  favour  by  assuring  them 
that  his  speech  would  not  occupy  many  mi- 
nutes. He  did  not  mean  to  discuss  the 
principle  of  protection;  that  had  already 
been  fully  discussed  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  Had  there  not  been  frequent  allu- 
sion made  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  to 
the  opinions  of  the  tenant-farmers,  ho 
would  not  have  risen  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Hon.  Members  who  had  been  elected 
for  the  last  five  or  six  years,  appeared  by 
this  time  to  hare  forgot  what  were  the  qphi- 
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ions  of  their  constituents.  Their  memories, 
however,  would  probablj  be  refreshed  on 
an  occasion  which  could  not  be  far  distant. 
As  he  had  been  elected  on  Thursday  last, 
he  would,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
state  what  were,  at  the  present  moment, 
the  opinions  of  the  tenant-farmers  in  Dor- 
setshire; and  he  believed  that  the  opinions 
of  the  Dorsetshire  farmers  were  the  opin- 
ions of  nine-tenths  of  the  farmers  of  Eng- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  Finsburj,  in 
the  course  of  the  present  debate,  had  been 
pleased  to  saj,  that  what  the  farmers  re- 
quired was,  not  protection  to  agriculture, 
but  the  protection  of  the  ballot,  in  which 
case  thej  would  vote  conscientiously  in 
favour  of  free  trade.  Now  he  would  inform 
that  hon.  Oentleman  and  those  who  cheered 
him,  that  there  could  not  be  a  greater  mis- 
take than  to  say,  that  the  genuine  feelings 
of  the  farmers  were  not  in  favour  of  protec- 
tion. He  believed  that  that  statement  was 
a  mere  radici^  shot  £red  at  random  by  the 
hon.  Member,  who  might  very  fairly  repre- 
sent the  feelings  of  a  metropolitan  district, 
but  who  evidently  knew  nothing  of  the  feel- 
ings of  the  farmers.  There  were  one  or 
two  circumstances  connected  with  the  elec- 
tion in  Dorsetshire,  which,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  allude  to, 
in  order  to  prove  his  assertion  that  the 
genuine  feelings  of  the  farmers  were  in  fa- 
vour of  protection.  His  hon.  Colleague 
and  himself  became  candidates  for  the 
county  in  consequence  of  a  requisition  nu- 
merously signed  by  the  tenant-farmers  of 
the  county.  It  happened  that. three  or 
four  of  the  largest  estates  in  the  county 
were  in  the  hands  of  free  traders.  It  was 
therefore  natural  that  the  tenantry  on  those 
estates  should  hold  back  and  refuse  to  sign 
the  requisition  till  they  knew  what  were  the 
wishes  of  their  landlords.  He  believed 
it  was  perfectly  notorious  and  well  known, 
that  the  English  tenantry  generally  did 
wish  to  consult  the  feelings  of  their  land- 
lords. And  he  did  not  think  they  were  to 
be  blamed  for  this.  On  this  occasion  they 
did,  previous  to  signing  the  requisition  to 
his  hon.  Colleague  and  himself,  ask  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  objection  taken  to 
this  course  on  the  part  of  their  landlords  ? 
He  was  happy  to  state  that  these  Gentle- 
men, much  to  their  credit,  said,  as  this  was 
a  farmers*  question,  they  would  not  inter- 
fere. From  the  moment  that  was  known, 
almost  without  a  single  exception,  the  far- 
mers came  forward  and  signed  the  requisi- 
tion to  his*  hon.  Colleague  and  himself. 
Thi^t,  be  thought,  proved  his  assertion, 


that  the  genuine  feelings  of  the  farmers 
were  in  favour  of  protection.  Another  state- 
ment had  been  made  to  the  House,  that 
only  those  persons  cared  for  protection  who 
were  small  and  slovenly  farmers — men 
who  the  free  traders  said  ought  never  to 
have  been  farmers  at  all,  but  ought  to  be 
swept  from  the  face  of  the  earth;  but  that 
those  who  were  really  good  fanners  cared 
nothing  about  protection.  Now,  so  far  as 
his  experience  went,  he  would  say  that  the 
very  reverse  was  the  case.  The  farmers 
were  certainly  all  in  favour  of  protection ; 
but  the  small  farmers,  not  being  in  the 
habit  of  attending  to  political  questions,  did 
not  understand  much  of  the  subject.  They 
were  very  wisely  in  favour  of  protection; 
because  they  did  not  wish  any  change  ^- 
they  wanted  to  let  well  alone.  But  the 
large  farmers,  the  men  who  employed  ma- 
chinery and  purchased  foreign  manures, 
and  brought  the  appliances  of  science  to 
bear  upon  agriculture — ^these  men  had  lei- 
sure to  attend  to  the  complicated  details  of 
a  question,  and  they,  to  a  man,  were  strong 
protectionists.  While  speaking  of  the  opin- 
ions of  the  farmers,  he  must,  in  justice  to 
them,  mention  another  point.  In  the  course 
of  his  canvass  he  had  heard  strong  language 
used  with  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  to  the 
Ministry  in  general.  The  farmers  were 
plain  men,  and  they  used  plain  words,  and 
he  was  afraid  it  would  not  be  quite  Parlia- 
mentary if  he  were  to  state  the  language 
which  he  had  heard  them  use  with  rospect 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  had  also 
heard  strong  expressions  of  dread  at  the 
consequences  of  the  measure  now  proposed; 
but  this  he  could  say,  that  he  had  not  wit- 
nessed any  symptom  of  disaffection  amongst 
the  farmers;  no  abatement  of  their  attach- 
ment to  the  institutions  of  the  country;  and 
therein  he  thought  they  were  honourably 
contrasted  with  the  Gentlemen  of  the  Anti- 
Corn-Law  League.  The  moment  matters 
went  wrong  with  the  League,  disagreeable 
expressions  were  used,  and  those  hints 
about  an  hereditary  aristocracy  were  thrown 
out,  which  were  so  painfal  to  persons  fa- 
vourable to  the  maintenance  of  the  great 
institutions  of  the  country.  The  loyalty  of 
the  farmers  was  a  constant  quantity;  the 
loyalty  of  the  Leaguers  varied  with  the 
weight  of  their  purse.  In  his  opinion,' 
persons  so  loyal  and  well  affected  as  the 
farmers  of  England  were  entitled  to  the 
greatest  respect  at  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment; but  he  regretted  to  say,  that 
had  the  farmers  been,  less  hjsi — ^had  they 
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been  more  clamorouBt  and,  he  was  afraid, 
more  seditions  in  their  language,  he  be- 
liered  their  opinions  would  have  had  greater 
weight  with  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment. 
He  would  onlj  add,  diat  should  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League, 
or  their  successors,  for  successors  in  agita- 
tion they  would  certainly  have — should  the 
Gentlemen  of  the  League  or  their  succes- 
sors next  attack  one  of  the  most  cherished 
institutionsof  the  country;  and  should  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  or  any  other  Minister 
conceive  it  to  be  his  duty  to  yield  to  that 
agitation,  the  Minister  and  the  League 
would  be  met  on  that  occasion  by  the  same 
opposition  from  the  farmers  and  indepen- 
dent yeomanry  of  England,  as  they  now 
had  to  encounter  from  them  on  the  question 
in  which  they  were  supposed  to  be  specially 
interested.  Having  said  thus  much,  as  the 
result  of  his  observations  amongst  the 
farmers,  by  whom  he  had  so  recentiy  been 
returned,  he  would  not  longer  detain  the 
House  than  to  thank  them  for  the  patience 
with  which  they  had  heard  him. 

Mb.  VILLIERS:  Sir,  I  have  some 
scruple  in  rising  after  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  from  observing  the 
order  in  which  you  have  selected  Members 
who  have  risen  to  address  this  House.  I 
believe  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  myself  are 
agreed  at  present  in  opinion  ;  for,  if  I  am 
not  mistaken,  coming  recentiy  as  he  does 
from  the  hustings  and  from  addressing  the 
farmers  of  Dorsetshire,  he  has  stated  there, 
representing  as  he  did  his  own  views  and 
those  of  the  farmers,  that  he  was  now  for  the 
immediate  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  [ ''  No, 
no ! ' ']  Then  the  hon.  Gentieman  has  been 
entirdy  misreported ;  for  there  is  not  one 
newspaper  that  reported  his  Address  which 
did  not  give  sentiments  to  the  effect  that  if 
there  was  to  be  a  change  in  the  Com  Law, 
he  for  one  would  be  in  favour  of  immediate 
repeal.  The  hon.  Gentieman,  it  appears, 
now  denies  that  he  ever  said  in  the  county 
of  Dorset  that  he  was  for  immediate 
repeal. 

M&.  SEYMER  had  no  wish  to  be  mis- 
understood  on  the  point.  What  he  said 
was,  that  he  should  oppose  to  the  utmost 
the  measures  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers ; 
but  that  if  he  failed  in  that  opposition,  he 
thought,  on  the  whole,  if  repeal  was  to  be 
carried  out,  that  instead  of  being  deferred 
tiiree  years,  it  would  better  it  should  take 
place  at  once. 

Mb.  VILLIERS  :  I  am  ghd  to  see  that 
the  accuracy  of  the  press  is  so  well  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.   Gentleman.     I    am 


happy  to  hear  his  oonfirmation  of  the  re> 
port  to  which  I  aUuded.  [<'No!"]  Why 
do  you  say  no,  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  said  yes  ?  He  has  said  that  if  tiie 
Com  Laws  were  to  be  repealed,  it  was  far 
better  to  have  them  immediately  repealed, 
than  postponed  for  three  years,  t  claim 
him  therefore  as  a  supporter  of  the  Amendr- 
ment  to  this  measure  which  it  is  my  inten- 
tion to  propose;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentieman 
is  really  representing  the  sentiments  of  the 
farmers,  I  believe  he  wiU  vote  for  that  Mo- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  has  told  us  that 
the  tenant-farmers  are  an  independent 
body  of  men ;  but  the  pro<^  he  has  given 
us  of  it  is,  that  most  of  them  go  to  their 
landlords  to  ask  how  they  ought  to  vote. 
He  has  stated  that  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons whose  support  he  received  held  lands 
from  landlords  of  liberal  principles,  and, 
fortunately  for  him,  they  got  leave  to  vote 
as  they  liked.  He  has,  however,  I  admit, 
given  one  proof  that  the  fanners  were  in- 
dependent. He  says  they  are  generally 
loyal  and  well-affected.  Now,  this  is  a 
somewhat  more  cheering  proof  that  they 
are  not  wholly  under  the  influence  of  their 
landlords.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  case.  I 
believe  they  are  very  quiet  good  sort  of 
people,  and  in  general  too  steady  and  sen- 
sible to  be  really  influenced  by  the  disloyal, 
disaffected,  inflammatory  language  that 
from  tiie  upper  classes  is  addressed  to  them. 
The  complaints  of  tiie  farmers  are  not 
against  the  State — ^they  do  not  quarrel/ 
witii  the  Government — ^their  grievances  are 
nearer  home.  Those  who  know  them  are 
aware  that  they  have  domestic  grievances 
that  are  never  redressed;  but  tiie  landlords, 
instead  of  remedying  these,  have  been 
going  about  and  telling  them  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  is  endeavouring  to 
injure  them,  and  that  it  is  composed  of 
men  void  of  honour,  truth,  and  honesty. 
The  fanners,  however,  are  much  too  sen- 
sible to  be  led  away  by  all  the  interested 
language  addressed  to  them ;  and  in  tiieir 
hearts  I  believe  what  the  hon.  Gentieman 
says  is  true,  that  they  are  for  tiie  imme- 
diate repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  and  for  aboi 
lishing  tiie  system  at  once.  ["  No,  no."] 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentieman 's  speech  went 
to  show  us  how  very  much  the  farmers 
were  under  the  influence  of  the  landlords 
with  respect  to  their  votes,  and  therefore 
their  opinions  are  not  necessarily  those  of 
their  landlords.  I  will  just  refer  to  a 
speech  which  was  made  before  him.  That 
was  the  most  extraordinary  address  that 
we  have  heard  recentiy  ;  it  was  nearly  an 
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hour  ind  a  half  long.  I  rete/r  to  the 
speeoh  deHTered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
RaUandahire  (Mr.  6.  Finch).  He  is  the 
last  newlj-elacted  protectionist  Member  in 
this  House.  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
most  have  met  the  same  person  as  I  met 
wkh  this  morning,  who  asked  me  what  all 
this  was  about,  and  what  was  the  cause  of 
this  protracted  debate  ;  for  he  said  it  was 
only  the  same  old  story  over  again,  a^d 
nobody  really  cared  about  it  out  of  the 
House,  except  that  it  might  be  brought  to 
•  dose.  The  hon.  Member  gets  up,  and 
like  the  chorus  in  the  Greek  plays,  tells 
us  all  that  has  passed,  how  we  come  to  be 
where  we  are,  who  has  done  this  and  who 
has  done  the  other,  arriying  only  at  the 
tame  conclusion  as  those  of  his  party  who 
baye  preceded  him,  namely,  that  if  the 
Com  Laws  are  abolished,  England's  sun 
will  set  for  ever.  He  professes  to  tell  us 
what  is  the  result  of  this  election — that  it 
Indicates  the  opinion  of  the  public  on  the 
question ;  while  the  faet  is,  that  it  indicates 
nothing  but  that  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dorsetshire  has 
stated — ^the  influence  which  the  landlords 
in  Rutlandshire  have  over  their  tenants  ; 
and  they  have  returned  him,  as  many 
others  have  been  returned,  just  to  repre- 
sent their  views  and  opinicms.  A  single 
novelty  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
there  was,  namely,  that  it  was  important 
to  put  an  end  to  the  trade  with  America 
and  France,  because  those  are  countries 
which  we  might  possibly  go  to  war  with — 
the  wisdom  of  which  is  so  obvious  as  hardly 
to  need  repeating.  Sir,  I  really  have  some 
scruple  in  rising  to  address  the  House 
upon  this  subject.  In  the  first  place,  there 
is  nothing  1  can  say  respecting  the  ques- 
tion  now  before  the  House  which  has  not 

3K>n  this  occasion  been  better  said  by  Her 
ajesty's  Government ;  and,  in  the  se- 
coiMi  place,  I  believe  that  no  service  would 
be  more  highly  appreciated  by  the  public 
than  that  cl  facilitating  in  every  way  the 
progress  of  the  measure.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men in  that  comer  of  the  House  do  not 
seem  to  encourage  this  forbearance.  They 
have  marked  out  for  themselves  a  course 
of  obstruction,  which,  perhaps,  they  can 
explain,  and  in  which,  if  they  can,  they  are 
more  fortunate  than  other  people.  I  can- 
not, however,  help  contrasting  the  patience 
with  which  the  House  now  bears  with 
them  with  the  conduct  adopted  when  the 
persons  who  brought  forward  this  question 
at  other  times  have  met  with.  When  per- 
sons in  a  minority,  in  this  House,  and  who 


have  promoted  this  discussion,  have  stood 
up  and  pleaded  for  the  sufferings  of  their 
constituents,  and  have  asked  for  an  in- 
quiry into  the  connection  of  this  law  with 
all  that  misery  and  privation,  were  asking 
even  for  a  partial  inquiry  into  that  which 
they  ascribed  to  the  influence  of  this  enact- 
ment— ^I  have  tingling  in  my  ears  now 
those  hideous  noises,  those  horrid  yells 
which  were  then  raised  to  stifle  all  ex- 
pression of  opinion.  I  think  there  is  also 
presented  a  striking  contrast  in  what  took 
place  upon  the  passing  of  this  law  in 
1815,  with  what  is  now  occurring  with  re- 
gard to  its  abolition.  The  people  were  ex- 
cluming  in  the  streets  against  the  enact- 
ment of  this  law.  Soldiers  surrounded  this 
House  ;  and  the  Members  made  complaints 
that  they  had  not  even  time  to  present 
their  petitions  to  ^e  House,  foretelling  all 
the  misery  and  distress  which  its  operation 
could  entail  upon  them.  Notwithstanding 
which,  the  Com  Law  was  passed  with  the 
greatest  speed  which  the  forms  of  this 
House  would  enable  a  Bill  to  pass  into 
law.  But  now  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
pleading  for  themselves,  for  the  rich,  and 
for  the  aristocracy ;  and  therefore  we  have 
this  debate  protracted  to  a  longer  period 
than  has  ever  been  known  upon  any  oUier 
question — longer  than  any  question  has 
been  protracted  within  the  memory  of  any 
Member  within  this  House.  Now  we  are 
to  have  an  unprecedented  delay.  For 
three  weeks  have  we  sat  here  listening  to 
the  same  statements  over  and  over  again.  . 
Affcer  all  the  experience  which  has  been 
gained  of  the  mischief  of  this  law ;  after  it 
has  been  discredited  by  every  enlightened 
authority  ;  after  all  the  argument  being  on 
one  side,  and  that  side  being  supported  by 
every  statesman  of  note — 1  say,  here  we 
are,  having  the  same  things  repeated  over 
and  over  again,  for  the  space  of  three 
weeks.  Such  is  the  difference  between 
the  way  in  which  the  interests  of  the  rich, 
and  the  rights  of  the  poor,  are  considered  *^ 
in  this  House.  However,  Sir,  as  the  time 
is  to  be  wasted,  I  do  not  think  I  should  be 
really  doing  justice  to  the  principles  I 
have  advocated  in  this  House — I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  doing  justice  to  those 
whom  I  represent  here,  and  those  with 
whom  I  have  co-operated  so  long  through- 
out the  country — ^if  I  did  not  express  my 
joy  and  satisfaction  at  the  concession  that 
has  been  made  to  wisdom,  truth,  and 
justice  in  the  propositions  and  avowals 
which  have  been  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  [«  Oh !"]  And,  Sir,  as  the  sub- 
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ject  has  been  so  much  forced  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  I  cannot  help 
forming  an  opinion  as  to  whether  this  con- 
cession has  been  made  at  the  sacrifice  of 
honour  or  from  interest  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers;  and  I  declare  most 
solemnly,  that  it  seems  to  me,  that  the 
concessions  which  have  been  made,  have 
been  the  result  of  a  lively  sense  of  the 
responsibility  which,  as  Ministers  and 
statesmen,  they  have  of  the  danger  to  the 
country  from  the  continuance  of  this  law. 
And  I  must  state  for  those  who  have  de- 
pended chiefly  on  fact  and  argument  to 
persuade  their  opponents,  that  it  is 
most  gratifying  to  observe  that  the  aban- 
donment of  the  protective  system  has 
been  conceded  by  the  leaders  on  both 
sides  under  circumstances  which  place 
them  entirely  above  the  suspicion  of  any 
interested  views;  for  1  do  believe,  that 
when  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don declared  in  this  House,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  last  Session,  that  he  considered 
that  the  system  of  protection,  as  it  is 
called,  was  the  bane  oi  that  interest  which 
was  thought  to  be  secured  by  it — ^whon  he 
proposed,  in  the  course  of  last  summer, 
that  the  House  should  resolve  that  those 
duties  were  injurious  to  those  who  were 
said  to  be  benefited  by  them — when  he, 
moreover,  addressed  his  letter  to  his  con- 
stituents, telling  them  that  he  was  ready 
to  give  full  effect  to  his  conviction — I  say, 
that  when  ha  did  this,  I  believe  he  did  so, 
not  only  from  an  honest  sense  of  what  was 
due  to  the  community ;  but  I  am  not  sure 
whether  in  doing  so  he  was  not  considered 
by  some  to  have  marred  the  interests  of 
his  party.  With  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  there  has  been  so  much  dis- 
cussion on  his  conduct,  that  it  is  impossi- 
ble not  to  have  formed  an  opinion  upon 
his  position  in  this  matter ;  and  I  declare 
that  I  cannot  see  in  what  respect  ho  has 
deserved  the  reproaches  which  he  has  re- 
ceived from  his  party.  As  far  as  I  have 
collected  from  what  has  been  said  in  this 
House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  docs  not 
propose  this  measure  himself  without  re- 
luctance. Ho  has  made  the  proposition 
himself,  being  satisfied  that  it  was  right  that 
it  should  be  made,  but  only  after  having 
submitted  to  others  the  propriety  of  pro- 
posing it  to  this  House.  It  is  no  fault  of 
his,  as  far  as  I  can  discover,  that  he  is 
Minister  at  this  moment,  or  that  he  is  now 
the  proposer  of  this  measure.  I  think, 
therefore.  Sir,  that  on  this  ground,  and 
certainly  on  eveiy  other,  the  public  have 


no  reason  for  complaint,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  been  the 
Minister  to  submit  such  a  measore  to  the 
country.  If  I  collect  the  opinion  of  the 
public  rightly  upon  this  subject,  it  is,  that 
they  are  pleased  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet should  have  thrown  aside  those  tram- 
mels with  which  every  Ministry  has  been 
surrounded  on  this  question,  and  that  he 
has  at  length  cleared  himaeLf  from  an  in- 
solent domination  to  which  all  past  Govern- 
ments have  been  too  long  subject,  and  has 
become  the  Minister  of  the  country.  It 
has  been  the  boast  of  this  class  that  they 
have  chosen  the  Minister  of  the  country ; 
and  they  have  always  threatened  their 
Minister,  that  if  he  ventured  to  meddle 
with  the  Com  Law,  to  deal  in  fact  with 
this  privilege  of  their  class,  he  should 
cease  to  hold  power  in  their  service.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  actuated  by  a  sense 
of  what  is  due  to  the  country,  has  braved 
this  party,  disregarded  this  dictation,  and 
has  come  forward  and  proposed  a  measure 
for  the  interest  of  the  community,  and  has 
thrown  himself  upon  that  community  un- 
reservedly for  support.  I  believe  that  the 
public  in  general  are  delighted  to  see  him 
relieved  from  the  trammels  of  his  former 
party ;  and  I  further  believe  that  the  pub- 
lic will  carry  him  through,  not  only  in  this» 
but  in  every  other  measure  in  which  he 
will  consult  the  public  interest,  and  have 
the  honesty  and  courage  to  propose  them 
to  the  House.  Sir,  I  know  that  this  mea- 
sure is  not  a  complete  one ;  1  am  aware 
that  in  one  respect  it  falls  short  of  what 
the  country  wished.  I  have  been  asked 
by  an  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-under-Lyne,  whether  1  will  in- 
deed venture  to  recommend  the  adoption 
of  this  measure?  Why,  Sir,  I  did  put 
on  record,  within  a  few  hours  after  that 
measure  was  proposed,  my  congratula- 
tions to  my  constituents  at  their  being 
likely  to  receive  so  large  an  instalment  of 
what  they  had  been  struggling  for  so  long. 
If  I  had  not  taken  that  step,  I  should 
have  been  much  disposed  to  have  done  so 
after  the  opening  speech  of  the  Member 
for  Bristol,  who  proposed  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  House ;  and  who  said,  thai 
if  this  measure  was  passed,  he  and  hia 
party  would  regard  the  system  of  protec- 
tion as  abolished  for  ever.  If  1  had  not 
done  it  then,  I  should  have  felt  justified  in 
doing  so  after  witnessing  the  opposition 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nas  re- 
ceived from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
I  say,  the  violence  of  that  of^oaition  will 
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be  aecepted  by  the  country  as  an  apology 
for  many  of  the  deficiencies  and  much  of 
the  incompleteiiefls  of  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gendemsn  will  be  looked  upon 
aa  a  negotiator  with  that  party  which  has 
long  domineered  and  tyrannized  over  this 
J  country,  and  as  having  obtained  the  most 
that  he  was  able  for  the  people.  The 
public  will  see  from  the  conduct  of  the 
Aon.  Members  opposite,  what  difficulties 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  had  to  contend 
with,  and  what  a  fierce  spirit  has  been 
opposed  to  him  on  account  of  the  measures 
he  has  proposed.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
howereff  are  not  aware,  perhaps,  of  what 
serriee  they  are  rendering  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  the  popularity  they  are 
giving  to  the  measure  by  their  conduct  in 
the  course  they  are  pursuing.  For  my 
part,  I  believe  that  the  violence  and  pas- 
sion that  have  been  exhibited  upon  that 
side  of  the  House,  in  respect  to  that  mea- 
sure, has  of  itself  endeared  it  to  the  public 
— ^that  every  Member  who  has  deserted 
the  Minister,  and  exhibits  the  sacrifice 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
obliged  to  miake  in  proposing  this  measure 
of  national  advantage,  places  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  a  pinnacle  of  public 
Isvour  which  he  cpuld  not  have  expected' 
otherwise  to  attain.  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-under-Lyne  asked  me 
whether  I  would  dare  to  show  my  face 
among  my  constituents  after  supporting 
this  measure  ?  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  any  of  those  who  support  him, 
whether  two  years  hence  they  will  venture 
into  any  public  meeting  and  show  their 
fisces  ttfter  supporting  an  Amendment 
which  I  must  consider  the  most  daring  de- 
fiance of  public  opinion,  and  of  the  general 
interest,  1  have  ever  known?  It  makes  no 
distinction  in  the  measures  involved  in  the 
scheme,  without  denying  the  expediency 
of  many  of  them :  it  says  simply  and  per- 
emptorily to  the  scheme,  "We  will  have 
none  of  it,  we  abjure  the  principle  of  it.*' 
There  are  many  parts  of  the  right,  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's scheme  admitted  to  be  beneficial  to 
agrieultnre.  There  are  many  people  without 
the  means  of  subsistence,  who  might  ex- 
pect to  obtain  it  if  some  of  these  measures 
were  carried;  for  they  might  hope  to  ex- 
change food  for  their  industry,  which  they 
cannot  do  now;  but  simply  because  that 
article  is  dealt  with,  from  which  so  many 
here  derive  their  income,  the  whole  scheme 
is  to  be  rejected.  [Cries  of  "No,  no," 
/rom  the  ConseroaUve  benches.]  You  say, 
*'  No,  no ;"  but  are  there  not  many  of  you 
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who  have  said  that  there  were  parts  of  the 
scheme  which  were  most  desirable,  and 
which  would  much  benefit  agriculture? 
You  say,  "  No,  no ;"  but  I  ask  if  there 
are  not  many  of  you  who  have  said  that 
some  parts  of  the  scheme  are  most  desira- 
ble and  expedient.  I  ask  if  noble  Lords 
have  not,  at  some  of  their  protection  meet- 
ings, said  that  several  of  &e  schemes  in- 
cluded in  this  measure  will  be  most  advan- 
tageous to  agriculture?  [Cries  of  "No, 
no! "]  Why  I  can  point  to  counties  where 
protectionists  have  come  forward  and  said 
so.  [Cries  o/ "  Name,  name."]  There 
is  Lord  Essex,  in  Hertfordshire,  said  that 
Indian  corn  would  be  a  great  boon  to  agri- 
culture. [**0h,  oh!"]  Why,  he  is  a  protec- 
tionist, and  he  would  not  let  foreign  wheat 
come  in  to  feed  the  people,  but  he  would 
allow  foreign  food  to  feed  cattle.  You 
will  not  even  allow  those  who  are  graziers, 
and  who  want  to  feed  their  cattle,  to  have 
this  food  from  abroad.  ["  Hear,  hear!"] 
You  may  shake  your  hecuis,  but  I  say  it 
is  so.  Why,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newark,  who  has  just  been  re- 
turned, a  rank  protectionist,  shakes  his 
head;  what  does  he  mean  ?  Does  he  mean 
that  he  would  let  in  Indian  com,  not  fear- 
ing that  it  might  supersede  the  use  of  the 
nobler  grain  ?  He  would  let  it  in !  Then 
why  vote  for  this  Amendment  ?  The  Bill 
is  opposed  in  toto.  The  Irish  people  might 
starve.  [ ' '  No,  no ! "  ]  Oh,  you  would  open 
the  ports  ;  how  long  is  it  since  you  con- 
sented to  do  that  ?  Since  you  discovered 
that  there  was  little  com  to  ccmie  in. 
There  was  nothing  said  in  last  autumn 
about  opening  the  ports.  Then  it  was 
said  that  there  was  no  scarcity,  that  there 
was  nothing  but  the  basest  cowardice  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  "Afraid," 
you  said,  "afraid  of  the  people  starving! 
Why,  was  there  ever  such  pusillanimous 
government  as  this  ?  Was  there  ever 
such  turpitude  ?"  I  heard  this  expression 
the  other  night.  This  is  what  you  stated 
then;  but  now  you  have  discovered  that 
grain  is  actually  going  out  of  this  country 
from  the  warehouses  to  neighbouring 
States,  and  that  there  is  such  a  scarcity 
on  the  Continent  that  there  is  no  more 
grain  to  come  in ;  and  you  now  state,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  says, 
"  God  forbid  that  we  should  prevent  any- 
thing coming  in  to  save  the  people,  if  they 
are  starving ! "  Anything  may  come  in  so 
long  as  it  is  sure  that  prices  will  not  fall. 
With  little  prospect  of  advantage  the  ports 
may  be  open  now.     ["No,  no."]     Well, 
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if  that  be  not  $o,  I  do  not  understiiid  wbat 
joa  mean  hy  saying  "  No,  no,"  when  I  as- 
sert that  yon  are  trying  to  oppose  all  the 
measures  comprehended  in  this  scheme. 
Sir,  we  hare  heard  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  discus- 
sing the  great  principle,  the  great  system 
of  protection,  the  system  of  policy  that  has 
long  prerailed  in  this  country,  that  this 
debate  has  been  so  long  continued.     Now, 
this  is  the  elerenth  day  that  we  hare  been 
discussing  the  system  of  protection ;  and  I 
want  to  know  whether  any  one  has  the  least 
idea  what  that  system  is?    Has  any  one 
the  slightest  idea,  from  anything  that  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
what  that  system  or  principle  is — ^whether 
there  is  any  rule  in  it — any  result  (ran  it; 
whether  anything  that  ought  to  be  digni- 
fied by  the  name  of  a  system  of  pbhcy, 
resting  on  general  principles  and  iuTolring 
the  general  good,  has  been  raised  in  ques- 
tion on  the  occasion?     Why,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  no  one  has  giren  the  House  an 
idea  of  what  is  called  the  system,  if  he  has 
one  himsdf.     It  has  been  asked  on  this 
side,  whether  this  system  of  protection  can 
be  unirersally  applied.  ' '  Oh,  certainly  not, ' ' 
it  is  answered.     You  say  you  cannot  regu- 
late the  price  of  labour,  whaterer  tou  mar 
do  with  the  price  of  food.    It  has  been  ad- 
mitted that  cannot  be  done.     Can  yon  de- 
fine the  cases  where  protection  ou^t  to  be 
applied  ?    They  hare  not  been  stated,  if  it 
is  possible.     "Is  it,*'  we  ask,  "opposed 
to  the  principle  of  competition  ?  "    "  Oh, 
God  forbid !  it  is  not  opposed  to  competi- 
tion, for  Lord  Stanley,  our  leader,  defines 
protection  to  be  '  competition  subject  to 
relation.* "    But  you  cannot  tell  us  the 
nnnciple  on  which  it  should  be  regulated. 
Vou  say  you  do  not  mean  to  oppose  all 
the    advantages    proposed   in   the    mea- 
sure ;  but  you  want  to  maintain  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection.      I  thought  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury (Mr.   Disraeli)  would  have  told  us 
something  about  the  principle,  would  hare 
shown  us  how  its  apphcation  could  be 
made  national  or  general ;  but  instead  of 
enlightening  us  himself,  he  only  complained 
of  others  not  enlightening  him,  and  la- 
mented that  his  friends  around  him  had 
not  told  him  what  the  principle  was.  Now, 
I  ask  the  House  candidly  whether  this 
great  system,  which  was  said  to  be  in  ques- 
tion, has  not  dwindled  down  into  a  com- 
plaint of  that  fanciful  obstruction  to  the 
'  trade  in  food  for  the  purpose  of  making 
it  dear  and  scarce,    caOed  the  slidbg- 


scale,  being  in  danger  of  bongiemofedt 
Breiy  Member  who  has  spoken  upon  this 
subject,  when  he  has  risen  to  vindicate  the 
system  of  protection,  has  hardly  been  on 
lus  legs  five  minutes  before  he  oommences 
to  discuss  the  horrors  of  free  trade  in  food, 
and  to  depict  the  advantages  of  the  didbg- 
scale,  which,  it  seems,  is  dignified  by  lbs 
term  of  protection  to  agrieiSture.     Well, 
but  here  again,  have  we  got  any  informa* 
tion  upon  tiie  infiuenee  of  this  inode  of  pro- 
tecting agriculture?  Havewehadtiie  slight- 
est intimation  upon  the  subject,  how  the 
science  of  agriculture  is  adnmCed  by  this 
means;  how  capital  can  be  wisdyi^pf^ed  to 
the  cultivation  of  the  smlf    Have  we  even 
heard  anything  but  the  vaguest  assertions 
as  to  what  prices  would  be  if  there  were 
a  free  trade  in  com?     Not  one  single 
syllable  has  been  nttered  to  show  hew  tihis 
impediment  to  trade  tends  to  advance  agri- 
culture.    Not  one  single  agricultural  as- 
thority  has  been  quoted  in  the  whole  of 
this  debate  to  show  that  the  sliding-eeale, 
or  what  you  term  this  system  of  {noteelioB 
to  agriculture,  promotes  improvement  in 
that  business.     Not  one  ringle  man  en- 
gaged in   agriculture— not  an  individual 
who  would  be  an  authority  in  any  hundred 
or  parish  in  this  country,  have  vou  quoted 
to  back  your  statements  that  tiiis  prolee- 
tion^is  essential  to  a  proper  culture  of  soiL 
Manv  have  been  quoted  on  the  other  ride, 
who  have  said  that  agriculture  depends  on 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  that  there  is  not 
the  least  necessity  for  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  secure  high  prices.     Why,  there 
has  been  a  gentieman  deeply  interested  in 
the  business  of  farming,  who  has  been  in 
the  gaUery  of  this  House,  that  I  could 
quote.     He  is  about  the  largest  occupier 
of  land  in  the  country,  and  he  was  exa- 
mined for  three  days  before  the  Agricultu- 
ral Committee  of  this  House,  when  it  sat 
last,  having  been  called  as  a  great  autho- 
rity amongst  agricultural  ffentlemen.  WeO, 
he  has  b^  within  the  bst  few  nights  in 
the  galleij  of  this  House,  and  he  hu  been 
wanting  to  be  in  the  House  that  he  might 
answer  the  silly  things  which  he  has  Imird 
fh>m  your  ude  on  the  subject.  He  oceupiea 
3,800  acres.   He  holds  land  in  six  countiea. 
He  is  areceiver  of  rents  in  eiglit  counties ; 
and  he  states,  that  he  is  for  Uie  total,  and 
immcctiate,  and  unconditional  rqteal  of  tim 
Com  Laws  as  the   best  thing   for  the 
faraaer.    When  we  see  sudi  men  as  that 
in  fifcvour  of  a  repeal  of  the  Cora  Laws»  it 
eertamly  is  not  wonderful  that  yon  are  to 
averse  to  mquiry.    You  never  would  give 
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9BJ  Conmiittee :   Ton  woold  not  bear  mi j 
one  at  the  bar  of  tbis  House  on  tbe  subject, 
because  yon  knew  that  these  persons  would 
eeme  forwai^  and  gire  endence  direct^  in 
/epposHion  to  jonr  views.   Ton  would  neyer 
^e  an  inquiiy.    Those  persons  are  ready 
to  oome,  but  jou  bare  none  ready  to  call 
on  your  side.  [  "  Oh,  oh ! "  J  "  Oh ! "  whv  you 
never  name  such  persons  in  support  of  your 
ease :  yon  are  surely  on  your  trial  before 
the  countiy  now,  and  you  should  dte  intel- 
ligent agriculturists  in  support  of  your 
tiewB  of  proteetaon.    I  venture  to  say  now, 
what  I  said  before,  that  if  you  go  into  a 
Committee  of  inquiry,  that  I  wiU  call  far- 
mers from  every  county  in  England — that 
I  win  call  land  agents,  and  every  man  who 
is  competent  to  ^ve  evidence  mm  his  ex- 
perience, and  that  they  shall  give  evidence 
eontrary  to  your  views   of  the  subject. 
["  Oh,  oh."]    You  say  "  Oh;"  why  there 
is  a  dub  of  Lmd  agents  in  this  city,  and  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  the  majority  of 
its  members  are  of  opinion  that  a  total  and 
immediate,  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  will  do 
no  harm  to  the  landed  interest.  One  would 
have  thought  that  Ihe  hon.  Monber  for 
Bssex  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk, 
who  have  both  spoken — ^who  plume  ihem- 
sehree  on  bdng  identified  wim  the  soil — 
who  would  be  quite  angrv  if  they  were  not 
supposed  to  be  so,  would  have  given  us 
some  information.     I  listened  with  great 
interest  to  them,  because  I  know  how  able 
they  are  upon  this  subject.      The  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  (Sir  J.  Tyrrell),  after 
eutting  some  very  questionable  jokes,  in 
the  first  part  of  his  ^ech,  ended  by  read- 
ing a  chapter  from  Dr.  Arnold  about  men 
with  one  idea.     Then  there  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  Suffolk.     He  was  returned 
specially  as  the  farmers'  friend — as  the 
man  who  knew  more  about  the  farmers 
than  anybody  else.     I  don't  know  whether 
anybody  else  did,  but  I  confess  I  listened 
to  what  that  hon.  Gentleman  said ;  and  all 
I  eotdd  collect  was,  that  he  was  reading  the 
Sdicitor  General's  speech  made  some  time 
ago  at  Cambridge.    Those  are  two  of  the 
^ef   agricultural   counties,  and  that  is 
aU  we  can  collect  frvm  those  two  Mem- 
bers.    Those  hon.  Gentlemen  will  go  any 
length  to  turn  out  the  Government,  and  to 
oppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  measure, 
and  yet  we  cannot  obtain  a  single  notion 
from  them  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
afiding-scale  benefits  agriculture.     There 
is  the  Member  for  Norfolk :   I  see  him  in 
his  place  there.  There  is  a  very  intelligent 
man  in  the  county  of  Norfolk  who  has 


written  a  pamphlet,  and  who  says  if  the 
landlords  will  do  (what  they  will  not  do), 
and  if  you  will  make  the  tenants  do  (what 
they  are  not  able  to  do),  that  we  shall  have 
plenty  of  com  without  free  trade.     That 
gentleman,  I  dare  say,  is  a  constituent  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Norfolk :   his  name 
is  Wames.    That  gentleman  has  published 
a  book,  and  he  declares,  that  the  farmers 
of  the  present  day  must  take  for  tiieir  text, 
for  their  rule  of  proceeding,  that  low  price 
is  quite  compatible  with  good  agriculture ; 
that  they  must  never  look  to  high  prices, 
but  must  produce  a  great  quantity,  and 
must  depend  for  success  on  low  prices  and 
plentifol  crops.     That  doctrine  is,  I  think, 
directiy  opposed  to  tiiat  of  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  that  county,  who,  practically,  by  this 
law  tells  the   fanner,  "  Never  mind  the 
cultivation,  never  mind  how  you  manage 
your  farm,  because  we  will  get  you  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  we  will  secure  you  high 
prices,  which  is  all  you  want:"  that  is 
the  object  he  is  seeking  to  serve  at  this 
moment.     Then  I  ask,  ^  the  House  has 
heard,  on  this  occasion,  any  great  results 
from  this  system  of  protecting  agriculture,* 
which  justify  it  ?     The  hon.  Member  for 
Norfolk  tells  us  of  none.     Do  you  point  to 
the  fanners  or  labourers  as  offering  ex- 
amples of  its  success?    Why,  we  have 
scarcely  heard  a  word  said  about  tiie  con- 
dition of  the  farmers  during  the  discussion ; 
but  if  you  look  at  the  speeches  out  of  this 
House,  you  wiU  collect  from  them  that  the 
farmer  who  has  prospered  during  tiie  last 
thirty  years  is  so  rare  a  bird,  so  strange  an 
animal,  that  if  he  was  seen,  he  should  be 
stuffed  and  sent  to  the  British  Museum. 
It  has  actually  been  said  at  the  agricultural 
meetings,  that  the  fanner  who  has  thriven 
under  this  system  ought  to  be  preserved  in 
a  Museum.  Then,  as  to  the  labourers,  have 
we  had  any  evidence  of  their  prosperity  ? 
We  have  been  told  that  the    Goatacre 
meeting  was  a  thing  got  un  by  the  Anti* 
Com-I^w  League.    That,  however,  is  not 
the  fact.     The  League  had  nothing  what« 
ever  to  do  with  that  meeting.   I  know  that 
that  meeting  was  only  one  of  a  series  of 
meetings  which  have  been  held  for  some 
years  past  by  the  labourers  of  VTiltshire, 
who  have  always  declared  the  same  thing, 
that  they  could  not  be  worse  off  than  they 
are,  and  that  any  change  among  them 
must  be  for  the  better.     But  look  at  the 
Reports  of  every  Commisnon  that  has  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  labourer,  and  you  will  see 
from  1824  down  to  1843,  the  date  of  the 
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last  Report,  just  exaetly  the  lame  aooonnt 
of  the  agricultural  laboureni — that  their 
.  condition  is  as  bad  phjsicallj  as  it  is  pos- 
sible to  be,  and  that  they  lire  under  cir- 
cumstances, the  result  of  physical  suffering, 
the  most  unfavourable  to  their  morals  and 
their  happiness;  and  that  this  is  particularly 
the  case  in  the  most  agricultural  counties.  1 
wonder  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Suffolk 
did  not  aUude  to  the  agricultural  labourers 
of  his  county,  because  they  are  specially 
mentioned  in  the  Report  of  the  year  1824, 
and  have  been  constantly  referred  to  since. 
In  Suffolk  there  are  more  of  what  are 
called  gentlemen  farmers  and  of  clergy 
than  in  any  other  county,  and  yet  &e 
people  are  described  as  being  there  as 
aemoralized,  and  are  subject  to  as  much 
privation  as  in  any  other  county  in  Eng- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  Snrewsbury 
asks  if  the  people  have  not  thriven  imder 
this  system  of  protection?  I  say  they 
decidedly  have  not;  and  I  ask  why,  if  they 
have,  we  have  had  no  account  of  that  pros- 

Serity  during  the  eleven  days  that  this 
ebate  has  been  discussed;  and  why  we 
have  not  been  told  how  it  could  benefit  the 
poor;  and,  in  fact,  why  we  have  up  to  this 
moment  been  left  with  no  better  definition 
of  the  results  of  the  system  than  that 
which  was  obtained  from  Lord  Stanley  in 
another  place  ?  Lord  Stanley  was  asked 
what  he  meant  by  this  system;  and  he  was 
obliged  to  avow  that  it  was  a  system  that 
raised  the  rent  of  land,  that  raised  the 
price  of  food,  but  did  not  raise  the  wages 
of  labour.  Well,  then,  I  believe  that  Lord 
Stanley  is  your  leader,  and  that  you  are 
all  proud  to  acknowledge  him  to  be  so.  The 
principles,  therefore,  which  he  has  avowed 
are  those  which  you  have  been  fighting  for 
eleven  days  past,  and  in  support  of  which 
you  are  going  to  a  division;  a  system  that 
raises  the  price  of  food,  raises  Uie  rent  of 
land,  but  does  nothing  to  benefit  the  la- 
bourer-^a  system  which  accounts  for  a 
prosperous  farmer  being  such  a  rare  bird 
that  he  ought  to  be  stuffed  and  preserved; 
and  why  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
^  labourer  is  a  by-word  of  demoralisation 
and  distress.  It  is  the  exact  result  that 
you  would  expect  from  Lord  Stanley's  de- 
finition of  raising  the  rent  of  land  and  the 
price  of  food  wilhout  also  raising  the  wages 
of  labour.  That  is  the  definition  of  your 
own  .jstem.  giren  hj  yoor  own  iJder. 
Now,  we  ought  to  know  what  the  general 
effect  of  this  system  is.  We  are  legislat- 
ing for  the  public  at  large,  and  we  ought 
to  know  what  the  effect  of  this  system  is 


upon  them.  The  ririit  hon.  Baronet  the 
SecretaiT  of  State  »>r  the  Home  Depart- 
ment teUs  us  that  he  has  ascertained  its 
effect.  He  has,  in  my  opinion,  most  accu- 
rately stated  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  he  had  evidence  which  had  been 
forced  upon  him,  to  show  how  the  purpose 
of  the  protective  system,  namely,  to  secure 
high  prices,  affected  the  working  classes 
and  the  community  at  large,  if  it  succeeded. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  states  the  result  of 
his  official  observation,  and  you  have 
avoided  dealing  with  that  point  idtogether. 
Yes;  you  have  met  it  in  one  way;  you 
have  railed  at  the  Ministers  for  treachery; 
you  have  charged  them  with  letting  the  cat 
out  of  the  bag.  We  have  had  a  great  deal 
of  talk  about  a  system;  but  you  have  not 
answered  this  case,  and  you  have  left  your- 
selves up  to  this  moment  exposed  to  the 
charge  of  promoting  a  system  which  prcK 
duces  the  effects  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  told  us,  who  has  been  in  office 
during  two  periods — one,  when  food  was 
dear  through  the  operation  of  your  law; 
and  the  other  when  it  was  cheap,  the  result 
of  the  blessings  of  Providence.  He  says  that 
he  has  found,  in  one  case,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  high  prices  the  poor  were  ia 
distress;  that  they  were  miserable;  that 
they  were  tempted  into  crime;  that  the 
rate  of  mortality  among  them  had  increased; 
and  that  these  misfortunes  had  fallen  upon 
them  from  the  success  of  protection.  And 
when,  by  the  bounty  of  God,  your  system 
has  failed;  and  when  you  come  to  this 
House  to  complain  that  the  price  is  low, 
and  that  high  prices  are  necessary  to  your 
interest,  and  when  you  denounce  the  Min- 
ister, because  you  have  not  got  a  sufficient 
price  for  your  produce;  he  tells  you  that, 
though  food  is  low,  the  price  of  labour  is 
high,  that  crime  is  dinunished,  and  that 
death,  disease,  and  all  the  miseries  that 
before  befel  them  are  less;  and  that,  there* 
fore,  he  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  success  of  your  protective  system  is 
calculated  to  promote  the  misery  of  the 
people,  and  its  failure  ensured  to  them 
prosperity  and  happiness.  To  this  moment 
there  is  not  one  of  you  who  has  given  an 
answer  on  this  point  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet— not  one.  When  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  rose  last  summer,  and  stated  all 
these  results,  there  was  not  one  of  you  who 
answered  him.  When  he  said  that,  under 
a  high  price  of  provisions,  wages  did  not 
increase,  but  that  much  misery  and  desti- 
tution followed,  you  ought  to  have  risen 
and  said,  that  low-priced  provisions  do  not 
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promote  ihe  comforts  of  the  people.  Tou 
ought  to  hare  risen  and  said,  wliat  I  have 
often  heard  in  this  Honse  before,  that  high 
prices  of  provisions  improve  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  class.  But  you  did  not 
do  that;  because  if  you  had  yon  felt  that 
nobody  would  hare  beHeved  it.  Tou  sub- 
mitted to  his  proposition  then;  you  tacitly 
agreed  with  what  he  said;  and  who  could  be- 
Heye  that  any  man  who  intended  to  show  his 
face  in  the  country  again  would  continue  a 
^stem  which  he  said  was  the  souroe  of  such 
ealamity  whenever  it  succeeded  success  ?  I 
say,  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  that  speech  last  May,  it  was  a  subject 
of  general  romark  that  the  Com  Laws  wero 
doomed.  If  he  had  said  then  that  high 
prices  of  provision  wero  good  for  the  poor, 
and  that  none  of  these  blessings  had  fallen 
to  them  from  low  price,  you  would  have 
a  good  right  now  to  charge  him  with  in- 
consistency. I  maintain  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  then  overthrow  the  system 
of  enhancing  the  price  of  food  by  law.  He 
told  you  that  misery  and  misfortune  had 
been  the  result  of  it ;  but  not  one  rose  to 
contradict  the  statement  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made,  but,  on  the 
eontraiy,  some  country  Gentleman  rose  on 
the  other  ude,  and  bore  out  his  statement. 
Bven  in  the  agricultural  districts  it  was 
seen  that  the  effect  of  high  prices  of  food 
was  to  produce  misery  and  misfortune  ;  but 
when  the  prices  of  food  feU  it  brought  the 
greatest  advantage  to  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers. Well,  now,  I  say  that  it  is  a  veiy 
serious  charge,  which  ought  to  be  met 
before  the  close  of  this  debate.  I  say  that 
the  charge  involved  in  that  statement  ought 
to  be  met,  otherwise  the  indication  of  your 
good  fortune  is  that  of  the  misery  of  others. 
Ton  should  not  look  to  the  prices  current, 
bat  to  the  calendars  and  to  the  rate  of 
mortality,  and  the  misfortunes  that  befal 
man,  in  order  to  know  whether  you  are 
well  off  under  this  law,  or  whether  you 
should  contend  for  its  maintenance.  Ac- 
cording to  your  system,  a  man  should  con* 
gratulate  you  if  you  were  told  that  the 
people  were  miserable,  and  dying  of  disease, 
oeeasiGned  by  the  high  price  and  scarcity 
of  food.  I  do  not  say  that  tMs  is  so ;  but 
if  you  do  not  answer  ihe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, you  are  open  to  the  charge.  Tou 
have  had  now  eleven  days'  debate  without 
meeting  that  one  fact.  I  say  that  the  right 
hon«  Gentleman  stated  that  to  you ;  tibat 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  tells 
yoo,  in  his  letter  to  the  city  of  London,  that 
the  intentiioii  of  the  law  is  to  make  food  I 


dear,  and  that  the  effect  of  that  is,  in  his 
opinion,  precisely  what  the  Home  Secretary 
has  told  you  it  is.  Tou  cannot  escape  from 
that  purpose  of  the  law,  because  there  is 
no  meaning  in  the  law,  if  it  is  not  to  make 
food  dear.  It  is  very  well  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
to  say,  "  God  forbid  that  the  price  of  com 
should  be  high ;  he  does  not  wish  scarcity : 
that  he  knew  it  was  a  great  misfortune"—* 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  say  so;  but  how  is  he  going  to  vote, 
and  how  has  he  voted  on  previous  occa- 
sions ?  I  ask  this  because  there  has  been 
talking  about  the  Com  Law  for  twenty-five 
years;  and  there  has  been  no  other  purpose 
ever  in  view  but  to  maintain  price.  I  refer 
him  to  the  year  1822,  from  that  time  to 
the  present,  and  to  the  fact  that  prices 
never  have  been  low  during  that  period, 
but  that  the  country  Gentlemen  have  come 
here  to  complain :  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  say,  they  have  never  been  high  but  that 
the  people  have  come  here  to  complain  of 
distress.  In  1822,  the  price  of  food  was 
lower  than  ever  it  was  before.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
must  remember  all  that  took  place  then ; 
that  it  was  made  a  subject  of  positive 
grievance  by  the  county  Members,  that 
prices  were  so  low.  But  these  low  prices 
were  not  the  result  of  importation.  We 
have  heard  to-night  that  cheapness  pro- 
duced by  importation  and  abundant  har- 
vests, are  two  very  different  things.  I  say 
that  low  prices  are  what  you  have  always 
complained  of.  Tou  never  distinguish  be- 
tween low  prices  and  the  causes  that  pro- 
duce low  prices.  I  forget  who  it  was — ^but 
I  believe  it  was  the  hon..  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Torkshire  (Mr.  B.  Denison) 
who  attempted  to-night  to  draw  a  difference 
between  the  cheapness  produced  by  foreign 
importation  and  an  abundant  harvest.  Ah, 
you  will  do  well  to  look  to  the  years  1822, 
1835,  and  1845.  I  say  there  are  three 
distinct  periods  when  the  prices  have  been 
low,  not  trom  importation,  but  from  the  care 
of  God,  of  which  you  have  come  down  here 
and  complained.  ["No  !'*]  Why,  it  is  of  no 
use  denying  the  fact ;  there  are  the  records 
np-stairs  which  will  prove  it.  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  came  down  and  proposed  a  scheme 
for  making  food  dear.  He  suggested  a  vote 
of  money,  in  order  to  buy  up  ^e  "  surplus 
food,"  as  it  was  called,  to  secure  a  remu- 
nerating price  to' the  landed  interest.  There 
was  a  vote  of  money  proposed  in  the  House 
to  relieve  the  landed  mterest  from  the  sup- 
port of  the  poor.    I  say  that  in  1835  and 
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1836  there  were  low  prioes  tliat  proeeedei 
from  good  lianrests  and  noUiing  else ;  and 
jet  the  Marquess  of  Chandos  came  here 
and  proposed  a  repeal  of  the  malt  tax,  and 
that  the  House  should  go  into  Committee 
upon  the  grievous  state  of  agriculture;  and 
I  helieye  there  were  Committees  appointed 
in  hoth  Houses  of  Parliament,  to  consider 
ihe  unparalleled  distress  of  the  countiy 
party,  although  not  from  importation,  hut 
simply  from  an  ahundant  harvest.  I  ask, 
what  was  the  meaning  of  that  two  hours' 
speech  which  we  heard  last  year  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset,  nourishing  the 
prices  current  in  his  hand,  and  complaLiing 
that  the  Oovemment  had  not  secured  them 
a  better  price  of  beef,  flour,  baeon,  veal, 
pork,  &e.  He  did  not  complain  of  low 
prices  occasioned  by  importation,  because 
there  was  less  imported  during  that  year 
than  for  some  time  before ;  but  he  stated 
that  there  was  distress  owing  to  prices  fied- 
ling,  and  on  account  of  a  more  abundant 
harvest  than  usual.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
what  you  complain  of  is  low  prices,  and  that 
the  object  of  the  Com  Law  is  high  prices. 
I  say,  again,  that  after  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
f(Nr  the  Home  Department,  who  says  that 
he  cannot  resist  the  eridence  that  high 
prices  produce  distress,  because  wages  are 
not  increased  in  a  corresponding  ratio,  you 
must  say  why  you  contend  for  the  continu- 
ance of  a  system  that  is  intended  to  raise 
price.  But  then  it  is  contended  that  the 
Com  Laws  are  not  only  a  protection  to 
agriculture,  but  are  also  to  protect  domestic 
mduBtry.  What  do  you  mean  by  '*  domes- 
tic industry?"  It  must  mean  something, 
I  suppose,  in  which  the  working  classes  are 
concerned.  But  have  you  any  evidence 
that  the  working  classes  agree  with  you  in 
that  view  of  the  case — ^that  the  working 
classes  believe  themselves  interested  in  a 
system  that  produces  all  that  nusery  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  takes  place 
whenever  this  scheme  succeeds?  Have 
you  any  evidence,  I  say,  of  the  working 
classes  agreeing  with  you  ?  Has  any  Gen- 
tlenum  quoted  the  opinions  of  the  working 
classes  in  support  of  the  position  that  the 
Com  Laws  are  beneficial  to  domestic  in- 
dustry— that  they  are  satisfied  with  the 
idea  that  they  shall  benefit  with  the  high 
price  of  food?  I  tell  you  there  is  not 
a  single  town  in  all  England  where  the 
working  men  are  not  against  you,  and 
^  have  not  more  or  less  dechred  themselves 
against  your  doctrine.  I  believe  the  ad* 
dress  pid>IiBhed  by  the  working  men  at 


Sheffield,  agreed  to  in  an  qMii-air  meeting, 
and  to  their  fdlow  workmen  throughout 
the  country,  was  assented  to  by  them  alL 
They  say — 

''  ThsM  lawt  have  danaged  our  monstaiy  sys. 
tun,  making  numben  of  our  manq&etirws  bank- 
ruptf,  cheoung  the  oatnrsl  corrant  of  trsde,  aod 
reducing  thonsandi  of  fiuniliet  to  miaeiy  and  ttar- 
vition ;  nor  do  they  produoe  any  real  good  to  the 
great  maai  of  oar  agrioultual  popidation;  6r* 
those  who  till  the  eaith,  and  make  it  lovelf  and 
fruitftil  hj  their  labour,  are  onlj  allowed  the 
alave'i  ihare  of  the  many  Ueennge  they  produce." 

Again,  at  Liverpool  in  1843,  some  of  the 
working  classes  undertook  to  inquire  mto 
the  condition  of  their  own  class  then  resid- 
ing in  that  town,  and  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry into  the  condition  of  6,000  fiumliea 
in  Uiat  town,  which  was  verified  by  some 
respectable  merchanta  at  the  time,  was  the 
following  :— 

"  That  the  lahoBring  elaases  are  in  a  state  of 
great  dietreti.  That  their  oondition  bee  beta 
setting  wone  lor  the  last  four  years.  That  we 
find  that  diaeaae  and  orime  bear  a  relation  to  the 
price  of  Ibod.  That  high  prioee  of  provinons 
eonpel  the  people  to  liye  on  eoaner  food,  thus 
kjnring  their  health  and  abridgiag  their  eoBilbrts. 
That  manufantarera  and  dealen  are  Cut  sinking, 
fit>m  an  inability  in  the  bulk  of  the  population  tQ 
purohaae  fi«m  them  those  articles  necessary  to 
their  ezistenee.  That  we  find  that  high  wages 
and  Ihll  employmeint  are  eoincideat  with  low 
priees  of  provisions,  and  that  high  prioee  of  pt^ 
TisuNiB  are  coincident  with  low  wages  and  want  of 
employment.  1052  &milies  are  supported  by 
pawning,  charity,  or  prostitution.  10 It  fiunilies 
are  supported  by  saTingi,  credit,  rslatiens,  and 
ossual  employment.  Other  fauUes  are  now  oa 
the  parish:  out  of  5,000  &miliee,  Jl,600  oone 
from  the  agricultural  diitricts,  not  being  able  to 
find  employment  in  their  own  districts." 

That  is  the  way  the  Com  Law  supports 
domestic  industiy.  Why,  it  is  surely  a 
mockery  and  an  insult  to  tell  the  poor  that 
you  stop  this  measure  to  promote  their  in- 
dustry m  the  town  and  in  the  country. 
There  are  some  things  that  have  been  said 
certainly  against  the  measure,  and  which, 
perhaps,  I  should  not  notice,  but  that  the 
authority  of  the  Member  for  Sunderiand, 
who  has  used  them,  may  influenee  some- 
body. The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
is  veiy  much  alanned  at  this  measure,  and 
he  has  used  all  his  authority  to  frighten 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  three 
grounds.  In  the  first  place,  he  is  afraid 
that  the  sum  at  which  wheat  can  be 
brought  into  this  country  from  abroad  wiH 
be  too  l(tw  for  agriculture  here— 4ie  is 
afraid  of  the  iigury  which  may  be  done  to 
our  home  trad& — and  he  is  afraid  of  the 
effect  on  the  exchanges.  I  mention  die 
hon,  Gcatfenan  becauae  he  has  a  singular 
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peaiiaaa  at  ftmmA ;  aad»  owing  to  ihe 
great  Bneeess  of  bis  tindertakings,  wliateyer 
falls  from  liim  is  taken  to  be  gospel  by 
some*  N0W9  the  boa.  Gentleman  told  us 
tba  other  aigbt  that  be  bad  brought  foreign 
com  into  ^is  country  at  25«.  a  quarter. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  in  1837  be  was 
a  party  to  a  transaction  himself,  in  which 
vhfiat,  after  paying  the  charges  of  freight 
and  duty,  was  lodged  here  at  25«.  It  was 
impossible  to  doubt  the  truth  of  that  which 
any  Gentleman  says  he  did  himself,  and 
quite  impoBsible  to  doubt  anything  which 
tka  Member  for  Sunderland  says ;  but  when 
ike  hon.  Gentleman  states  a  fact  of  that 
land,  he  wants  the  country  at  large  to 
draw  a  general  conclusion  from  it.  He 
wants  people  to  suppose  when  food  can  be 
purchased  and  consumed  at  25s,  a  quarter, 
and  can  be  imported  at  that  price  from 
abroad,  that  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try oaonot  eompete  with  the  foreign 
grower.  That  is  the  purpose  for  which 
die  statement  was  used  ;  or,  if  not,  it  was 
of  no  use  at  all.  I  think  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  haye  stated  in  the 
first  place  where  it  was  that  he  imported 
his  grain  from,  as  during  the  last  week  his 
statement  has  been  used  in  different  pa- 
pers, as  if  it  was  the  general  import  pnce 
of  formgn  wheat.  I  believe  that  the  non. 
Gentleman  opposite  will  admit  that  we 
must  import  a  considerable  quantity  of 
min  from  Poland  t^ni  Russia,  and  that 
Daatzic  must  be  one  of  the  ports  from 
which  ire  must  receire  grain.  We  BhsJl 
have  to  get  a  million,  or  two  millions,  or, 
as  some  people  say^  four  millions  ;  and  we 
most  depend  on  tts^t  port  to  a  great  extent. 
I  h^pen  to  hare  here  an  authority  which  I 
defy  any  one  to  question,  namely,  the  prices 
of  grain  at  Santzic  during  the  whole  of  the 
year  1837»  in  which  year  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man imported  his  wheat  at  25s.  a  quarter, 
and  the  price  of  freights  from  Dantzic 
to  Liverpool  or  London.  [Mr.  Hudsok 
iras  here  understood  to  say,  tiiat  the  wheat 
which  he  had  purchased  came  from  Odessa.  ] 
But  as  I  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Statement,  wheat  could  be  bought  for  gene- 
ral consumption  at  25s,  the  quarter;  and  this 
&ct  is  of  httJe  use  if  it  has  only  reference 
to  damaged  wheat  at  Odessa,  because  I 
9ay  that  yon  must  depend  for  a  large  por- 
tion of  your  wheat  upon  Dantzio.  The 
hon.  Gentlemaa  says  he  brought  grain 
here — good  gram— capable  of  bemg  con- 
aomed  aa  human  food,  and  brought  into 
the  madcat  at  25#.  I  say  that  ^  finest 
fiialit^,  eapaUe  of  being  oonsttmed  there, 


never  wae  sold  at  Dantzic  during  that 
year  under  29s,  a  quarter.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
BEB :  ''Odessa."]  But  the  hon.  Member  is 
telling  you  the  free-trade  price  of  wheift, 
and  you  all  began  triumphing  on  that  ac- 
count, because  you  beheve  that  it  will  be 
inferred  that  wheat,  which  ought  to  be 
at  56s,  here,  as  you  say,  will  be  only  25s, 
in  future.  Now  the  prices  of  wheat  at 
Dantzic  for  the  highest  and  lowest  quali- 
ties, during  the  year  1837,  were  as  foUow ; 
— ^I  find  that  in  1837  the  prices  in  Dantzic 
were— 
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During  the  samepmod  the  prices  of  freights 
from  Dantsic  to  London  and  Liverpool 
were  never  less  than  4«.  9d.,  and  some- 
times were  6«.,  and  the  other  charges  3<., 
and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  tells  you  that 
if  the  trade  was  open,  foreign  grain  would 
be  imported  here  at  25s,  a  quarter:  this  he 
infers  from  what  took  place  in  the  year 
1837,  after  our  ports  had  been  closed  for 
four  years.  There  is  another  peculiarity 
in  that  year — namely,  that  a  very  large 
amount  of  Baltic  wheat  which  was  grown, 
went  from  Dantzic  to  America — ^which 
makes  him  still  more  fortunate  in  having 
been  able  to  land  one  cargo  here  from  some- 
where for  25s.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  one  of  that  scho<d  which  says  there  is  no 
objection  to  an  importation  of  foreign  com 
if  it  be  not  paid  for  in  gold.  Well,  then,  I 
will  just  teU  the  hon.  Gentleman  what  was 
the  case  when  we  were  importing  grain  be- 
tween the  years  1840  and  1844.  In  1839, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  bullion  fell  from 
upwards  of  9,000,000?.  to  2,000,000Z.  in  the 
course  of  six  months,  and  owing  to  a  large 
importation;  but  our  importations  for  the 
three  years  were  as  large,  but  were  regular; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  the 
bullion  returned  to  this  country,  and  the 
regular  importation  of  wheat  was  paid  for  by 
manufactures.  In  1 840,  the  import  of  wheat 
was  2,600,000  quarters,  but  the  bullion  in 
the  Bank  had  increased  to  3,500,000?.  from 
2,000,000?.  In  1841,  the  import  of  wheat 
was  2,300,000  quarters,  but  the  bullion 
was  in  the  Bank  in  that  year  4,900,000?. 
And  in  1842  we  imported  4,206,000  quar- 
ters, and  at  that  time  the  bullion  in  the 
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Bank    of    England    had     increased    to 
10,000,0002.,  our    ezporta    had  also   in- 
creased  in   a    corresponding   ratio;    and 
th^  exports  to  the   great   grain   coun- 
tries took  place  when   our  exports  to  all 
other  countries  failed.     But  without  read- 
ing all  the  particulars,  I  wiU  just  state 
what  was  the  result  of  the  exports  before 
we  began  to  import  grain  from  the  grain- 
growing  countries  down  to  the  last  year. 
In  1837»  the  export  of  manufactures  was 
12,80O,O00Z.;  in  1842,  after  we  had  had 
four  years'  import  of  grain,  the  exports  of 
our  manufactures  was  16,800,0002.     This 
increase  of  trade  with  foreign  countries 
took  place  when  our  exports  to  eveiy  coun- 
try were  falling  off,  showing  that  after  the 
first  year  of  a  great  and  sudden  demand  for 
articles  we  had  not  before  imported,  there 
arose  a  regular  trade.     Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  has  referred  to  what  has 
been  alluded  to  by  other  Members  in  this 
debate,  the  value  of  the  home  trade.     It  is 
a  rery  common  argument  with  agricultural 
Gentiemen  that  the  home  trade  is  far  better 
than  the  foreign  trade,  and  that  we  ought 
to  be  careful  how  we  deal  with  it.     Sir, 
that  is  our  case:  it  is  because  the  home 
trade  is  so  good  that  we  ought  to  be  careful 
not  to  injure  it,  and  nothing  injures  it  so 
much  as  high  prices  of  com.     The  hon. 
Member  is  well  acquainted  with  the  mid- 
land counties;  and  I  therefore  select  the 
eridence  of  the  Mayor  of  Leicester,  a  large 
manufacturer,   given   before    the  Import 
Duty  Committee  of  this  House,  for  his  in- 
formation on  this  point : — 

"  In  speaking  of  the  consamptioii  of  Leicester, 
joa  say  that  the  market  has  heen  fidling  off  for 
two  years.  Are  the  Committee  to  understand 
that  has  heen  firom  the  increasing  poTerty  of  the 
indostrious  classes  of  the  country  ? — I  do  imagine 
that  to  be  the  case.  Have  the  artisans  been 
obliged  to  give  more  labour,  and  to  do  more  work 
ibr  the  same  wages  in  conseqoenoe  of  the  pressure 
which  has  existed  in  Leicester  ? — Certainly,  wages 
haye  been  lower  in  consequence  of  it,  and  I  never 
saw  anything  like  the  distress  that  there  has  been 
among  the  artisans  employed  in  the  town  of 
Leicester.  To  what  do  yon  ascribe  the  decreased 
demand  for  their  goods  ? — To  the  high  prices  of 
proTlsions,  which  have  diminished  the  means  of 
the  labourer  to  purchase,  because  if  his  food  takes 
a  large  proportion  of  his  wages,  it  leaves  him  less 
to  lay  out  in  clothing,  furniture,  and  other  articles. 
Have  you  any  experience,  with  respect  to  the 
demand  for  your  goods,  when  provisions  have 
been  low  ?  Yes;  it  is  the  invariable  rule  in  our 
trade  that  when  provisions  are  low,  we  have  a 
good  demand;  it  is  a  rule  observed  by  the  manu* 
iacturers,  and  established  as  a  maxim  in  the  trade. 
If  the  harvest  is  good,  we  may  have  a  better  home 
demand;  but  if  we  have  a  bad  harvest,  I  do  not 
know  what  will  become  of  the  population,  for  it 
Will  make  com  high,  and  leave  the  workmen 


destitute  of  employment,  and  the  distress  will  be 
very  great.     Ours  is  a  home  manufiusture  depend- 
ing upon  the  home  market ;  and  upon  the  well- 
being  of  the  working  population  generally  the 
prosperity  of  the  mani^MTturea  of  Leicester  entirely 
depends.  Are  you  ouite  certain  that  the  fiJling-off 
in  the  demand  for  Leicester  mann&ctare  amongst 
the  purely  agricultural  population  has  been  aa 
ffreat  as  amongst  the  manufiicturing  population  f 
The  falUng-off  has  been  as  great.    The  hosiers 
who  travel  there  tell  me  that  Uie  wages  of  agricul- 
tural labourers  are  so  low,  that  it  leaves  them 
nothing  to  lay  out  in  manufactures.    They  have 
first  to  obtain  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  it  leavbs 
them  fiothing  to  lay  out  in  stockings.      Then 
although  the  price  of  food  has  inoreaaed,  their 
wages  have  not  ineroaaed  in  proportion?  Certainly 
not  in  the  agricultural  districts;  in  the  manufae^ 
turing  districts  wages  are  lower  than  they  were 
two  years  ago  when  food  was  lower.    WotJd  you 
attach  any  importance  to  the  protecting  duties 
being  removed  which  you  are  said  to  have  yoursell? 
The  bulk  of  our  manufitcturers  would  be  glad  to 
see  them  removed.  We  passed  a  resolution  to  that 
effect  at  a  large  meeting  held  in  the  spring  of  the 
last  year.    We  had  a  large  town  meeting,  and 
resolutions  were  passed  declaring  their  willingness 
to  abandon  all  protective  duties  on  manufactures, 
if  all  prohibitory  and  all  protecting  duties  on 
agricultural  produce  were  also  removed.    Was 
that  resolution  the  result  of  the  opinion  of  the 
general  aggregate  of  the  mannfiusturers  in  Leices- 
ter and  the  neighbourhood  f — It  wai.'* 

Facts  of  this  kind  were  elicited  on  the 
Import    Duty    Committee,    from    nearly 
every  manufacturer  of  articles  of  general 
consumption;  and  we  urge  them  in  op- 
position   to   what    is   stated    in  defence 
of  artificial  prices   as  necessary  for  the 
home  trade.     Now  I  ask  your  attention  to 
what  it  is  which  has  been  said  at  the  other 
side,  in  reply  to  these  great  economical 
considerations  which  have  been  brought 
before  them  by  the  Government,  and  to 
propositions  which  have  been  from  time  to 
time  submitted  for  years  past  to  the  same 
effect,  by  hon.  Gentlemen  at  this  side.     It 
has  been  stated,  and  stated  truly,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  population 
of  this  country  is  rapidly  increasing — and 
that  the  census  shows  that  there  is  no  y 
chance  of  finding  employment  for  them,  ex-/ 
ceptfrom  commerce  and  manufacture.  Now 
I  ask  the  House  to  attend  to  the  answers 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton- 
shire and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  make 
to  that  statement.     Commissioners  of  the 
Crown  recently  reporting  the  results   of 
their  inquiry,  have  declared  that  produce 
equal  to  that  of  the  cotmty  of  Surrey  is  an- 
nually required  to  feed  the  increased  popu- 
lation of  wis  country,  and  places  as  large  as 
Birmingham  and  Manchester  to  find  them 
room  for  shelter.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  says,  that  manufactures  have  been 
carried  a  great  deal  too  far;  that  we  ought 


309 


Adjcmmed  Debate 


{Feb.  26} 


(EUfcemth  Night). 


210 


raliher  to  consider  the  propriety  of  restrict- 
ing our  manufacturing  districts;  and  the 
kon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire,  who 
is  the  leader  of  the  body  of  protectionists, 
and  who  undertakes  to  speak  for  that 
party,  and  to  tell  them  the  views  which 
they  ought  to  take,  and  the  opinions  they 
ought  to  pronounce,  as  opposed  to  this  side 
of  the  House — he  (the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire)  says  that  we  may  talk 
as  we  please  about  the  increase  of  our 
population,  and  about  our  want  of  food  for 
that  increased  number,  but  that  the  true 
policy  for  this  country  is  not  to  import 
food  from  abroad,  and  that -we  ought  to 
confine  ourselves  to  native  produce,  and  to 
a  system  under  which  we  produce  three 
quarters  of  com,  where  we  might  produce 
five.  Now  let  the  country  distinctly  under- 
stand the  political  economy  of  the  other 
side*  They  say  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts are  increasing  too  fast  in  this  country, 
and  that  their  limits  ought  to  be  confined, 
whilst,  concurrently  with  that  restriction, 
ihey  also  say  that  we  ought  to  produce  less 
food  at  home  instead  of  more,  and  that  we 
ought  to  import  less  food  from  abroad  not- 
witiistanding  the  increase  of  population. 
That  is  the  argument  which  is  used  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  deliberately 
stated  in  their  organs  of  the  Quarterly 
BefoieWt  Standard,  and  Herald.  We  see 
it  there  stated  that  if  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts were  razed  to  the  ground,  if  heSf  the 
^BOtropolis  were  razed  to  the  ground,  the 
eountry  would  be  greater,  happier,  and 
more  prosperous.  And  consistently  with 
•neh  views  this  measure  is  opposed,  it 
hmg  aUeged  that  we  want  no  more  manu- 
&cturmg  town»— that  we  should  not  produce 
more  food  at  home  or  import  more  from 
abroad,  however  rapidly  the  population 
may  increase.  That  is  what  you  say  are 
your  economical  principles.  We  say  that 
we  want  to  provide  food  for  an  increasing 
population;  and  we  find,  by  the  census 
returns,  that  you  give  less  employment  to 
ihe  population  in  the  agricultural  districts 
now  than  you  did  in  1831 ;  and,  in  answer 
to  that,  you  say  that  we  ought  to  have 
fewer  manufactories  and  less  production  of 
food.  Now  I  ask,  if  men  are  fit  to  be 
loose  who  fflitertain  such  notions,  or  if  such 
men  ought  to  be  allowed  to  legislate  for 
the  country  ?  And  yet  these  are  the  per- 
sons who  propose  to  form  a  Government; 
who  say,  *'  If  you  will  only  throw  out  this 
measure  we  wOl  form  a  Government  that 
will  upon  our  principles  provide  for  the 
epgenoiea  of  the  country,  will  provide  for 


the  people;"  who  propose  to  diminish  the 
manufacturing  districts,  and  to  produce  less 
food  in  the  country.  How  do  you  propose 
to  get  the  power  to  carry  out  these  doc- 
trines ?  You  cannot  depend  upon  the  opinion 
of  the  country  :  no,  you  will  say  you  de- 
pend upon  your  territorial  influence,  small 
constituencies,  and  the  House  of  Lords. 
You  think  that  by  your  influence  with  the 
counties  and  the  small  boroughs,  and  with 
the  influence  of  the  House  of  Lords,  you 
will  be  able  to  throw  out  this  measure  of  the 
Government,  and  to  uphold  monopoly.  This 
it  is  which,  has  induced  you  to  keep  up  the 
debate  for  eleven  days ;  and  it  is  with  a 
hope  of  effecting  that  object  that  you  will 
go  to  the  division  to-morrow  night.  You 
hope  by  these  meaas,  by  your  influence 
with  dependent  voters,  and  the  support  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  to  throw  out  the  Go- 
vernment measure.  But  let  me  ask,  did 
you  ever  consider  how  you  were  to  main- 
tain the  Com  Laws  after  you  have  de- 
feated this  Government  ?  The  Com  La  s^" 
must  be  supported  now  by  force  or  by 
opinion.  ["Oh!**]  Is  there  any  other 
way  ?  You  have  already  tried  by  force  to 
support  it.  You  tried  force  when  the  law 
was  introduced;  and  four  years  after  it  was 
carried  you  maintained  it  by  force.  I  say 
the  people  were  put  down  in  this  town  by  / 
force  in  1815,  for  openly  resisting  that 
law;  and  at  Manchester  also,  in  1819,  four 
years  after  its  enactment,  they  were  cut 
down  for  calling  for  its  repeal.  They  were 
threatened  again  in  1830,  when  they  were 
suffering  dreadfully  from  its  effects.  It 
was  contemplated  again  to  stifle  their 
voice  by  force  ;  but  the  time  was  past 
in  1830  for  putting  down  opinion  by  the 
sword.  It  was  said  in  high  quarters  that 
there  was  a  way  of  putting  down  the  people 
if  they  ventured  to  express  an  opinion 
against  this  law.  The  rotten  boroughs 
had  during  former  Governments  the  power 
to  put  down  the  people.  In  1830  the  time 
had  come  for  the  rotten  boroughs  to  be 
put  down  themselves,  and  they  were  so. 
The  people,  finding  their  condition  unim- 
proved, and  their  interests  neglected,  became 
disappointed  with  the  results  of  the  Reform 
Bill ;  and  they  organized  themselves  to 
obtain  a  further  extension  of  the  suflrage ; 
and  when  a  scarcity  frt)m  bad  harvests 
occurred  in  1839 — ^which'  since  the  Com 
Laws  had  passed  had  been  periodical — they 
were  indisposed  to  join  the  middle  classes 
in  demanding  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws 
alone.  This  feeling  was  tumed  to  account 
by  the  protection  societies,  and  every  thing 
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wbioh  ihey  could  do  to  mislead  the  people, 
aad  to  direct  their  attention  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Com  Lav,  was  attempted  bj 
them*  Eyerj  thing  vhich  could  delude  the 
minds  of  the  people  on  that  subject  was 
done  bj  those  societies  and  their  emissaries, 
and  by  their  partisans  in  Parliament.  It 
was  their  proceedings,  indeed,  and  the  de- 
ceptions practised  upon  the  people  to  recon- 
cile them  to  this  law,  that  really  drew  out 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League:  it  was  this 
that  caused  them  to  exert  themselves  as 
they  had  done ;  that  it  was  which  led  them 
to  do  so  much  in  circulating,  not  any  new 
principles,  not  their  own  notions,  but  the 
deliberate  opinions  of  the  most  enlightened 
men  that  ever  the  country  produced ;  and 
induced  them  to  mak^  those  extraodUnary 
exertions  which  the  country  had  witnessed 
to  influence  public  opinion  against  all  re- 
strictions on  commerce,  and,  in  particular, 
for  the  total  abolition  of  tixe  Com  Law. 
With  what  result  the  efforts  of  late  yean 
haye  been  attended  is  now  leamt;  and  it  is 
obvious  to  every  rational  mind  that  you 
cannot  longer  support  it  either  by  force  or 
by  delusion ;  and  if  you  wish  to  support 
this  law,  you  must  do  it  by  other  means. 
You  are  now  quarrelling  with  a  Minister 
who  is  honestly  applying  himself  to  the 
settlement  of  this  question.  I  ask,  if  you 
have  devised  any  means  yourselves — if 
you  have  contemplated  how  you  are  to 
iffaintAJyi  it,  under  those  circumstances 
from  which  the  Minister  has  shrunk,  name- 
ly, the  recurrence  of  a  period  of  scarcity  ? 
If  a  season  of  scarcity  should  occur  again, 
and  that  the  people  under  the  pressure  of 
that  scarcity  should  call  upon  you,  as  they 
have  always  done  on  former  occasions,  fin* 
political  reforms ;  or  if  it  should  so  happen 
that  the  people  rose  up  against  this  law, 
what  state  would  such  a  Government  as 
you  could  form  be  placed  in  under  such 
eircumstuices,  having  refused  to  alter  this 
law,  about  the  evils  of  which  they  have  no 
longer  any  doubt,  and  against  which  all 
9iankind  are  agreed  ?  I  only  ask  you  just 
to  imagine  sudb  a  Government  as  we  have 
seen  described — a  Government  with  a  noble 
Duke  at  its  head,  and  eonsbting  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  whom  I  see  opposite — in 
what  position  would  such  a  Government 
find  itself  in  a  period  of  scarcity  and  tumult, 
and  the  responsibility  placed  upon  them  of 
restoring  and  maintaining  peace,  order,  and 
contentment?  Can  we  suppose  a  Gentleman 
placed  in  a  more  pitiable,  I  will  not  say  des- 
mcable,  situation  ?  What  would  you  do  ? 
Wevldit  net  heei»ctlyas  it  hasbeen  before? 


Would  yon  not  come  to  the  right  him.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  pray 
of  him  to  resume  the  reins  of  power  and 
restore  peace  and  order,  by  requesting  him 
to  do  what  you  are  now  quarrelling  with 
him  for  attempting?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Rutlandshire  blamed  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government  for 
not  having  stuck  to  his  guns.  "  Stick  to 
his  guns!"  What  Minister,  let  me  ask, 
would  have  stuck  to  his  guns  under  similar 
circumstances  ?  Would  you  stick  to  your 
guns  if  starvation  was  spreading  throughout 
Uie  country,  and  you  were  not  able  to  put 
the  people  down  by  force,  nor  to  persuade 
them  that  the  starvation  they  suffered  was 
not  your  fault,  and  was  not  the  result  of 
your  legislation  ?  Would  yoa  who  blame 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  stick  to  your  guna 
under  such  circumstances,  and  after  it  ia 
clear  to  the  whole  world  that  sticking  to 
your  guns  means  only  sticking  to  your  own 
interests  ?  Why,  the  fact  is,  thai  the  pro- 
tecticm  that  you  require  is  protection  from 
yourselves,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gratle- 
man  is  providing  this  for  you,  though  yo« 
cannot  see  it  Other  countries  have  been 
referred  to  on  the  (mposite  aide ;  and  I  re- 
member the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire, 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session,  said, 
he  was  not  afraid  so  much  of  agitation  with 
respect  to  this  question,  or  of  high  prices,  but 
he  was  afraid  of  such  men  as  Neckar  or 
Turgot  getting  into  the  Government.  There 
is  some  analogy,  I  admit,  between  the  posi- 
tion of  this  country,  as  regards  this  question, 
and  the  state  of  France  at  a  Conner  period, 
when  Turgot  became  Minister.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dorchester,  who  expressed  hia 
fear  of  a  second  Turgot  in  our  Govern- 
ment, is,  I  am  sure,  acquainted  with  the 
character  of  that  Mimster,  and  the  views 
he  entertained  with  respect  to  his  country 
at  that  time.  He  was  a  very  sagacious 
man.  I  vulture  to  say,  notwithstanding 
the  pretensions  of  the  economists  of  the 
present  day,  that  there  is  no  man  possess- 
ing more  comprehensive  views  now  than  he 
possessed  upon  national  economy  at  that 
time.  Turgot  was  called  to  power  ia 
1774,  and  no  man  could  have  obtained  it 
entertaining  more  honest  and  intelligent 
views  than  he  did.  He  undertook  the 
government  of  the  country  after  writing  a 
very  remarkable  letter  to  the  King,  point- 
ing out  to  him  the  difficulties  he  should  have 
to  contend  with  in  his  administration  of  pub- 
lic affairs.  He  stated  in  that  letter  that  he 
despaired  of  doing  good  {  that  he  knew  he 
sheuld  be  cabimniated ;  that  a  jccmfederacy 
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would  be  fonned  sffam^  him  beoause  ha 
diould  represent  to  we  King  that  a  certaiii 
ebas  ought  ziot  to  live  on  the  substance  of 
the  nation;  and,  after  dilating  upon  his  dif- 
fieultieey  and  expressing  his  confidence  in 
the  good  faith  and  justice  of  ihe  Bang,  he 
eaid  he  accepted  office,  desiring  to  die  with 
the  character  of  having  acted  honesdj  and 
haying  done  as  much  good  as  possible  for  his 
eountrj.  Now  what  was  the  first  act  of  his 
Ministiy,  and  which  probabljis  what'exoites 
the  fears  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite?  He 
repealed  the  Com  Laws  in  France.  He 
■aid  there  were  two  things  which  should 
be  taken  care  of  by  every  country  if  it  was 
desirouB  of  escapng  bankruptcy  and  re- 
Tolution ;  and  t^  he  said,  be  it  remem- 
bered, fiifteen  years  before  the  revolution 
took  place  in  France.  The  two  things 
which  he  said  ought  to  be  cared  for  were, 
that  the  revenue  should  be  maintained,  and 
a  scarcity  of  food  avoided ;  and  above  aU 
things  for  this  purpose,  that  trade  in  com 
shomd  be  free.  Consistently  with  these 
views,  ihe  first  act  of  Turgot  in  1775  was 
to  set  free  the  internal  com  trade  of 
France,  and  place  on  record  his  views 
of  the  expediency  of  setting  free  the  exter- 
nal com  trade.  What  was  the  case  then 
in  France  ?  It  is  really  worth  the  while 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  observe 
It.  When  he  came  into  power  be  found 
that  each  province  was  made  by  its 
com  law  dependent  upon  itself  for  its  sup- 
ply. Each  province  was  protected  from 
the  abundance  of  its  neighbour,  and  thus 
iibej  were  constantly  exposed  to  aU  the 
evibi  of  scarcity,  leading  to  riot,  misery, 
and  confusion.  He  r^noved  the  barri- 
eia  to  this  trade  between  the  provinces: 
he  then  proceeded  to  place  the  finances 
ef  the  country  upon  a  sounder  basis;  and 
having  attempted  thus  boldly  and  wisely  to 
strike  at  the  two  great  causes  of  danger  and 
0vil — let  the  cause  of  his  fsU  be  observed ; 
becttose,  if  eare  be  not  taken,  the  same  may 
await  those  in  this  country  who  would  act 
with  simSar  courage  and  wisdom.  It  was, 
if  he  remembered  rightly,  in  Condorcet's 
Life  of  Turgot,  that  the  combination  which 
waa  formed  against  him  was  described; 
and  it  appeared  to  have  included  all  those 
who  lived  on  the  revenue  without  rendering 
any  senioe  in  retank — ^who  profited  by 
abuses  of  aU  kinds  in  the  State— farmers 
ef  the  publie  ineome,  foolish  people  about 
society,  women  of  fashion,  and  young 
nobles.  That  was  the  description  of  persons 
who  ware  opposed  to  his  policy,  andcombined 
igrfart  Tuqcoh  ^  ai^unat  97i»iy  Minister 


from  1775  to  1789,  who  foreaaw  the  con- 
sequences of  ihe  system  which  he  was 
anxious  to  reform.  Turgot  complained, 
and  wished  to  prevent  them.  That  was 
the  Minister  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dorsetshire  feared  might  be  imitated  by 
a  Minister  of  this  country.  Mr.  Carlyle, 
in  one  of  his  recent  works,  had  referred  to 
the  sentiments  of  the  privileged  classes  in 
France  in  ihe  year  1787,  and  had  re|Nre- 
sented  some  of  them  as  saying,  "  that  ikej 
could  not  live  upon  the  rents  of  their  es- 
tates alone;  that  they  could  not  parade 
themselves  at  Court;  that  they  coidd  not 
maintain  their  station,  unless  they  had 
something  more  thui  the  natural  profits  of 
their  own  possessions ;  and  that  they  could 
only  sustam  their  order  and  their  usual  ex- 
penditure by  privileges  and  exemptions  to 
which  the  rest  of  the  community  were  not 
entitled:"  and  they  would  support  no  Mi- 
nister that  refused  to  support  them  in  these 
protrusions  and  views;  and  every  Minister 
who  disputed  them  was  driven  from  power 
from  the  time  of  Turgot  till  1 788.  In  that 
year,  however,  the  harvest  was  bad  through- 
out France;  and  in  1789  the  people  were 
threatned  with  famine:  then  came  riot, 
disturbimee,  and  speedily  in  their  train  a 
comprehenfflve  change,  such  as  was  refer* 
red  to  by  the  Member  for  Shrewsbury  the 
other  night,  that  struck  deep  into  the  roots 
of  society,  and  effected  vast  changes  in  the 
relatione  of  different  classes.  As  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  referred  to  this 
period,  let  them  study  it  and  take  warning 
by  it;  for  I  declare  that  with  the  deep- 
rooted  conviction  which  the  people  have  of 
the  character  and  purpose  of  this  law,  I 
know  nothing  that  would  enable  the  Go-  y 
vemment  to  supp<^  its  authority  in  this 
country  if  {^ed  again  under  the  circum- 
stances of  scarcity  of  food  and  a  failure  of 
revenue ;  and  I  ask  you  to  consider, 
when  you  reflect  upon  what  you  have  ex- 
perienced of  late  years  of  the  effect  of 
scarcity,  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is 
not,  in  proposing  this  measure,  fulfilling 
the  conditions  of  tme  Conservatism;  and, 
whether  you  can,  in  professing  that  cha- 
racter yourselves,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
security  against  the  recurrence  of  scarcity, 
be  justified  in  the  course  you  are  taking;  hr 
remember  you  have  not  proposed  a  single 
measure  of  seemity  yourselves  against  a 
time  of  scarcity.  You  heard  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  oppcmte  say  what  he  appre- 
hended from  it ;  that  he  dreads  the  very 
reooUection  tti  the  last  jperiod  of  scarcity, 
and  iasecwity,  and  sedition ;  (hat  he  is 
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therefore  deeiroiiB  to  prevent  the  reeurrence 
of  Buch  periods ;  bat  jou  have  offered  no 
secnritj  against  their  recurrence.  Ton 
haye  taken  no  precantion;  and  mind 
that,  after  all  the  discussionB  which  hare 
taken  pkoe  on  this  qneetion,  the  enlight- 
enment of  the  people  on  this  Bubject,  it  is 
impossible  to  deceire  them  again,  and  they 
will  hereafter  hold  you  strictly  respon- 
sible for  what  occors.  Recollect  that  the 
Sstem  you  wish  to  maintain  is  to  prerent 
e  growth  of  food  in  other  countries,  for 
the  supply  of  the  wants  of  our  population  ; 
and  from  this  circumstance  you  cannot 
consider  yourselves  released  from  respon- 
sibility for  at  least  two  or  three  years 
to  come.  There  is  something  like  fa- 
mine already  existing  in  Irdand ;  and 
you  are  not  sure  that  there  may  not  be  a 
bad  harvest  next  year.  What  do  you  mean 
to  do  if  there  should  be  a  bad  harvest,  and, 
.owing  to  the  discouragements  you  have 
^  given  to  other  countries  to  produce  for 
our  markets,  that  there  should  be  little 
to  be  obtained  from  abroad  ?  If  the  people 
are  distressed  and  without  food,  and  call  on 
Tou  for  supplies,  what  do  you  mean  to  do  ? 
Vou  have  undertaken  to  feed  them,  and 
they  are  not  fed.  What  answer  will  you 
give  in  1846,  and  1847,  and  1848,  if  dis- 
tress  should  ensue  ?  Surely  there  is  sense 
in  taking  this  into  your  consideration.  In 
a  period  of  scarcity  it  would  not  be  merely 
a  question  of  Com  Law.  People  are  then 
in  a  peculiar  state  of  mind.  Men's  minds 
are  m  no  ordinary  state  when  suffering 
from  want.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are 
fnUv  alive  to  this  fact,  and  contemplate 
with  horror  and  alarm,  as  they  avow  it, 
the  recurrence  of  such  a  period ;  and  they 
are  therefore  taking  steps  to  prevent  it. 
They  know  that  when  men  are  made  des- 
perate by  distress,  and  driven  to  madness 
by  suffering  and  by  privations  of  those  who 
are  dear  to  them,  that  they  will  accept  too 
readily  any  causes  that  are  assigned  for 
their  misfortune,  and  will  too  easily,  per- 
haps, grasp  at  any  remedy  that  pro- 
mises them  relief;  and  it  is  for  the  inter- 
est of  the  aristocracy  of  this  country, 
that  the  public  should  not  be  placed  under 
such  circumstances  :  for  most  sorely  it  is 
for  their  interest  to  avert  the  public  nund 
from  reflecting  upon  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  been  governed  for  the  half  een- 
tury  past  My  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  London  has  referred  to  the  immortal 
•erfices  the  aristoeraey  have  rendered  to 
this  oountiy.  I  do  not  deny  that  such 
serriees  bavt  been  rendered  bj  tlmiL   I 


am  glad  to  hear  that  such  has  been  the 
case  ;  and  from  not  being  so  well  versed  in 
the  ancient  annals  of  this  country  as  ray 
noble  Friend,  I  cannot  dispute  it ;  but  I  think  ^ 
if  there  should  recur  another  period  of 
anger  and  distress,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  might  be  forgetful  of  such  ser- 
vices, and  would  be  disposed  to  refleet 
chiefly  upon  that  period  of  some  forty  or 
flfty  years  past,  of  which  they  have 
themselves  some  immediate  cognisance; 
and  I  cannot  believe  that  any  candid  mind 
could  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than 
that,  with  the  government  in  their  hand, 
they  have  wielded  the  powers  of  the  Legis- 
lature against  the  industry,  the  energy  and 
intelligence  of  the  people ;  that  they  have 
been  faithless  to  their  trust  in  Pariiament ; 
that  through  this  law  they  have  sought 
unhallowed  gains  reckless  of  means  ;  and 
that  they  ever  have  proved  thcmsdves  Uind 
to  the  destiny  of  this  great  nation.  I  there- 
fore conjure  them  at  this  moment  and  at 
the  present  opp<»tnnity,  to  consult  their 
own  true  interests,  and  to  sacriflee  selfish 
prejudice  to  the  cause  of  justice  by  a 
i&earty  concurrence  in  the  measures  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  and  by  the  abo- 
lition tn  Mo  of  a  law,  which,  as  long  as  a 
vestige  of  it  remains,  will  only  be  an  evi- 
dence of  their  shame.  Lose  the  occanon, 
and  I  venture  to  predict  that  thej  will 
follow  the  fate  of  every  one  irho  baa 
ever  sought,  or  for  a  wlule  sncceeded  in 
trampling  upon,  or  tyrannising  over  this 
race  and  this  nation,  amongst  whem  it  ia  . 
their  great  fortune  to  be  l^m,  and  over^ 
whom  it  ought  to  have  been  their  pride  to 
rule  with  justice  and  intelligenoe. 

Mr.  G.  BANRBS  moved  the  Adjeum* 
ment  of  the  Debate. 

Mb.  HUDSON  wished  to  make  a  single 
observation  in  explanation  of  a  remark 
which  had  fallen  from  him  in  the  eonrse  of 
that  debate.  He  thought  he  had  distinctly 
explained  that  when  lie  spoke  of  26$,  a 
quarter  for  com,  the  probable  average  in  a 
nur  season  would  be  from  35#.  to  40#.  a 
quarter.  If  the  hon.  Gentleniaa  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  25$.  a  quarter,  he  (Mr. 
Hudson)  could  hand  him  over  the  name  of 
a  genUeman  who  bought  at  22«. 

Mr.  W.  B.  FBRRAND  said,  that  he 
had  been  inf ormed  that  a  personal  attaek 
was  made  on  him  that  evening  by  no  less 
than  four  Members  on  the  other  nde  of 
the  House.  He  had  received  no  intima- 
tion that  such  an  attaek  was  meditated» 
or  he  should  have  been  present  to  repel  it. 
He  begged  then  to  atale  thai  he  shenll  ba 
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in  bifl  place  to-oiorrow  at  fire  o'clock,  and 
quite  prepared  to  defend  himself  from 
any  charge  that  might  he  hrought  against 
him. 

LoBD  J.  RUSSELL  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  dehate  might  be  brought  to  a 
close  to-morrow,  on  accomit  of  the  very 
great  length  to  which  it  had  already  ex- 
tended* 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  that  having 
failed  in  sereral  attempts  which  he  had 
made  to  address  the  House  on  the  measure 
of  the  right  hen.  Baronet,  he  would  now 
ask  two  or  three  questions.  Before  he  did 
80,  he  could  not  help  remarking  on  the 
extraordinary  position  in  which  the  country 
was  ^aced  in  consequence  of  the  absence 
of  so  many  of  the  idlies  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  from  that  House.  There  was  at 
present  no  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  in 
that  House ;  there  was  no  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  within  the  walls  of  that  House ; 
there  was  no  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land— ^no  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  in 
that  House.  What  a  strange  position  the 
sister  kingdom  must  feel  itself  in  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  like  himself  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  such  questions  as  might 
be  deemed  necessary  to  those  official  per- 
sons !  He  had  a  right  to  presume  that  the 
c&ce  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  was  of  great  im- 
portance— ^the  salary,  he  belieyed,  was 
SfOOOl.  a  year ;  and  how  then  could  he  be 
spared  from  that  House  ?  With  respect  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
he  admitted  he  had  gone  down  to  the  elec- 
tion to  opposo  him.  As  to  his  tenants,  he 
did  not  know  how  they  voted,  for  he  never 
pressed  them  \o  vote  one  way  or  another  ; 
but  he  believed  there  was  hardly  a  doubt 
as  to  what  they  did.  They  voted  against 
the  noble  Lord,  and  in  support  and  pro- 
tection of  their  just  rights.  The  Govern- 
ment was  then  without  having  a  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  that  House.  They  had  also 
lost  a  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  It  was  very 
dear  to  the  public  and  to  the  House  that 
the  First  Lonl  of  the  Treasury — ^the  Prime 
Minister  of  England— could  not  place  in 
tiiat  House  a  single  Lord  of  the  Athniralty, 
even  though  that  appointment  was  worth 
1,200{.  per  annum.  The  same  might  be 
said  with  regard  to  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
to  the  Ordnance,  which  a  noble  Lord  had 
resigned  ;  and  he  had  been  informed  that 
there  had  been  vacancies  for  two  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  consequent  upon  the  retire- 
ment of  two  Gentlemen  whose  high-minded- 
ness  had   gained  universal    approbation. 


Those  Gentlemen  had  retired  because  they 
had  felt  it  to  be  no  honour  to  wear  the 
livery  of  the  Government  at  the  cost  of  a 
sacrifice  of  the  very  principles  which  had 
brought  that  Govenmient  into  office  and 
power.  Again,  he  saw  in  the  metropolis 
vast  improvements  in  progress,  which 
were  said  to  be  adopted  under  the  cogniz- 
ance and  superintendence  of  the  Office  of 
Woods  and  Forests.  He  should  like  to 
know  who  now  represented  that  depart- 
ment, to  the  head  of  which  he  believed  there 
was  attached  a  salary  of  about  4,4002.  ? 
If  the  office  was  not  £Ued,  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  know  whether  the  amount  was 
to  be  passed  to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  or  to 
be  kept  in  reserve  as  a  fund  for  the  indivi- 
dual who  might  succeed  in  obtaining  a  seat 
in  that  House.  What  must  be  the  opinion 
formed  by  neighbouring  nations  from  this 
state  of  things  ?  Would  they  not  say  that 
the  men  selected  by  the  Prime  Minister  to 
fill  important  offices,  were  pronounced  by 
the  constituent  body  to  be  unworthy  of 
a  seat  in  the  Assembly  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people  ?  It  was,  therefore,  the 
botmden  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  to  satisfy  the 
House  and  the  country  as  to  the  situation 
in  which  both  would  probably  be  placed  in 
the  course  of  a  yeiy  few  days.  He  had 
been  told  the  office  of  one  of  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  and  that  of  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Woods  and  Forests,  had  been 
disposed  of ;  but  how  disposed  of,  remained 
to  be  explahied.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel),  who  used  to  call  his  friends 
together  on  great  emergencies*  had  said 
that  the  feeling  of  that  body  evinced  in 
the  years  1841,  1842,  and  1843,  never 
could  be  effaced  from  his  memory.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  well  if  the  month 
of  May,  1838,  still  lived  in  the  recollection 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  In  the  month 
of  that  year,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
met  by  313  Gentlemen,  whom  he  called 
Conservatives,  and  to  that  assembly  he 
intimated  what  were  his  views,  and  at  that 
time  confidence  was  placed  in  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  They,  nowever,  now  foimd 
that  too  much  confidence  had  been  reposed 
in  that  quarter.  From  all  that  had  since 
transpired,  it  did  not  seem  at  all  unlikely 
that  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Villiers)  was  expounding  his 
Anti-Com-Law  views  in  Covent-garden 
theatre,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  hid  at 
the  wings,  or,  if  not,  in  the  secrecy  of  the 
green  room.  It  was  not  at  all  unlikely 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
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for  ihe  Home  Department  and  the  right 
hon.  Oentlenuui  the  Secretary  at  War  (Mr. 
8.  Herbert)  had  been  there  alBo.  At  all 
events,  manj  important  offices  were  not 
represented  m  that  Honse ;  and  he  must 
assert  that  a  great  oountnr  like  this  ought 
not  to  be  left  niih  the  Treasury  bench  in 
that  House  only  k^  wann  until  occupants 
could  be  found  for  it. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Debate  be  Ad- 
journed, 

Mr.  SPOONEB  said,  that  he  cordially 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  in  hoping  that  the  debate 
might  terminate  to-morrow  night ;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  could  not  give  his  con- 
sent to  its  so  terminating,  unless  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  an  opportunity  of  dellTcr- 
ing  their  sentiments  on  this  question.  He 
was  now  speaking  on  the  question  of  Ad- 
journment. He  had  risen  several  times  to 
address  the  House,  but  he  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  catching  the  Speaker's  eyes. 
He  wished  to  ezphun  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  the  motives  which 
would  actuate  hnn  in  giving  his  support  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol.  He  would  not  undertake  to  ad- 
dress the  House  at  that  hour.  Represent- 
ing, as  he  did,  a  large  manufacturing  po- 
pidation,  he  would  require  to  have  an  op- 
portunity of  explaining  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  would  vote.  He  could  not  eo  on 
now.  His  object  was  to  permanently  lower 
the  price  of  food  ;  and  his  objection  to  the 
present  measure  was,  that  it  would  delude 
the  people  by  holding  out  that  bread  would 
be  cheap  when  it  would  be  relatively  dear. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
debate  had  lasted  long  enough ;  but  he 
could  not  give  his  consent  to  its  being  con- 
cluded unless  he  had  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining his  views. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  One 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
ThM/rsday,  February  27,  1846. 

IfrnvTM^]     PoBuo  hi\jU0^Rep9tUd.     Couatf  Woilu 

PnKBtments  (Ireland). 
S*-  tad  passed.    Fishery  Piers  and  Harbouii  (Ireland). 

PsTTTioNB  PEBBSirno.  By  the  Barl  of  Radaor,  ftom 
Welsfapool,  and  atvenl  otbcr  plaon,  ftvr  the  Total  and 
Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws;  and  firom  Agrieul- 
tarists  and  othen  in  the  Parish  of  Tannadke*  md  several 
other  plioea,  in  ftTOur  of  Free  Trade. 

LAW  OF  INSOLVENCY. 

Lord  BROUGHAM,  pursuant  to  notice 
given  yesterday,  presented  a  petition  from 


Colonel  Roohford,  a  Idgbly  respeetable 
Irish  gentlenian,  and  claimant  of  an  eail- 
dom,  complaining  of  a  very  great  defect  in 
tbe  law  of  insolvency.  The  defect  was  one 
which  required  the  interference  of  the  Le- 
gislature; and  the  Insolvent  Commissionen 
entirely  agreed  in  the  propriety  of  making 
that  interference.  A  person  who  came 
within  the  operation  of  the  Insolvent* Act, 
had  all  his  estate  conveyed  out  of  him  to 
his  assignees.  In  the  present  case  the  as- 
signees were  satisfied,  but  they  could  not 
reconvey  until  the  insolvency  was  super- 
seded. Now  the  Commissioners  had  no 
power  to  enforce  a  reconveyance  of  the 
estate  by  the  assignees;  and  an  Act  ought, 
therefore  to  be  psased,  giving  the  Commis- 
sioners power  to  require  the  assignees  to 
reconvey,  upon  receiving  a  proper  indem- 
nity. He  wished,  therefore,  to  give  a  ge- 
neral notice,  that  he  should  bring  in  a  Bill 
in  a  week  or  so  on  the  subject. 

DRAINAGE,  4o.  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill  having  been  read. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  he  had 
often  stated  his  strong  approval  of  ^e 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  bringing 
these  Bills  forward,  which  he  considered  of 
great  importance  to  the  country,  and  there- 
fore he  should  not  be  suspected  of  any  de- 
sire to  throw  any  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
iheir  eventual  success.  At  the  same  time 
he  did  not  wish  that  the  Government  or  the 
Irish  people  should  deceive  themselves  by 
thinkmg  that  these  measures  would  produce 
the  advantages  which  were  expected  from 
their  operation,  unless  there  were  increased 
facilities  ^ven  for  carrying  them  into  effect. 
The  Government  relied  on  the-  assistance 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  which  was  origin- 
ally composed  of  three  persons  appointed 
for  the  performance  of  certain  duties,  which 
had  been  since  greatly  increased  by  the 
consolidation  of  omer  public  bodies  with  the 
Board.  The  last  two  or  three  years  had 
added  greatly  to  their  labours;  and  their 
Lordships  would  hardly  believe  that  with 
the  increase  of  duties  which  had  fallen 
upon  the  Board,  the  strength  of  the  estab- 
lishment had  not  been  increased  beyond 
the  addition  of  two  or  three  persons.  He 
warned  the  Government,  therefore,  that 
they  would  strangely  deceive  themselves 
in  carrying  the  present  measures  into  ope- 
ration, unless  they  increased  the  strength 
of  the  Board  of  Public  Works.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  keep  a  very  strict  watch 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  money;  the 
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aecotmtd  must  be  carefoDy  ftudited,  &nd 
ereiy  possible  check  giren  to  malTenation. 
AM  fbiB  eould  not  be  done  by  an  orer- 
tasked  Board.  If  it  were  not  done,  moral 
eril  Yoold  be  produced,  where  physical  good 
was  intended.  He  had  taken  the  liberty 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Barl  of  St.  Germans)  to  the  subject, 
though  it  was  rather  hard  upon  him ;  but 
the  Irish  Government  was  at  present  in 
such  a  peculiar  state  that  there  was  no 
opportomty  of  asking  any  question  about 
Ireland  in  either  House  of  Parliament. 
He  repeated,  that  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
possible for  their  Lordships  to  expect  any 
good  whaterer  from  the  BiU,  Unless  they 
strengthened  the  machineir  for  carrying  it 
into  effect.  He  entreated,  therefore,  the 
noble  Earl,  as  the  organ  of  the  GoTemment 
in  that  House,  to  take  immediate  means 
ibr  promoting  this  object,  or  all  hope  of 
reUeving  the  distress  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  fail. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  agreed  entirely 
with  the  views  of  his  noble  Friend  who 
had  last  spoken,  and  was  anxious  to  bear 
his  testimony  to  their  accuracy.  It  would 
be  well  also  if  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
rwnnded  that  nothing  could  be  done  by 
passing  Acts  of  Parliament,  unless  they 
were  seconded  by  individual  efforts.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
soQ  of  Ireland  might  be  made  infinitely 
more  productive  than  it  was  at  present,  if 
greater  efforts  were  made  to  improve  its 
eultiration. 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS  did  not 
mean  to  dispute  the  assertion  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Monteagle)  that  the  es- 
tablishment of  the  Board  of  Works  had  not 
been  increased  in  proportion  to  the  increase 
of  labour  cast  upon  it;  and  he  was  there- 
fore prepared  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
€h>vemment  would  consider  the  subject, 
with  a  view  to  an  efficient  and  permanent 
augmentation  of  that  establishment.  In 
the  meantime  it  was  proposed  to  add  to 
the  strength  of  the  Board  of  Works  a 
number  of  militaty  engineers,  not  as  a  Go- 
vernment arrangement,  but  with  a  view  to 
meet  the  existing  emergency. 

Lord  OOTTENHAM  took  occasion  to 
nmark  that  the  machinery  of  the  Bill  was 
totally  inadequate  to  protect  the  interests 
of  remainder-men,  infants,  and  mortga- 
gees; and  he  submitted  to  the  noble  Earl 
(Ead  of  St.  Germans)  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  introduce  a  provision  similar 
to  that  which  was  inserted  last  week  in  the 
Public  Works  Bill,  rendering  the  consent 


of  the  Court  of  Chancery  necessaiT  when 
the  interests  of  such  parties  were  affected. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  was  un- 
willing to  clog  the  BiU  with  such  a  provi- 
sion, as  he  thought  the  danger  to  remainder- 
men and  incumbrancers  more  apparent  than 
real. 

Lord  COTTENHAM  was  sure  that  the 
noble  Earl  would,  upon  consideration,  see 
that  there  was  really  no  difference  between 
this  BiU  and  the  PubHc  Works  Bill,  so  far 
as  the  matter  in  question  was  concerned  ; 
but  if  the  noble  Earl  declined  to  act  upon  the 
suggestion  which  he  had  made,  he  should 
certainly  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
it. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  would  be  very 
sorry  to  see  any  difficulty  thrown  in  the  way 
of  carrying  this  measure  into  effect,  which 
he  thought  would  be  the  case  if  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  should  be  adopted  by  their  Lordships. 
He  thought  there  was  some  distinction  be- 
tween the  Public  Works  Bill  and  the  pre- 
sent measure,  because  it  was  perfectly  im- 
possible that  any  work  done  under  the 
Drainage  Bill  should  not  be  for  the  benefit 
of  all  parties,  whether  they  had  a  present 
or  future  right  to  the  possession  of  the  land. 
He  feared  greatly  that  any  introduction  of 
such  a  clause  as  that  contended  for  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  tend  to  defeat 
the  Bill  altogether. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  must  say,  that  he 
felt  much  indebted  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  for  the  attention  which  he  had  paid 
to  this  clause,  because  he  was  fully  con- 
vinced that  unless  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  suggestion  was  attended  to,  this 
BUI  would  be  of  no  use  to  Ireland.  He 
knew  that  the  noble  Earl  was  anxious  that 
these  Bills  should  be  framed  in  the  best 
manner,  and  that  his  private  reasons  for 
opposing  the  introduction  of  the  clause  were 
no  doubt  excellent;  but  he  was  rather  sur- 
prised at  the  advice  which  he  must  have 
received  outside  of  the  House.  If  it  were 
certain  that  eveiy  operation  under  this  Bill 
would  be  successful,  it  would,  no  doubt,  do 
good  to  all  parties  ipterested;  but  the  noble 
Earl  could  hardly  be  so  sanguine  as  to  sup- 

Sose  that,  in  every  place  where  money  was 
bid  out  to  a  large  amount,  it  would  repay 
the  outlay.  There  would,  no  doubt,  be 
occasionally  some  indiscretion  in  the  way 
in  which  the  operations  under  the  Bill  were 
conducted;  and  supposing  that  the  Board 
of  Works  were  ever  so  active  and  intelli- 
gent, there  might,  notwithstanding,  be 
most  serious  injury  to  the  interests  of  the 
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remainder-man  or  mortgagee.  Let  them 
look  at  the  situation  in  which  a  mortgagee 
would  be  placed  under  such  a  state  of  cir- 
cumatanoeA.  A  large  Bum  of  mone  j  might 
he  raised  for  drainage*  and  this  was  placed 
as  a  charge  on  the  land  prior  to  the  claim 
of  the  mortgagee.  In  England  there  ex- 
isted meth<^  by  which  the  interests  of 
absent  parties  might  be  protected;  and  he 
did  not  see  why  the  same  machineiy  might 
not  be  introduced  into  Ireland:  the  object 
of  both  Bills  was  the  same,  and  he  thought 
the  machinery  ought  to  he  the  same. 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said, 
there  were  Tory  important  differences  be- 
tween the  two  BUls,  as  in  one  case  the 
consent  of  a  considerable  number  of  pro- 
prietors was  required ;  and  he  was  of  opin- 
ion that  an  application  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  in  all  cases  would  cause  a  great 
interference  with  the  efficiency  of  the  Bill ; 
besides,  it  should  be  recollected  that  the 
charge  was  not  to  be  on  the  whole  estate, 
but  the  part  drained,  or  within  a  certain 
distance  of  the  part  to  be  drained. 

LoBn  COTTENHAM  did  not  object  to 
the  part  of  the  Bill  which  referred  to  the 
drainage;  but  what  he  required  was,  that 
the  interests  of  all  those  concerned  in  the 
land  should  be  provided  for. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
would  recommend  the  noble  Earl  to  take 
into  consideration  the  suggestion  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  before  the  third 
reading. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  a  further  consideration 
of  ihe  sugffcstion,  and  he  would  therefore 
not  proceed  with  the  Bill  on  that  occasion. 

Further  consideration  of  the  Bill  post- 
poned. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  February  27,  1846. 

Ilxitirm.]      Nbw  Mcmbm  Swour.  — For  GkNWMter 
Connty  (FiiUm    DItMod),    the   Mifqiw  of  Wor- 


PvBuc  BiLiA— !*■  Prist  works. 

JbjiorfAl.— PttblSe  Works  (IrBland)  (No.  S). 

3**  and  pancd.    PuUie  Works  (Ireland)  (No.  O. 

PjETiTioira  PiuBa«MTBD.  By  aevnral  bon.  Mamben.  ftom 
Taxkms  places,  against,  and  by  sereral  hon.  Mamben, 
from  a  number  of  plaees,  In  ftTour.  of  a  Repeal  of  the 
Cora  Laws.— By  the  Earl  of  March,  Mr,  Francis  Soott, 
and  Mti  Shaw,  ftom  various  placea,  against,  and  by  Mr. 
John  Martin  wd  Lord  Frands  Egerton,  ftom  Tewkea> 
bury,  and  Haddington,  in  ikvour,  of  the  piopoaed  Oo- 
wmoMnt  Measure  lopeetiog  Customs  and  Com  Import* 
ation.— By  Lord  Frands  Egerton,  flrom  Silk  Weaken  of 
Ormsklrk«  againat  reducing  the  Duty  on  Foreign  Wrought 
Silk.— By  Lord  Francis  Egerton,  ftom  the  LlTcrpool  Br»> 
sUlan  Assodatkm»  for  Alteration  of  Duty  on  Sugar.— By 


Mr.  DoneMi,  fton  Hm  Slanr  and  Hmammmm  fneoipo- 
rations  of  Dundee,  and  by  the  Lord  Adiroeate,  ftom  Bur- 
gesses and  other  InhaWtanta  of  Lanark,  in  CsToor  of 
Burghs  (Scotland)  BUL— By  Mr.  Cammlqg  Bruee,  ftom 
Commiadooers  of  Supply  of  the  County  of  Nairn,  Ibr  de- 
fraying Expenses  of  Criminal  Proseeutioos  (Scotland), 
out  of  Consolidated  Fund.— By  eaveral  hon.  Memben,  tnm 
various  places,  in  tnota  of  a  Ttti  HonnT  (Faetoiy)  BU. 
— By  Mr.  Aldam.  and  Mr.  Ferrand.  ftom  Leeds,  Kdghlry, 
and  Knaresborough,  Ibr  Remission  of  Sentence  on  Frost, 
WUliBflBS,  and  Jones.  By  Mr.  John  Henry  Vhrlan,  ftom 
Inhabitants  of  the  Town  of  Swanaaa,  %ainst  Enrohneat 
of  Militia.— By  Mr.  Tattoo  Egerton,  ftom  Guardians  of 
the  Poorof  the  Unton  of  Stockport,  Ibr  Alteration  of  the 
Poor  Law. — By  Mr.  Cummfaig  hnm,  ftom  the  Preiaytery 
of  Elgin,  against  l.ifeniii^  Toll  Housw  (Seothmd)  Car 
Sale  of  Spirituous  UquoBS. 

PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNELL  begged  leare 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
breach  of  its  privileges,  which  had  been 
committed  by  a  newspaper,  in  which  he,  at 
a  Member  of  that  House,  had  been  accused 
of  haviog  given  notice  of  a  Motion  in  the 
House,  of  which  he  was  afterwards  so 
ashamed  as  to  have  felt  himself  compelled 
to  withdraw  it.  Now,  he  denied  that  asser- 
tion totaUj.  He  trusted  he  had  never  done 
anything  either  in  or  out  of  the  House,  and 
he  certainly  trusted  he  had  never  said 
or  done  anything  in  the  House,  of  which 
he  had  cause  to  be  ashamed.  He  had  not 
withdrawn  the '  notice  of  Motion  which  he 
had  given  under  any  such  feeling.  The 
matter  had  arisen  out  of  the  case  of  Biyan 
Seery.  He  had  ascertained  that  a  deputa- 
tion had  waited  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  for  the  pmpose  of  praying  that  that 
unfortunate  man  should  be  put  to  death. 
He  had  then  given  notice  of  his  intention 
to  move  for  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
had  fonned  that  deputation.  In  giving 
that  notice,  he  had  used  very  strong  ex- 
pressions, but  not  stronger  than,  in  his 
opinion,  the  case  deserved.  The  Speaker 
had  privately  called  his  attention  to  the 
fact,  and  in  a  friendly  manner  had  in- 
formed him  that  in  such  a  case  the  expres- 
sions would  be  not  merely  his  (Mr.  J. 
0*Connell  s  own) ;  but  by  allowing  them  to 
remidn  on  the  Votes,  the  effect  would  be, 
that  of  pledging  the  House  to  the  use  of 
tliose  very  strong  terms.  He  at  once 
yielded ;  and,  in  order  not  to  commit  any 
irregularity,  he  had  altered  the  words  of 
his  Motion.  But  he  did  not  think  the  case 
had  been  met  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  in  the  explanation  he  had  given 
the  other  day.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  stated,  that  the  case  of  Seery  had 
been  mentioned  only  incidentally  by  the 
deputation  that  had  waited  on  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.     That^was  no  answer  to  the 
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charge.  ["Order."]  He  sbotdd  submit ; 
and  as  he  had  given  the  explanation  he 
desired,  he  wofuld  not  found  any  Motion  on 
the  subject. 

Sib  R.  H.  INGLIS  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
made  the  statement,  without  making  also  a 
Motion  founded  upon  it,  unless  he  had  reck- 
oned upon  a  great  extension  of  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Speaker  and  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  towards  him.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  indeed  stated  his  regret  at  having 
used  the  expressions  which  had  been  with- 
drawn, he  should  have  been  one  of  the  last 
to  comment  upon  the  matter ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  limited  his  expression  of 
regret  to  the  fact,  that  the  term  "blood- 
hound deputation"  was  not  in  accordance 
with  the  usages  of  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  only  say  that  he  re- 
gretted having  used  the  expression  at  all, 
he  would  be  satisfied ;  but  he  had  seen  the 
expression  "bloodhoimd  deputation,"  to 
his  great  surprise,  printed  in  the  Votes, 
and  he  found  that  it  had  subsequently  been 
expunged,  and  the  notice  cancelled.  He 
trusted  that  for  the  sake  of  society,  at 
least,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  express 
his  regret  for  having  used  such  language 
as  frankly  as  he  had  expressed  his  regret 
for  having  used  it  so  far  as  regarded  the 
House  itself.  Unless  the  hon.  Member  did 
so,  he  should  not  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNBLL  had  already  ex- 
pressed his  regret  for  having  used  the  ex- 
pression. The  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken 
of  the  duty  which  he  {Mr.  J.  O'Connell) 
owed  to  society;  but  it  was  in  the  discharge 
of  that  very  duty  which  he  owed  society 
that  he  had  originally  used  those  strong 
expressions. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

VACANCIES  IN  GOVERNMENT  OFFICES. 
C01.ONEL  SIBTHORP,  seeing  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  his  place,  would  at  once  rise  to  put 
the  question  to  him  of  which  he  had  given 
notice.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
chosen  to  answer  the  question  last  night. 
Now,  he  did  not  complain  of  the  absence 
of  that  courtesy  which  he  was  always 
anxious  to  receive  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.  To  himself  personally 
it  was  quite  indifferent;  but  to  the  large  and 
respectable  constituency  which  had  done 
Him  the  honour  of  sending  him  there  as 
their  Representative,  he  felt  that  he  was 
entitled  to  receive  an  answer  to  any  ques- 
tion he  felt  it  his  duty  to  put.    He  owed  it 
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to  that  constituency  to  put  the  question  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.  It  had  been 
last  Session  his  painful  duty — ^yes,  he  con- 
fessed it — ^his  painful  duty  to  withhold  his 
support  from  ^he  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
to  state  that  he  no  longer  had  any  confi- 
dence in  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  still 
he  was  entitled  to  receive  an  answer  to  any 
question  he  might  find  it  necessary  to  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  So,  last  night, 
having  seen  the  Treasury  bench  in  a  situ- 
ation in  which  he  had  never  seen  it  before, 
and  in  which  he  hoped  he  should  never 
see  it  again,  he  had  felt  it  desirable  to 
inquire  when  the  vacant  offices  would  be 
filled  up  ?  As  the  House  knew,  many  of 
the  most  important  offices  were  not  fiUed. 
The  Secretary  for  the  Colonies — a  Gen- 
tleman for  whose  talent  and  attainments 
he  had  the  highest  respect,  was  not  in 
the  House.  Then  there  was  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland — a  noble 
Lord  whose  private  character  he  esti- 
mated most  highly — ^but  who  certainly 
ought  to  be  in  that  House  to  answer 
any  questions  which  at  the  present  mo- 
ment might  be  put  to  him  respecting  the 
condition  of  the  country.  He  had  no  seat 
in  the  House.  Then  there  were  the  two 
learned  Gentlemen,  the  Attorney  and  So- 
licitor General  for  Ireland — no  unimportant 
officers — to  whom  Members  of  that  House 
might  wish  to  put  questions.  Seeing  that 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not  filling  any 
situation  in  Parliament,  he  had  determined 
to  put  the  question.  He  had  last  night 
asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  they 
would  have  an  early  opportunity  of  seeing 
any,  or  all,  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
seats  in  thftt  House  ?  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, for  reasons  best  known  to  himself, 
had  been  silent,  and  he  therefore  was  now 
compelled  to  repeat  the  question.  His 
duty  to<the  House,  to  the  country,  to  his 
own  constituency,  compelled  him  to  do  so. 
The  question  he  wished  to  put  was,  whe- 
ther there  was  any  probability  of  an  oppor- 
tunity being  afforded  to  the  Members  of 
that  House,  by  the  early  appearance  of 
these  honourable  Gentlemen,  of  putting 
any  questions  to  them  respecting  the  state 
of  public  affairs  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  not  disposed  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion, he  should  draw  his  own  inference  ; 
and  no  doubt  the  House  would  do  the  same. 
Sir  R.  peel  :  I  hope  that  neither  the 
gallant  Officer  nor  any  other  Member  has 
any  just  ground  of  accusing  me  of  want  of 
courtesy  when  they  put  questions  connected 
with  the  public  service.    I  cannot  char{:e 
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myself,  even  in  the  heat  of  political  conten- 
tion, with  any  want  of  courtesy;  but  I  do 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
he  concluded  his  speech  last  niffht  without 
putting  his  question.  He  made  rather  a 
long  speech  on  a  particular  Motion,  namely, 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned,  though  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  had 
objected  to  advantage  being  taken  of  that 
Motion  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  speech. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did,  how- 
ever, make  a  speech,  seasoned  with  that 
quantity  of  vituperation  which  is  not  un- 
usual, and  perhaps  is  to  him  natural.  Some 
persons  may  have  thought,  even,  that 
the  cleanliness  of  the  language  of  the 
hon.  and  gaUant  Officer  was  in  danger 
on  the  occasion.  Having  already  spoken 
in  the  debate,  I  did  not  think  it  right  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Motion  in  order  to 
trouble  the  House  again,  knowing  that 
other  opportunities  would  soon  present 
themselves,  when,  if  he  thought  proper, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  might  put  his 
question.  He  imputed  to  me  a  want  of 
courtesy  arising  out  of  some  attack  he 
made  last  Session.  I  can  assure  him  that 
I  had  not  only  completely  pardoned  that 
attack,  but  that  I  had  utterly  forgotten  it. 
The  gaUant  Member  gave  notice  that  he 
would  put  a  question  which  was  perfectly 
regular  and  legitimate,  namely,  whether 
certain  offices  are  at  present  filled  ?  I  came 
down  prepared  to  answer  that  question, 
and  to  state  what  offices  under  the  Crown 
were  vacant.  I  was  prepared  to  infonn 
him  that  the  only  office  actually  vacant  is 
that  of  First  Commissioner  of  Uie  Woods 
aud  Forests,  and  to  add,  that  only  a  veir 
few  days  would  elapse  before  it  was  fiUea. 
Two  hon.  Friends  of  mine.  Members  of  the 
Board  of  Treasury,  have  signified  to  me 
that  a  sense  of  duty  will  compel  ihem  to 
vote  against  the  Government,  and  they  have 
tondorod  their  resignations.  Those  resig- 
nations will  be  accepted;  but  the  offices 
are  not  yet  vacant,  and  will  not  be  vacant 
imtil  new  patents  are  made  out  In  the 
mean  time,  my  hon.  Friends  arc  perfectly 
ready  and  able  to  execute  their  Mmisterial 
duties.  They  have  resigned ;  but  they 
have  consented  to  discharge  their  fune- 
tions  until  they  are  relieved  by  their  suc- 
cessors. Therefore  the  public  service,  for 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  is  natu- 
rally so  anxious,  has  sustained  no  inconve- 
nience or  detriment  from  delay.  That  was 
the  question  I  thought  the  hon.  Member 
meant  to  put,  and  of  which  he  gave  notice; 
but  now  he  asks  a  question  that  at  any 


rate  ia  unusual,  if  not  uneonstttutioQal-^ 
namely,  when  certain  Gentlemen,  holding 
office  under  the  Crown,  will  be  returned 
to  the  House  of  Commons  ?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  complained  last  night  that 
my  noble  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  was  not  here;  why  he  is  not 
here  is  a  matter  for  which  the  gallant 
Member  is  much  more  responsible  than  I 
am.  He  did  what  he  coula  to  oppose  my 
noble  Friend's  return.  It  may  be  some 
satisfaction  to  the  gallant  Officer  to  know 
that,  if  his  tenants  were  not  influenced,  they 
followed  his  example,  and  voted  against  my 
noble  Friend.  If  he  had  taken  another 
course,  and  as  strenuously  supported  mj 
noble  Friend,  as  he  vigoroudy  opposed  him, 
the  objection  he  has  taken  would  never 
have  arisen.  I  do  not  know  any  rule  by 
which  Members  holding  these  offices  should 
necessarily  be  Members  of  the  House.  I 
do  not  deny  that  there  is  inconvenience  in 
officers  holding  high  situations  not  being 
Members;  but  the  present  case  hardly 
seems  to  afford  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen* 
tleman  an  opportunity  of  questioning  the 
prerogative  dP  the  Crown  in  making  these 
appointments.  He  has  said  that  the  office 
of  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  is  vacant. 
That  is  not  the  fact.  [Colonel  SmTHOftP  : 
No,  no.]  He  said,  as  I  understood  him,  that 
the  office  of  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  is 
vacant.  I  am  not  aware  that  such  ia  the 
case;  on  the  contrarr,  a  right  hon.  Friend 
of  mine  is  in  the  didlT  £schaige  of  its 
duties.  True,  my  rimt  hon.  Friend  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  House,  and  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  say  when  he  may  be.  I 
must  also  say  that,  when  a  noUe  and  gal- 
lant Friend  of  mine  relinquished  his  pros- 
pects of  militarr  promotion,  and  became 
Clerk  of  the  Or^bumce,  1  believed  that  he 
concurred  in  the  general  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  is  not  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  when  he  appealed  to  me,  I  did 
say  to  him,  "  I  will  not  advise  the  Crown 
to  deprive  you  of  your  situation.*'  It  is 
true  Uiat  three  or  four  persons  holding 
office  under  the  Crown,  and  usually  in  Par- 
liament, arc  not  now  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  but  this  I  will  say,  that 
one  of  the  main  reasons  why  they  are  not 
is  this — that  I  have  such  confidence  in  the 
policy  and  wisdom  of  the  measures  which 
the  Government  have  submitted  to  Pariia- 
roent,  and  such  confidence  in  the  calm  de- 
liberation and  ultimate  just  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  I  am  content  to 
forego  that  advantage  which,  m  Mdioaiy 
times,  the  Crown  possesses. 
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HR.  FERRAin)  AND  HIS  ACCUSERS. 

Mb.  FERRAND  :  Sir,  I  am  about  to 
claim  for  a  ydry  few  minutes  tlie  attention 
of  the  House  while  I  defend  mjself  against 
a  personal  attack  which  was  made  on  me 
last  night  by  no  less  than  four  Members 
who  sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  As 
I  s^d  at  the  conclusion  of  the  debate  last 
night,  if  I  had  received  the  slightest  inti- 
mation of  the  course  those  hon.  Members 
were  going  to  take,  I  shoidd  have  been 
here  in  my  place  to  meet  any  attack.  I 
should  also  haye  been  here  at  the  reading 
of  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  yesterday, 
but  for  a  particular  engagement  elsewhere. 
Sir,  in  the  first  place,  I  have  to  thank  an 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  sits  on  the 
opposite  benches  for  the  veiy  handsome 
manner  in  which  he  stood  forward  to  de- 
fend me,  against  what  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  calling  a  most  unmanly  attack;  and  I 
have  also  to  tender  my  thanks  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  and  another  hon. 
Friend  of  mine  (Mr.  Colquhoun),  who  sit 
immediately  below  me,  for  the  part  they 
took  in  my  behalf  in  my  absence.  Sir, 
when  I  addressed  the  House  the  other 
night,  I  made  no  statement  that  I  did  not 
solemnly  believe  to  be  true ;  and  I  feel 
thoroughly  convinced  that  I  shall  be  now 
able  to  justify  every  expression  I  then  used, 
and  for  which  I  have  been  attacked  by 
those  four  hon.  Members  to  whom  I  refer. 
Sir,  the  attack  was  commenced  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Batii.  I 
think  his  remarks  were  so  personal  that 
they  carried  along  with  them  their  own 
antidote;  and,  therefore,  it  is  scarcely  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  allude  to  it  any  further 
than  to  say  that  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  was  the  last  per- 
son in  this  House  who  ought  to  have  made 
use  of  the  following  expression,  which  I 
believe  I  shall  quote  correctly  : — 

"  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  this  House  is  in  any 
way  whateTcr  to  maintain  its  dignity  or  command 
respect,  it  is  not  by  vulgar  yituperation,  indecent 
menace,  or  violent  langnage." 

Sir,  if  I  am  not  very  much  mistaken,  I 
remember  the  case  of  an  hon.  and  learned 
Member  of  this  House  standing  on  this 
floor,  and  with  language  far  more  violent 
than  any  I  have  used,  and  far  more  inde- 
cent, throwing  down  The  Times  newspa- 
per, and  reconmiending  hon.  Members  on 
Doth  sides  of  the  House  to  horsewhip  a 
gentleman  who  is  in  every  respect  the 
superior  of  the  hon.  and  leamea  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
then  went  on  to  say—- 


"  But,  I  would  aak,  what  ia  the  worth  of  that 
hon.  Member's  opinion  ?  I  will  measure  it  by  the 
ordinary  test  which  is  applied  in  my  own  profes- 
sion. Would  any  one  give,  I  do  not  say  a  guinea, 
or  even  half  a  guinea,  but  even  half  a  crown,  or 
half  a  fiirthing,  for  any  opinion  he  could  express 
upon  gentlemen's  conduct  ?  " 

Sir,  I  believe  that  the  public  have  that 
opinion  of  the  hon.  and  teamed  Member, 
that  they  would  not  give  one  quarter  of 
a  farthing  for  his  opinion;  and  in  short, 
that  this  is  one  of  the  sore  points  which  con- 
tinually rankles  in  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  breast.  Sir,  I  shall  not  conde- 
scend any  further  to  allude  to  the  attack 
made  upon  me  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  but  shall  at  once  pro- 
ceed to  notice  the  attack  made  on  me  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham.  Sir,  .that 
hon.  Member  said — 

"  I  will  take  the  liberty  to  say .  that  almost 
every  portion  of  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  stated  as  £M)t  with  respect  to  that 
gentleman  was  utterly  untrue.  Mr.  Wilson  never 
called  a  meeting  of  the  starch  manu&cturers, 
having  reference  to  the  question  of  protective 
duties;  he  never  presided  at  such  meeting ;  he 
formed  no  part  of  a  deputation  who  came  up  to 
Government  on  the  subject." 

But,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  has 
put  words  into  my  mouth  which  I  never 
used.  I  never  said  Mr.  Wilson  formed 
one  of  a  deputation  which  waited  upon  the 
Government  on  the  subject  of  starch.  What 
I  said  was  this — 

"  The  Chairman  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
convened  a  meeting  at  Manchester  of  all  the 
starchnlealers  in  the  kingdom,  at  which  he  pre- 
sided, and  a  resolution  was  adopted  to  the  effect, 
that  a  deputation  should  go  from  the  meeting  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  use  their  influence 
with  him  in  fiivour  of  starch.  The  deputation 
waited  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  were  success- 
ful; and  I  believe  that  lobsters  and  starch  were  the 
only  things  which  obtained  the  slightest  mercy  in 
the  Tariff." 

The  House  will  perceive  from  this  that  I 
never  said  in  that  speech  that  Mr.  George 
Wilson  was  a  member  of  the  deputation 
which  waited  on  the  Government  on  that 
subject.  I  shall,  however,  proceed  to  jus- 
tify the  statement  which  I  made  to  the 
House.  Sir,  on  the  7th  of  February,  1843, 
I  received  this  letter  from  a  gentleman,  Mr. 
S.  Burlington,  of  Manchester,  addressed  to 
B.  Ferrand,  Esq.,  M.P. : — 

"  I  take  the  liberty  of  troubling  you  with  a  few 
particulars,  which,  I  think,  will  show  to  you  the 
sort  of  disinterested  reformers  some  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League  are.  You 
will  please  to  satisfy  yourself  of  the  correctness  of 
this  statement  before  you  make  any  public  use  of 
it.  When  Sir  R.  Peel  published  his  new  Tariff, 
he  put  down  starch  at  61.  per  cwt.  duty  from  any 
foreign  country ;  it  before  was  0/.  something.   No. 
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sooner  did  Mr.  6.  Wilson,  obairman  of  the  council 
of  the  League,  and  a  few  other  leading  men,  hear 
of  jt,  than  they  summoned  a  meeting  of  all  the 
starch-makers  in  the  kingdom  to  meet  at  Blan- 
chester ;  and  Mr.  G.  Wilson  took  the  chair.  Now, 
what  do  you  think  this  meeting  was  for  ?  Ton 
would  suppose  to  take  off  the  ^ole  duty,  as  the 
whole  population  are  consumers  of  the  article  ? 
Ko  such  thing.  Mr.  6.  Wilson,  Mr.  John  Raws- 
thome,  Mr.  Halliday,  and  others,  were  starch 
manufinoturers;  and,  although  there  are  only  about 
300  of  them,  masters  and  men,  yet  the  whole 
population  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  must  be 
taxed  for  their  indiyidual  interests,  and  not  taxed 
at  6L  per  cwt.  (25  per  cent  upon  the  cost  of  foreign 
starch) ;  but  they  wanted  the  tax  to  be  prohibi- 
tory, and  actually  succeeded  in  doubling  the  duty. 
They  appointed  a  deputation  from  the  meeting, 
consisting  of  Mr.  J.  Rawsthome,  Mr.  Halliday, 
and  others,  to  wait  upon  the  Board  of  Trade. 
These  are  self-styled  disinterested  reformers.  Ton 
must  not  suppose  that  I  am  not  for  free  trade:  on 
the  contrary ;  but  I  cannot  join  such  free  traden 
as  these ;  and  think  every  man  of  principle  should 
show  them  up  to  public  indignation." 

With  respect  to  this  letter,  I  will  only  add 
that  I  did  satisfy  myself  of  its  correctness 
before  I  used  it;  and  the  first  public  use  I 
made  of  it  was  on  Tuesday  eyening  last. 
Sir»  in  the  month  of  December  I  was  in  the 
town  of  Manchester;  I  saw  several  gentle- 
men there,  whom  I  asked  as  to  whether  the 
statements  made  in  that  letter  were  correct: 
they  informed  me  that  they  were  entirely 
correct,  and  they  also  added  that  they  be- 
lieved that  Mr.  Wilson  was  a  member  of 
the  deputation  that  went  up  to  the  Govern- 
ment.    On  the  following  day  after  this 
statement  was  made  to  me,  I  attended  a 
large  meeting  at  the  borough  of  Stockport. 
I  made  use  of  this  communication,  adding 
to  it  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  a  member 
of  the  deputation.     The  Manchester  Gkutr- 
dian^  which  is  the  paper  of  the  League  in 
that  town,  attacked  me  in  a  leading  article 
for  that  statement:   they  denied  that  Mr. 
Wilson  had  formed  any  part  of  that  depu- 
tation, though  they  admitted  that  the  de- 
putation had  waited  on  the  Government. 
That  paper,  however,  did  not  in  the  slight- 
est degree  deny  that  Mr.  Wilson  convened 
that  meeting  at  Manchester,  nor  that  he 
presided,  nor  that  the  resolution  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  deputation  wa^  agreed  to 
at  that  meeting.     Sir,  I  have  seen  three 
gentlemen  to-day  who  are  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  they 
having  seen  my  statement  declare  that  it  is 
entirely  correct.     To  that  statement  I  am 
prepared  to  adhere.     I  shall  not  retract 
one  particle  of  it;  and,  until  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  shall  convince  the  House 
and  the  country  that  Mr.  George  Wilson 
did  not  preside  at  that  meeting,  that  he  did 


not  help  to  convene  it,  and  that  the  reso- 
lution 1  have  referred  to  was  not  put  to 
that  meeting  while  he  was  in  the  chair,  I 
shall  still  nuuntain  my  original  statement. 
I  must,  however,  say,  Sir,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  is  the  last  man  who 
should  stand  up  and  attack  another  hon. 
Member  for  making  unfoimded  statements. 
Is  the  hon.  Member  aware  of  the  public 
meetings  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
coimty  of  Lancaster,  to  rebut  statements 
he  has  made  in  this  House,  and  also  to 
assert  before  the  world  that  they  were  ut- 
terly without  foundation? — ay,  and  that 
one  of  those  meetings  took  place  in  Roch- 
dale, the  town  in  wlach  the  hon.  Member 
resides  when  he  is  at  home  ?  As  the  hon. 
Member  has  made  this  attack  on  me,  I 
shall  defend  myself,  I  shall  justify  myself, 
and  leave  it  to  the  House  to  decide  how  they 
can  place  confidence  in  his  statements  after 
they  shall  have  heard  what  I  am  going  to 
read.  This  is  an  extract  from  the  B^ton 
Chronicle,  the  town  represented  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Dr. 
Bowring)  who  was  also  one  of  those  who 
attacked  me  in  my  absence.  The  hon. 
Member  was  proceeding  to  read  the  extract 
from  the  newspaper,  which  began  by  re- 
ferring to  the  debate  on  Lord  AsUey's 
Bill,  when  he  was  interrupted  by 

The  speaker,  who,  said,  that  it  was 
contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  House  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  read  from  any  paper  which 
referred  to  a  debate  in  that  House. 

Mr.  FERRAND:  Very  well.  Sir,  I 
will  do  my  utmost  to  leave  out  what  re- 
fers to  the  House  of  Commons.  Of  course. 
I  am  under  your  orders,  and  I  shall  in- 
stantly obey  if  you  intimate  that  I  am 
doing  wrong.  The  hon.  Member  then  pro- 
ceeded to  read  the  following  passage  from 
the  newspaper  iu  question,  leaving  out  the 
allusion  to  the  House  of  Commons : — 

"  The  statements  made  by  Mr.  J.  Bright  on  the 
night  Lord  Ashley  introduced  his  Bill  into  Par- 
liament, have  created  such  a  sensation  in  the 
manufiioturing  districts,  that  some  difficulty  is 
experienced  in  allaying  the  ferment — Preston  and 
Rochdale  being  particularly  involyed  in  the  slan- 
ders put  forth  by  the  hon.  Member.  The  people 
of  those  towns  immediately  proceeded  to  hold 
meetings,  with  a  view  of  rebutting  Mr.  Bright's 
calumnies.  The  people  of  Preston  did  ample 
justice  to  their  character,  and  proved  that  there 
was  not  one  word  of  truth  in  the  allegations  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  Roch(&le  has  also 
raised  its  voice ;  and  on  Monday  night,  one  of  the 
moat  crowded  meetings  of  fectory  operatives  ever 
held  in  the  town,  took  place  in  the  People's  Insti- 
tution. The  object  of  the  meeting  was  chiefly  to 
disprove  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  Bright,  that 
gentleman  h»Ting  stated  that  the  people  of  Roch" 
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dftle  were  not  &TOurable  to  the  Ten  Hours*  Bill ; 
and  that  the  meetings  in  £iToiir  of  it  were  com> 
posed  ot,  and  conducted  by,  handloom  weavers, 
who  wanted  to  retard  the  progress  of  machinery 
for  the  benefit  of  their  own  trade.  The  meeting 
was  called  for  eight  o'clock ;  but  long  before  that 
time  orery  comer  in  the  spacious  hall  (the  largest 
room  in  the  town)  was  crowded  to  sufibcation, 
and  hundreds  were  compelled  to  go  away  who 
oould  not  obtain  admission.  Mr.  John  Whitaker, 
the  high  constable  of  the  borough,  presided ;  and 
it  is  a  remarkable  and  gratifying  fiuit,  that  the 
whole  of  the  proceedings  were  conducted  by  factory 
workers.  There  were  present  a  large  number  of 
fiictory  girls,  who  appeared  to  take  a  warm  inter- 
est in  t^  proceedings." 

THe  proceedings  concluded  with  the  fol- 
lowing resolution : — 

•*  *  That  the  present  system  of  long  hours  in  &c- 
tories  is  very  injurious  to  all  the  persons  employed 
in  them,  as  twelye  hours*  labour  per  day  is  more 
than  the  human  constitution  can  endure  without 
injury;  and  that  the  practice  of  working  long 
hours,  deprives  us  of  every  advantage  in  literature 
and  science,  and  reduces  us  from  the  condition  of 
social  beings  to  that  of  mere  ser&,  without  any  of 
the  enjoyments  of  social  life.  And  this  meeting 
is  further  of  opinion,  that  the  adoption  of  the  Ten 
Hours'  Bill  would  be  a  very  great  improvement 
on  this  system  of  over-working,  as  it  would  afford 
us  an  opportunity  of  improving  our  physical, 
mental,  and  moral  condition ;  and  we  pledge  our- 
selves never  to  relax  our  exertions  until  this 
measure  becomes  law.'  Mr.  Stephen  GUrk,  a 
cotton-spinner,  seconded  the  Motion.  He  said  he 
belonged  to  the  Short  Time  Conmiittee ;  and  they 
considered  they  would  not  be  doing  their  duty 
unless  they  gave  the  fiictory  workers  of  Rochdale 
an  opportunity  of  contradicting  the " 

Sir,  I  must  hreak  off  here ;  I  am  afraid 
to  use  the  word  with  which  the  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Durham 
are  characterized,  The  newspaper  goes 
on  to  say — 

*'  Immediately  on  the  statement  made  by  that 
gentleman  coming  to  the  knowledge  of  the  opera- 
tives, no  less  thim  eighteen  or  twenty  mills  met 
and  agreed  to  hold  a  public  meeting  to  denounce 
the  statements  as  fidse  and  slanderoxis ;  and  the 
crowded  state  of  the  meetiug  which  he  was  then 
addressing,  was  a  strong  induction  of  the  senti- 
ments of  the  oper^ives,^  and  a  convincing  proof 
of  the  utter  fiUseness  of  the  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Bright.  That  gentleman  had  been  invited  to 
attend  the  meeting  and  defend  his  statements, 
but  he  had  not  made  his  appearance." 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  the  result  of  a  meeting 
of  the  operatives  of  the  town  of  Rochdale, 
the  town  in  which  the  hon.  Memher  re- 
sides when  he  is  at  home.  I  must  say,  I 
think  it  would  he  well  if  the  hon.  Member 
were  to  he  more  *careful  in  future  hefore 
he  makes  attacks  on  me  or  any  other 
Member  of  this  House.  Sir,  I  now  come 
to  the  hon.  Memher  for  Bolton,  who  also 
made  an  attack  on  me  last  night,  in  which 
he  misrepresented  what  I  said  on  Tuesday 


night,  although  he  was  present  and  heard 
my  speech.  The  hon.  Memher  quoted  me 
as  having  said  these  words : — 

"  The  hon.  Member  talked  of  the  poverty  of  the 
people  in  Mr.  Ashworth's  employment,  of  their 
nakedness,  of  the  wretchedness  of  tiieir  dwell- 
ings." 

Now.  I  ask  him  whether  he  means  to  say 
that  I  used  those  words  ?  [Dr.  BowRma 
vMde  a  gesture  of  ctssent.]  I  suppose  the 
hon.  Memher  means  that  I  did.  Then  I 
mean  to  say  that  I  never  used  such  words. 
But  the  hon.  Memher,  standing  up  in  my 
absence,  puts  words  into  my  mouth  which 
are  calculated  to  harm  me  in  this  House 
and  with  the  country,  and  words  which  I 
never  used.  The  hon.  Member  was  pre- 
sent and  heard  what  I  did  say.  Sir,  I 
ask  is  this  fair  ?  Is  it  manly  ?  Is  it  ho- 
nourable? I  am  prepared  to  fight  my 
own  hattle  on  fair  and  open  grounds ;  and  I 
never  made  a  charge  in  this  House  which 
I  do  not  solemnly  believe,  and  which  I  am 
not  prepared  to  stand  hy.  Now,  I  ask 
the  House  to  listen  to  the  words  I  did  use. 
They  were  these : — 

"  At  the  very  time  he  (Ashworth)  complained 
that  the  handloom  weavers'  wages  had  risen  10 
per  cent,  a  Committee  was  inquiring  into  their 
condition,  and  hearing  evidence,  which  proved 
that  the  men  surrounding  this  man's  mill  were 
living  on  2}<f.  a  day.  Nay,  more  than  this,  it 
was  proved  that  the  handloom  weavers  were  in 
such  a  state  that  nuuiy  of  them  had  not  worn  a 
shirt  for  five  years,  that  they  were  clothed  in  rags, 
that  they  had  no  fiimiture,  no  plates  to  eat  icom, 
no  chairs  or  tables,  only  a  chest  that  served  them 
for  table  and  drawers,  which  was  all  the  furniture 
in  their  houses.  That  was  the  state  of  the 
handloom  weavers  when  this  letter  was  written." 

When  I  had  concluded  those  ohservations, 
there  was  a  cry  of  "  hear,  hear,"  which 
showed  that  hon.  Memhers  quite  under- 
stood what  I  said.  When  Mr.  Ashworth 
made  that  complaint  that  the  wages  of  the 
handloom  weavers  had  risen  10  per  cent, 
it  was  in  that  letter  of  his  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  in  which  he  asked  them  to 
send  down  labourers  from  the  agricultural 
districts  to  his  mill;  and  the  Committee  I 
referred  to  was  that  of  which  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Oldham  was  a  memher.  I 
call  on  that  hon.  Memher  to  lay  aside  all 
feelings  of  private  friendship  towards  me, 
and  to  stand  up  as  an  independent  Memher 
of  this  House,  and  deny  what  I  state  if  he 
can.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  authority  on 
which  I  made  the  statement  to  which  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Bolton  ohjects?  It  is 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  John  Makin,  a  manu- 
facturer of  Bolton,  given  on  the  1 7th  of 
July,  1834|  hefore  that  Committee,  Mr. 
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Aflhworth's  letter  hAving  been  written  on 
the  9th  of  June,  only  nine  weeks  pre- 
viously. Mr.  Makin,  who  was  called  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  was  asked — 

"  Can  you  toll  the  Committee  what  description 
of  food  the  weavers  are  generally  obliged  to  put 
up  with  ? — The  description  of  food  is  chiefly  oat- 
meal porridge  and  potatoes,  with  oooasionally  a 
small  quantity  of  butchers'  meat,  which  they  may 
obtain  once  in  the  course  of  a  week.    Are  there 
any  of  them  that  are  not  able  to  procure  a  suf- 
ficient quantity  of  that  coarse  food  with  the  wages 
they  now  earn  ? — I  have  made  a  calculation,  by 
which  I  estimate  that,  if  a  man  has  to  support 
himself  and  wife,  and  fife  children,  with  the 
assistance  of  two  children  and  his  wife  labouring 
with  hira,  they  will  not  be  able  to  earn,  for  food 
and  clothing,  more  than  2{(/.  per  day.     I  was  not 
aware  of  the  state  of  things,  idthough  I  was  femi- 
liariy  acquainted  with  the  trade,  until  I  sat  down 
and  made  a  calculation  for  myself,  and  I  must 
confess  I  was  startled  with  the  fiict. — Then  the 
distress  of  the  weavers  iar  exceeded  what  you 
had  any  conception  of  till  you  made  the  inquiry 
from  your  own  books,  and  fi!t)m  pursuing  the 
inquiry  to  other  sources,  that  enabled  you  to  come 
to  those  conclusions  ? — It  did.     If  they  are  so 
distressed  for  food,  how  are  they  off  for  clothing  ? 
— I  cannot  recollect  an  instance  but  one,  where 
any  weaver  of  mine  has  bought  a  new  jacket  for 
many  years.    Then,  they  are  litorally  clothed  in 
rags  ? — Tes.    I  am  only  sorry  I  did  not  bring  one 
or  two  jackets  to  let  the  Committee  see  the 
average  state  in  which  they  are  clothed.    Is  their 
bedding  and  their  furniture  of  the  same  inadequate 
description  with  their  food  and  their  clothing  ? — 
I  have  not  been  in  many  of  the  weavers'  bed- 
rooms, but  I  have  been  in  some,  and  they  appear 
to  be  very  bare  of  clothing.    I  have  known  some 
who  have  not  had  a  blanket  at  all,  merely  a  coarse 
coverlid,  of  the  value  perhaps  of  haJf-a-crown  when 
new.    What  is  the  nature  of  their  furniture  ? — 
I  have  observed  both  on  Bolton-moor  and  atTork- 
holes,  where  I  go  to  manufecture,  that  they  are 
generally  without  chairs ;    I  have    seen    many 
houses  with  only  two  or  three  three-legged  stools, 
and  some  I  have  seen  without  a  stool  or  chair, 
with  only  a  tea-chest  to  put  their  clothes  in,  and 
to  sit  upon." 

Sir,  that  is  my  authority  for  the  state- 
ment I  made  as  to  the  distress  of  the  hand- 
loom  weavers ;  and  I  call  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bolton,  in  the  presence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham,  to  refute  one  atom  of 
that  evidence  if  he  can  ;  and  if  he  cannot, 
then  I  call  on  him,  as  a  Member  of  this 
House,  and  as  a  gentleman,  to  retract  the 
charge  which  he  made  yesterday.  Sir,  I 
see  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  in  his  place.  He  also 
referred  to  me  yesterday.  From  what  I 
know  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  am  sure  he 
would  shrink  with  horror  from  making  any 
statement  that  would  bo  injurious  to  the 
character  of  any  individual.  I  do  assure 
the  noble  lord  that  at  the  time  I  presented 
those  petitions,  I  was  justified  in  making 


the  statement  I  did.      The  noble  Lord 
said — 


"  As  this  discussion  had  been  raised,  he  would 
read  a  letter  which  he  had  received  on  the  subject 
of  one  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  fer  Knares* 
borough.  It  was  firom  the  operatives  of  Union- 
mill,  whose  attention  had  been  attracted  by  a 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  te  the  effect  that 
many  of  the  operatives  had  been  compelled  by 
their  masters  te  sign  petitions  against  the  Com 
Laws." 

Now,  what  I  said  was,  that  manufacturers 
in  the  West  Riding  who  were  members  of 
the  Anti-Corn- Law  League  compelled  their 
workmen  to  sign  petitions  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Com  L^ws.  I  am  prepared  to  prove 
that  statement  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House  ;  and  Sir,  I  do  think  it  is  high 
time  that  the  House  take  up  the  subject, 
and  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  pe- 
titions to  this  House  have  been  forgod  and 
manufactured,  and  this  not  only  under  the 
sanction  of  the  League,  but  paid  for  with 
the  money  of  the  League.  This  I  am  pre- 
pared to  prove  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  and  to  produce  a  man  who  was 
paid  so  much  a  day,  and  who  wrote  down 
siffnatures  by  thousands.  No  less  than 
14,000  names  were  written  by  one  man. 
I  am  ready  to  prove  it  before  a  Committee. 
Sir,  I  will  read  a  letter  which  I  received 
yesterday  morning.  [The  first  part  of  this 
letter  related  entirely  to  the  Ten  Hours' 
Bill.     The  latter  part  said]  : — 

'*  I  felt  well  pleased  at  your  putting  the  ques- 
tion to  Lord  Morpeth  with  regard  as  to  how  the 
signatures  had  been  obtained  for  a  total  and  im- 
mediate repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  Tou  may  de- 
pend upon  it  the  same  means  have  been  resorted 
to  here  as  you  spoke  of." 

For  obvious  reasons  I  do  not  stote  the 
name,  but  it  is  here.  The  letter  is  dated 
from  Holbeck,  and  I  am  ready  to  place  it 
in  the  noble  Lord*s  hands,  because  I  know 
he  wiU  not  make  an  unfair  use  of  it,  or  al- 
low it  to  be  used  to  the  injury  of  the  writer. 
Sir,  that  is  my  defence,  and  if  any  further 
attack  is  made  on  me,  I  shall  be  as  ready 
to  defend  myself  again. 

Mr.  craven  BERKELEY  said :  I 
rise.  Sir,  to  corroborate  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough,  in 
his  statement  as  to  the  manufacturing  of 
petitions.  Now,  Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
petition  which  was  presented  at  my  resi- 
dence by  the  postman  on  Wednesday  last. 
It  purports  to  be  from  Cheltenham,  and 
there  are  594  signatures.  But  my  atten- 
tion was  attracted  by  seeing  the  post-mark 
''  Manchester,''  instead  of  Cheltenham.  I 
immediately  sent  the  petition  to  the  town 
of  Cheltenham,  and  wrote  to  my  Agent 
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ihere  desiring  him  to  ascertain  whether 
the  signatures  were  genuine,  and  whether 
such  a  petition  had  been  got  up  there  ?  I 
also  wrote  to  fire  genrlemen  whose  names 
appeared  first  among  the  signatures  on  the 
first  sheet  of  the  petition,  requesting  to 
know  whether  they  had  signed  the  petition, 
and  whether  it  had  been  got  up  in  that 
neighbouihood.  The  first  name  attached 
to  the  petition  is  "Stephen  Reid;"  and 
the  following  is  the  answer  I  receiyed  from 

him : — 

•^  Cheltenham,  Feb.  20,  1846. 

•<  Sir — I  knew  nothing  of  the  petition  referred 
to  in  jouT  letter  of  yeeterday's  date.  I  have 
agned  no  petition,  and  certainly  have  not  author, 
iied  any  body  to  sign  it  for  me ;  and  as  I  know  no 
oiher  person  in  Cheltenham  of  the  name  but  my- 
■elf^  I  doubt  the  honeety  of  the  petition,  and  would 
with  great  reipeet  caution  you  in  acting  upon  it. 
I  tnipeot  but  one  person  who  would  use  my  name, 
and  he  may  possibly  may  have  done  so  for  his  own 
purposes." 

The  next  letter  is  from  mj  Agent,  to  whom 
I  sent  the  petition : — 

"  Cheltenham,  Feb.  26,  1846. 

**  I  hate  perused  the  petition  from  Manchester. 
It  contains  some  signatures  which  were  genuine  ; 
but  I  Tcnture  say  they  never  were  put  to  the  pre- 
sent petition.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Perry,  the  miller, 
at  Alston-mill,  whose  name  appears  in  the  first 
sheet  of  the  petition.  He  says  he  never  heard  of 
it  before^  though  he  would  certainly  have  signed  a 
petiUon  for  the  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  Most  of  the  names  seem  to  me  forgeries, 
or  at  all  events  not  written  by  the  parties  repre- 
sented. I  don't  think  the  petition  ought  to  be  pre^ 
sentedas  that  ofthe  inhabitants  of  Cheltenham. 
I  never  heard  of  it  before,  nor  have  I  met  with 
any  householder  that  ever  did." 

During  the  fourteeq,  years  I  have  held  a 
seat  in  this  House,  I  have  always  voted 
for  the  Motions  made  in  favour  of  free 
trade.  I  supported  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Russell)  in  1841,  when  he  brought 
forward  his  proposition  for  a  fixed  duty.  I 
have  always  supported  the  hon.  Members 
for  Wolverhampton  and  Stockport  when 
they  have  brought  forward  Motions  either 
for  free  trade,  or  for  inquiry  into  the  bur- 
dens which  affect  land.  But  I  scorn  to 
support  any  Motion  or  any  system  by  such 
means  as  the  present.  I  say  unless  the 
question  of  free  trade  can  stand  on  its  own 
merits,  it  will  only  be  hindered  by  such  im- 
positions as  this  ;  and  now  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  Monday  next  I  shall  bring 
forward  the  case  I  have  now  mentioned  as 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House. 
I  claim  the  support  of  those  hon.  Members 
who  are  members  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League  in  my  attempt  to  trace  out  the  au- 
thor of  the  forgery ;  for,  if  I  don't  get 


their  assistance  the  obloquy  which  attaches 
to  the  author  of  the  petition  will  also  ex- 
tend to  them.  [Hon.  Members  :  What  is 
the  prayer  of  the  petition?]  The  peti- 
tioners, after  stating  some  arguments, 
''most  earnestly  implore  the  House,  at 
once  and  for  ever,  entirely  to  abolish  all, 
duties  tending  to  diminish  ^e  supply  of  the 
people's  food." 

Mr.  BRIGHT  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cheltenham  has  done  what  he  could  to 
corroborate  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Enaresborough.  I  believe  that 
no  one  Member  can  be  more  willing  than 
another  that  a  case  like  that  should  receive 
the  fullest  possible  investigation.  I  recom- 
mend him  to  move  for  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire, and  I  shall  be  most  glad  to  second 
the  Motion,  and  to  join  him  or  any  other 
Member  upon  the  Committee  in  sifting  the 
case  most  thoroughly.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough  has  eudeavoured  to  an- 
swer the  attack  which  he  says  I  made 
upon  him';  but  he  has  merely  recited  what 
he  said  a  few  nights  before,  giving  us,  in 
addition,  a  letter  he  has  had  in  his  pocket 
for  some  two  years,  as  a  proof  that  his  as- 
sertions were  correct.  Now,  I  am  pre- 
pared still  to  say,  that  I  believe  every  part 
of  his  statement  is  utterly  unfounded.  I 
have  here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Rawsthome, 
whose  name  has  been  mentioned,  and  who 
formed  one  of  the  deputation  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  respecting  the  duty  on  starch. 
He  states  distinctly,  that  Mr.  George  Wil- 
son did  not  issue  the  circular  requesting 
the  starch  manufacturers  to  assemble  in 
Manchester — ^that  Mr.  George  Wilson  did 
not  act  as  chairman  of  the  meeting.  That 
is  the  reply  to  two  of  the  statements  the 
hon.  Member  has  made.  He  denies  that 
any  meeting  of  the  kind  took  place,  and 
consequently  that  no  deputation  proceeded 
from  such  meeting,  either  of  individual 
members  of  the  council  of  the  League,  or  of 
any  other  gentlemen.  It  is  true,  he  adds, 
that  two  other  gentlemen  and  himself 
waited  upon  the  Minister,  but  that  Mr. 
Wilson  was  not  one  of  them — that  they 
proceeded  to  London,  their  object  being 
not  to  seek  protection;  and  this  was  clearly 
stated  at  the  interview  with  the  Board  o£ 
Trade.  If  they  were  permitted  to  use  the 
raw  material,  wheat,  free  of  duty,  that  was 
all  they  desired,  and  not  any  protective 
duty  whatever  on  the  manufactured  ar- 
ticle, starch  ;  they  only  asked  a  duty 
equivalent  to  that  which  was  proposed 
to  be  levied  on  tho  raw  material.  The 
following  is  an  extract  from  tho  memot 
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rial  presented  at  the  time.  [The  hen. 
Member  read  a  quotation  from  the  me- 
morial, stating  that  with  a  free  trade  in 
wheat  the  starch  manufacturers  were  not 
afraid  of  foreign  competition;  but  that 
while  the  price  of  the  raw  material  was 
kept  up  by  the  operation  of  the  Com  Laws, 
the  proposed  small  duty  of  5s.  per  cwt.  on 
foreign-made  starch  threatened  their  trade, 
and  all  hopes  of  competition  with  the  fo- 
reign manufacturer.]  Judging  from  the 
speeches  of  some  hon.  Members,  it  is  pos- 
sible that  this  explanation  will  not  be 
understood.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  for  in- 
stance, may  not  perceive  that  a  duty  on 
the  foreign  article,  to  counterbalenoe  the 
duty  on  the  raw  material  from  which  that 
article  is  made  in  this  country,  is  different 
from  a  protective  duty.  The  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough  has 
been  thus  met  and  refuted.  I  have  proved 
that  Mr.  Wilson  never  convened  the  meet- 
ing. I  say,  therefore,  that  to  assert  that 
he  did,  is  positively  and  utterly  unfounded : 
that  he  presided  at  such  a  meeting  is  not 
more  true.  The  hon.  Member  has  made 
other  extraordinary  statements  as  to  Mr. 
Wilson;  but  it  wiU  be  recollected  that,  as 
to  some  of  his  assertions,  an  offer  has  been 
made  to  meet  him  in  a  court  of  justice. 
[Mr.  Ferrand:  No.]  Does  the  hon. 
Member  recollect  that  he  once  charged 
Mr.  Wilson  and  Mr.  Rawsthome  with  being 
present  at  a  meeting  in  Liverpool,  during 
which  a  proposition  had  been  made  to  com- 
mit the  frightful  crime  of  assassination  ? 
Does  he  recollect  that  Mr.  Rawsthome 's 
solicitor  wrote  to  the  solicitor  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough,  to  ask  him  if 
he  was  prepared  to  stand  by  his  statement; 
and  that  the  reply  was  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  willing  to  stand  by  the  report  in 
the  Morning  Post  ?  The  solicitor  of  Mr. 
Rawsthome  next  wrote  to  Mr.  Coulson,  of 
Bradford,  the  solicitor  of  the  hon.  Member, 
to  request,  in  order  to  be  saved  the  in- 
convenience of  proceeding  against  a  news- 
paper, that  the  hon.  Member  would  give 
an  admission  of  the  accuracy  of  the  report 
in  the  Morning  Post,  and  give  the  news- 
paper a  guarantee.  The  hon.  Member 
agreed  to  do  so :  he  intimated  that  he 
would  give  the  guarantee,  in  order  that  the 
proprietor  of  the  Morning  Post  might  be 
saved  harmless  from  the  costs.  Had  the 
hon.  Member  ever  given  that  guarantee  ? 
Every  particle  of  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  as  untme  as  anything  that 
had  ever  been  uttered  by  human  being  on 
this  earth.  It  could  be  proved  to  be  untme 


in  all  its  parts;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  dare  to  go  into  a  court  of  justice.  An 
hon.  Member  suggests  that  I  ought  to  state 
why  the  prosecution  was  not  followed  up. 
We  of  the  League  appealed  for  the  success 
of  our  cause  to  public  opinion;  and  it  would 
ill  become  us  to  prosecute  an  editor  en- 
gaged in  the  honourable  and, meritorious 
undertaking  of  giving  good  speeches  as 
well  as  bad  to  the  public.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman read  a  letter  from  Rochdale,  and  an 
extract  from  a  Tory  newspaper,  published 
in  the  town  of  Bolton.  Well,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  stand  before  the  people  of  Roch- 
dale on  whatever  small  merits  I  possess. 
1  don't  want  the  hon.  Member  to  stand 
sponsor  for  their  opinion  of  me.  They 
know  me  intimately,  and  I  know  them; 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  Rochdale  is  the 
last  place  in  the  country  where  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  received  in  a  manner 
on  which  he  could  congratulate  himself. 
He  must  have  a  recollection  of  the  recep- 
tion he  met  with  in  the  theatre  of  the 
town.  I  shall  now  say  no  more  than  that 
his  statements  as  to  Mr.  Wilson  are  utterly 
unfounded,  and,  if  I  may  use  the  words  of 
a  resolution  on  the  books  of  this  House, 
that  they  are  ''  calumnious,  and  altogether 
unfounded." 

Dr.  BOWRING  :  I  think  I  am  caUed 
on  to  say  a  few  words,  and  they  shall  be 
very  few.  The  hon.  Gentleman  complains 
that  he  was  not  answered  immediately  after 
he  sat  down — ^that  I  was  present,  and  did 
not  rise  to  reply  to  him.  Now  the  hon. 
Gentleman  detailed  accurately  the  suffer- 
ings of  a  portion  of  the  labouring  com- 
munity in  Bolton  and  its  neighbourhood. 
He  spoke  of  the  miserable  way  in  which 
the  people  Vere  fed,  clad,  and  housed,  and 
of  the  wretched  wages  which  they  were 
enabled  to  get.  He  introduced  the  name 
of  Mr.  Henry  Ashworth,  and  mentioned 
him  as  an  in<&vidual  who  was  mainly  in- 
strumental in  removing  large  numbers  of 
the  agricultural  population  to  Bolton  and 
its  neighbourhood,  and  thereby  directly 
causing  the  distress  of  which  he  made  such 
complaint.  He  appealed:  to  the  House 
against  what  he  called  the  "  cold-blooded 
cmelty  of  this  Quaker.*'  And  what  is  his 
statement  now  ?  Why,  that  he  never  re- 
ferred to  Mr.  Henry  Ashworth  at  all.  [Mr. 
Ferrand  :  No.]  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says  to-night  that  the  scenes  which  he  de- 
scribed took  place  in  Mr.  Ashworth 's 
neighbourhood,  in  some  mills  away  from 
his  abode,  and  he  completely  disconnected 
Mr.   Ashworth 's  name  from  the  cruelty 
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with  wUch  he  endeavoured  the  other  night 
to  associate  it.  I  took  the  liberty  of  writing 
to  ihe  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Newark 
on  this  subject;  and  certainly  his  testimony 
must  be  of  a  disinterested  character,  be- 
cause he  has  given  us  to  understand  that 
he  does  not  mean  to  support  the  measures 
of  the  Government.  Now  I  only  ask  him 
to  say  whether  Mr.  H.  Ashworth  deserves, 
from  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
any  one  else,  to  be  charged  with  *'  cold- 
blooded cruelty  ? ' '  The  noble  Lord  visited 
his  establishment,  and  made  himself  ac- 
quainted with  its  details  and  with  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  in  attendance  there  ; 
and  I  am  quite  willing  to  leave  the  whole 
case  in  the  hands  of  the  noble  Lord,  whose 
love  of  truth  will  enable  the  House  to  judge 
between  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
and  mine. 

Mb.  roebuck  :  I  think  I  was  per- 
fectly justified,  by  all  the  rules  of  courtesy 
observed  in  this  House,  in  presuming  that 
the  hon.  Member,  who  occupied  two  hours 
and  a  half  of  the  last  hours  of  the  debate 
of  one  night  in  a  very  fierce  attack  on 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House — ["No, 
no  ;*']— yes,  and  on  persons  out  of  this 
House,  who  could  only  be  defended  by  those 
who  sit  here — would,  as  a  mere  matter  of 
fairness,  be  in  his  place  to  hear  the  answer 
which  could  be  made  to  his  vituperation. 
If  he  was  not  here,  the  fault  was  the  hon. 
Member's.  An  opportunity  was  afforded 
me  by  the  forms  of  the  House  of  complain- 
ing of  the  way  in  which  the  time  of  the 
House  had  been  wasted.  I  availed  myself 
of  it,  as  it  was  my  right  to  do,  and  I  com- 
plained of  the  language  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. And  now.  Sir,  I  shall  not  attempt 
to  answer  the  sort  of  attempted  sarcasm 
in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  indulged 
with  respect  to  me.  It  is  an  attack  on  me 
for  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  my  failure  in 
life.  If  I  have  failed,  Heaven  forbid  I 
should  attempt  to  deprive  the  hon.  Member 
of  so  noble  a  topic  of  congratulation  !  But 
I  will  say,  that  in  all  my  misfortunes  never 
has  it  been  my  fate  to  have  a  body  of  Gen- 
tlemen assembled  in  England  declare  that 
which  I  stated  to  be  a  falsehood  and  a  ca- 
lumny. The  resolution  passed  by  this 
House  has  descended  to  posterity  on  its 
records,  branding  a  Member  of  it  with 
being  guUty  of  unfounded  calumny  with 
respect  to  two  Members  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  says  he  founded  his  be- 
lief of  a  calumnious  statement,  which  he 
uttered  in  this  House,  on  a  resolution 
passed  by  certain  persons  in  the  town  of 


Rochdale.  I  must  also  express  my  belief 
in  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
designating  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  the 
disseminator  of  a  calumny  utterly  unfound- 
ed. He  has  never  answered  that  resolu- 
tion; and  so  long  as  it  remains  the  unani- 
mous declaration  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  is  welcome,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
to  any  assertion  he  may  please  to  make. 
It  will  be  weighed  in  that  balance  which 
the  House  applied  to  his  former  statements, 
and  will  be  cast  aside  for  that  worthlessness 
by  which,  at  present,  all  his  asseverations 
are  characterized.  That,  Sir,  is  my  an- 
swer to  the  "  hon."  Gentleman.  One  word, 
and  one  word  only,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Inglis).  He  says,  that  I 
have  offended  not  only  by  words,  but  by 
my  gestures.  As  to  the  latter  charge, 
some  of  us  have,  unfortunately,  peculiari- 
ties of  that  kind  which  we  cannot  get  over. 
But  the  hon.  Gentlemen  says  I  pointed  out 
five  or  six  individuals,  and  named  them, 
and  accused  them  of  being  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices  at  elections.  Sir,  I  did  so.  And 
the  hon.  Baronet  calls  that  personality !  If 
that  is  80,  an  indictment  is  personal.  I 
charged  certain  Members  with  corrupt 
practices,  and  I  proved  my  charge.  [Major 
Beresford  :  No.]  An  united  Committee, 
without  a  single  division,  placed  amongst 
those  Members  guilty  of  ''corrupt  prac- 
tices" the  hon.  Member  who  now  cries 
"No."  That  is  my  answer  to  the  hon. 
Baronet.  And  when  he  says,  with  respect 
to  me,  "  who  would  listen  to  the  Gracchi 
complaining  of  sedition?"  I  feel  honoured 
by  his  comparing  me  to  two  of  the  greatest 
names  which  Rome  produced. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  am  one  of 
those  who  very  much  regret  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Knaresborough 
shoidd  think  it  his  duty  on  several  occasions 
to  make  attacks  on  gentlemen  whom  I  call 
members  of  the  manufacturing  body.  I 
entirely  differ  with  him  in  his  general  views 
on  that  subject.  I  have  often,  indeed,  re- 
monstrated with  him  upon  the  subject.  But 
this  I  can  say,  that  my  hon.  Friend  says 
the  same  things  out  of  the  House  as  he  says 
in  it.  He  is  honest.  He  is  sincere.  It 
is  his  conviction.  He  believes  he  is  fiilfil- 
ing  his  duty;  and  I  cannot  see  that  in  the 
way  he  has  executed  it  upon  the  present 
occasion,  he  has  done  anything  to  ciul  forth 
the  expression  of  disapprobation,  on  the 
part  of  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  several  individuals  whose  names  have 
been  brought  into  the  discussion:  take,  for 
instance,  Mr,  George  Wilson,  chairman  of 


243 


Mr,  Feirraiiid  and 


{COMMONS} 


kisAccnuen. 


344 


tbe  League.  I  know  notliing  personally 
of  him.  I  believe  (that  is,  I  dare  say)  he 
is  a  "  Tery  good  sort  of  person" — and  when 
you  know  a  man,  you  generally  find  him 
to  be  a  "  very  good  sort  of  person.'*  But 
he  has  for  a  series  of  years  been  an  agi- 
tator. He  has  filled  a  very  distineuisbed 
poBt  in  public  demoDBtrstionsof  thefeagtie, 
and  has  been  in  the  habit  of  expressing 
himself  on  public  matters  and  public  men 
with  very  little  reserve.  And  I  must  say, 
that  I  was  astonished  that  such  an  indivi- 
dual, or  his  representatives  and  apologists 
here,  should  on  every  occasion  show  the 
very  thin  skin  which  Gentlemen  opposite 

SineraQy  evince.  So  again  I  must  say  to 
r.  Ashworth,  I  am  convinced  that  my 
hon.  Friend  feels  assured  that  he  was  au- 
thorized in  making  the  statement  he  has 
made.  What  that  statement  was,  I  do  not 
exactly  know — any  more  than  I  understood 
what  was  the  statement  as  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  as  to  which  the  memorable  reso- 
lution of  this  House  was  come  to,  which 
has  to-night  been  by  the  Member  for  Bath, 
BO  theatrically  appealed  to.  I  believe,  in 
fact,  that  the  statement  and  the  resolution 
were  equally  worthless.  But  I  am  bound 
to  say,  I  don't  desire  to  listen  to  all  these 
stories  myself.  I  am  as  prejudiced  one 
way  on  the  subject,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is 
the  other.  I  believe  the  Messrs.  Ashworth 
have  done  great  good.  That  is  my  opin- 
ion. I  have  formed  that  opinion  on  what 
I  have  heard  and  seen.  And  my  hon. 
Friend  has  formed  his  upon  what  he  has 
heard  and  seen.  But  what  I  want  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  is,  that  it  is  not  de* 
sirablo,  perhaps,  that  every  man  in  the 
House  should  have  the  same  opinion.  All 
men  have  prejudices,  in  which  they  differ 
from  each  otoer;  and  some  men  have  the 
frankness  freely  to  confess  them.  But, 
speaking  seriously,  I  think  that  really  my 
hon.  Fnend  has  to-night  had  much  the  best 
of  it.  I  deprecate  the  introduction  of 
these  personal  topics;  but  I  think  that 
he  has  entirely  substantiated  the  position 
he  took  up,  although  I  regret  that  ne  took 
it  up  at  all.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  (Mr.  Bright)  has  made  a  con- 
ftised  and  clumsy  sort  of  statement  as  to 
some  supposed  accusation  by  my  hon. 
Friend  about  Members  of  the  League  being 
abettors  of  assassination.  Whether  my 
hon.  Friend  did  make  such  a  charge  or  not 
— whether  ho  was  correctly  reported  — 
whether  the  parties  accused  should  have 
prosecuted  or   not  *«  all   these   circum- 


stances are  left  in  darkness  and  doubt. 
Nor  do  I  ihink  the  House  cares  much 
about  the  matter.  But  I  do  recollect 
hearing  Members  of  the  League  ac- 
cused of  abetting  assassination  in  this 
House — by  a  very  distinguished  individual 
at  the  head  of  the  Administration.  Why 
not  prosecute  the  right  hon.  Baronet? 
Here  is  an  **  ander*d  monarch  of  the 
woods :  *  *  why  hunt "  small  deer  ?  "  If  you 
wish,  you  Gentlemen  of  the  League,  to  vin- 
dicate your  character  as  to  assassination, 
for  which  I  certainly  never  gave  you  credit 
— ^you  have  ample  opportunity.  Extract 
from  ihe  pages  of  Hansard  the  statements 
you  may  there  find ;  ask  the  riffht  hon.  Ba- 
ronet if  he  admits  them  ;  and  1  doubt  not 
he  will  directly  give  you  a  *'  guarantee, ' '  and 
you  may  prosecute  at  once.  Now,  I  must 
say  I  think  there  has  been  a  great  deal  too 
much  made  by  the  Member  for  Bath  of  the 
resolution  of  this  House  a  year  or  two  ago, 
as  to  a  certain  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Knaresborough. 
I  really  think  a  more  ridiculous  resolution 
never  was  passed ;  and  the  more  so,  as  I 
fully  believe  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet,  who 
was  forced  into  the  painful  position  of 
bringing  it  forward,  and  who  has  a  natural 
taste  for  humour,  was  keenly  sensible  of  it, 
for  he  did  all  he  could  to  avert  the  ridi- 
culous catastrophe ;  and  neither  he  nor  his 
right  hon.  Colleague  (Sir  J.  Graham)  denied 
the  "  vindication'*  in  any  way.  They  did 
not  originate  the  proceedings.  No,  Sir; 
it  originated  in  a  quarter  whence  the  most 
disagreeable  proceedings  naturally  ema- 
nate— with  the  Member  for  Bath ;  and 
when  the  Member  for  Bath  dilates,  with 
all  the  dramatic  effect  worthy  of  a  minor 
theatre,  upon  this  famous  **  resolution,*' 
which  he  says  denounced  a  Member  for 
calumnious  statements,  he  should  remem- 
ber his  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork,  who 
was  once  placed  in  a  similar  disameablo 
position  —  when  reprimanded  by  the 
Speaker  for  calumnious  statements  as  to 
the  conduct  of  Blection  Committees  of  the 
House.  I  leave  both  GenUemen  to  deal 
with  the  respective  **  resolutions"  as  they 
like.  I  only  set  tbe  one  resolution  against 
the  other.  Sir,  I  have  not  had  any  reso- 
lution passed  yet  against  me  ;  and  I  think 
if  my  hon.  rriend  had  taken  my  advice 
never  to  abuse  anybody,  but  rather  to  re- 
sort to  such  language  as  our  English 
tongue  and  the  forms  of  this  House  permit 
for  the  expression  of  opinion,  be  would 
never  have  been  in  the  position  in  which 
die  **  resolution**  referrea  to,  I 
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justly  placed  Mm.    But,  Sir,  the  Member 
for  Bath,  to  whom  (as  usual)  we  are  in- 
debted for  these  discussions,  as  well  as  to 
that    extraordinary    ''  resolution"    which 
hang^  around  my  hon.  Friend  so  awfully — 
the  Member  for  Bath  says,  '*  I  have  been 
unjustly  accused  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  who 
says  I  haye  pointed  my  finger  at  Members 
and  accused  them  :  this  is  not  personality. 
It  is  the  discharge  of  public  duty,  and  I 
was  justified  in  so  acting,''  &,c.     It  is  all 
*'  very  fine,"  Sir,  for  the  hon.  Member 
thus  to  "  ride  off  on  the  high  horse ;"  but 
it  is  not  the  fact.     The  fact  is,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  hon.  Member  is  perpetually, 
constantly,  habitually  infringing  upon  the 
rules  of  the  House,  and,  what  is  more,  the 
proprieties  of  gentlemanlike  demeanour. 
I  know  in  my  own  case,  and  in  the  case  of 
seyeral  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side,  when 
we  hare  on  various  occasions  uttered  our 
opinions  on  public  affairs,  he  has  got  up, 
and  (in  direct  violation  of  the  rules  of  the 
House  that  you  ought  never  to  impute 
motives  to  Members)  has  imputed  to  us 
motives  most  corrupt,  most  sinister,  and 
most  ungentlemanlike.     Some  of  my  hon. 
Friends  have  noticed  it.     I  never  have.     I 
always  felt  that  in  this  world  you  must 
bear  a  good  deal — excited  as  it  was,  occa- 
sionally, throughout,  by  the  characteristic 
and  inimitable  composure   and   quiet  hu- 
mour which  marked  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
delivery  ;  and  that  even  in  this  indulgent, 
though  dignified  assembly,  where,  by  our 
**  rules,"  we  endeavour,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  carry  on  public  affairs  without  any  un- 
necessary acerbity,   still,  we  must  occa- 
sionally submit  to  some  things  which  the 
rules  of  this  House  do  not  permit.  I  could, 
no  doubt,  easily  have  vindicated  my  cha- 
racter ;  but  that  would  only  have  made  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  speak  once  or  twice 
more  :    and  really  I  have  never  any  wish 
to  hear  him  ;  for  I  ''  take  things  as  I  find 
them."     I  have  had  the  most  corrupt  mo- 
tives imputed  to  me.     But  I  know  how 
true  it  is  that  a  tree  must  produce  its 
fruit — ^that  a  crab   tree  will  bring  forth 
crab  apples — and  that  a  man  of  meagre  or 
acid  mind,  who  writes  a  pamphlet  or  makes 
a  speech,  must  make  a  meagre  and  acid 
pamphlet,  or  a  poor  and  sour  speech.    Let 
things,  then,  take  their  course.     But  for 
the  Member  for  Bath  !    for  him — extraor- 
dinary purist  as  he  is  ! — to  come  forward 
and  complain-^as  if  he  had  never  con- 
ducted himself  against  the  rules  of  the 
House ! — as  if  he  had  never  been  in  the 


habit  of  imputing  improper  motives  to 
Gentlemen !  Sir,  I  am  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  when  I  state  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  by  no  means  represents  himself 
faithfully  or  consistently ;  and  I  think  that 
he — ^though  now  assuming  the  functions  of 
general  instructor — as  formerly  of  general 
accuser — ^that  he  would  do  well  to  profit 
by  his  own  precepts,  and  eschew  his  me- 
lodramatic malignity  and  Sadler's  Wells 
sort  of  sarcasm.  Sir,  it  is  very  easy  to 
put  on  this  sort  of  air — wagging  the  finger 
—  'bating  the  breath  —  and  "looking 
daggers,  though  he  use  none. "  This  is  all 
**  extremely  fine;"  and  if  it  comes  from 
one  who  is  justified  in  using  such  language, 
and  having  recourse  to  such  gestures — 
I  might  say  it  was  simply  ridiculous. 
Coming,  however  from  the  quarter  whence 
it  does,  it  is  more  than  ridiculous,  it  is  of- 
fBnsive 

Mr.  '  O'CONNELL  :  Though  I  have 
been  often  the  subject  of  debate  in  this 
House,  I  thought  it  hardly  possible  that 
my  name  could  be  dragged  into  this  dis- 
cussion. The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  cor- 
rect as  to  his  facts,  and  he  supplied  by  his 
imagination  the  defects  of  his  memory.  I 
was  not  accused  of  calumniating  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  I  spoke  of  a  system  as 
being  characterized  by  frequent  instances 
of  perjury.  That  was  determined  to  be 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House.  I 
was  censured  accordingly  by  the  late 
Speaker,  who  read  me  a  lecture,  and  the 
moment  he  had  done,  I  repeated  my  words. 
The  House  has  since  confirmed  my  words, 
for  it  has  cfianged  this  tribunal.  I  was  a 
martyr  in  working  out  the  cause  of  truth 
and  justice  on  the  occasion  alluded  to,  and 
I  am  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
giving  me  an  opportunity  of  saying  so. 

Major  BERESFORD  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck)  says  I 
was  one  of  those  against  whom  corrupt 
practices  were  proved.  I  deny  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  established  a 
single  ease  of  bribery  against  me  ;  and  I' 
certainly  consider  that  I  was  on  that  occa- 
sion unjustly  and  acrimoniously  attacked. 

Mr.  B.  E SCOTT  gave  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Ferrand)  notice  that  he  should 
in  the  debate  coming  on  attempt  to  vindi- 
cate the  character  of  some  persons  whom 
the  hon.  Gentleman  attacked,  and  he  gave 
him  this  notice  that  he  might  be  present  or 
not  as  he  chose. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  said:  I  cannot 
see  how  any  testimony  of  mine  in  favoiu'  of 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  Mr.  Ash* 
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worth  conducts  and  superintends  his  mills, 
can  bear  upon  the  points  that  have  been 
alluded  to ;  I  believe  that  Mr.  Ashworth 
himself  would  rather  that  I  remained  silent 
on  the  subject ;  but,  as  I  have  been  ap- 
pealed to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bolton  (Dr.  Bowring),  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  know,  Mr. 
Ashworth  has  a  deep  sense  of  the  respon- 
sibility that  devolves  upon  him  as  one  of 
the  great  cotton  barons,  as  I  may  call 
them,  under  our  present  system — a  respon- 
sibility greater  than  ever  rested  on  the 
barons  of  olden  time.  I  have  great  plea- 
sure, in  bearing  my  testimony  to  the  excel- 
lent way  in  which  Mr.  Ashworth  dis- 
charges that  responsibility. 

Mr.  FIELDEN  said,  many  of  the 
speeches  of  that  House  would  be  found 
objectionable,  if  subjected  to  the  same 
scrutiny  as  that  applied  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  Ferrand's).  If  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
that  House  woidd  read  more  and  talk  less, 
iti  would  be  much  to  the  advantage  of  the 
country.  With  reference  to  the  state- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresbo- 
rough,  he  could  only  say  there  were  facts 
contained  in  them  which  could  not  be  de- 
nied— facts  founded  on  evidence  before 
that  House,  which  his  hon.  Friend  thought 
it  his  duty  to  state.  In  the  year  1834, 
both  Mr.  Ashworth  and  Mr.  Greg  wrote  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  requesting 
that  labourers  from  the  southern  districts 
should  be  sent  to  the  north,  for  the  avowed 
and  express  purpose  of  equalising  the  wages 
of  the  manufacturing  artizans.  Those  let- 
ters caused  a  strong  sensation  at  the  time 
among  the  working  population;  for  they 
understood  by  the  term  "  equalising'*  the 
reduction  of  their  wages  to  the  level  of 
that  paid  in  the  agricultural  counties.  On 
the  recommendation  and  request  contained 
in  these  letters  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers acted,  and  established  an  office  in  Man- 
chester for  facilitating  the  immigration  of 
labourers  from  the  south  of  England.  It 
had  been  proved  that  no  less  than  10,000 
of  those  labourers  had  been  sent  in  conse- 
quence into  the  manufacturing  districts; 
but  at  length  the   Commissioners   relin- 

Suishcd  their  scheme,  and  the  office  in 
[anchester  over  which  Mr.  Muggeridge 
presided  had  been  given  up.  As  to  the 
cruelties  committed  in  the  factories,  if  hon. 
Members  referred  to  the  Report  of  Sir 
Robert  PccKs  Committee  in  1816 — if  they 
looked  to  the  Reports  of  Mr.  Sadler,  and 
of  the  Factory  Commissioners,  owing  to 
which  the  Factory  BiU  of  Lord  Al^orp 


had  been  passed,  they  would  be  convinced 
that  in  all  he  had  said  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough  had  not  made  any  over- 
statement; and  that  his  assertions  on  those 
points  could  be  proved  on  undeniable  evi- 
dence. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Certainly,  Sir,  in  the 
very  harmless  discussion  wnich  has  just 
taken  place,  I  did  not  intend  to  have  tiJien 
any  part;  nor  would  I  do  so,  were  it  not 
for  some  allusions  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shrewsbury.  That  hon.  Member 
thought  fit  to  recall  to  the  recollection  of 
the  House  something  which  took  place 
about  three  years  since  in  the  course  of 
a  heated  debate,  when  I  put  an  erroneous 
construction  on  some  expressions  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport.  An  explana- 
tion was  given  of  the  meaning  of  those 
expressions  by  that  hon.  Member;  and  my 
intention  at  the  time,  after  that  explana- 
tion, was  to  have  relieved  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  in  the  most  distinct  man- 
ner from  the  unputation  which  I  had  put 
upon  him.  If  any  one  who  was  present  at 
that  debate  had  stated  to  me  that  my  repa- 
ration was  not  so  complete,  and  the  avowal 
of  my  error  not  so  unequivocal  as  it  ought 
to  have  been,  I  should  at  once  have  re- 
peated it  more  plainly  and  distinctly.  It 
was  my  intention  to  have  made  the  fullest 
explanation  :  that  my  intention  must  have 
been  so  will  indeed  appear  on  reference  to 
my  speech.  I  am  sorry  certainly  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  has  thought 
fit  to  revive  the  subject,  or,  at  least,  I 
should  have  been  so  if  his  reference  to  it 
had  not  given  roe  an  opportunity  of  fully 
and  unequivocally  withdrawing  an  imputa- 
tion on  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport, 
which  was  thrown  out  in  the  heat  of  debate 
under  an  erroneous  impression  of  his  mean- 
ing. 

Mr.  COBDEN  felt  very  happy  in  having 
the  opportunity  of  expressing  his  feelings 
on  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
At  the  time  the  occurrence  took  place  he 
felt — ^he  might  say  the  country  felt  too — 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  made 
that  distinct  disavowal  of  the  imputations 
which  had  been  long  expected.  Still  the 
matter  itself  had  been  also  so  extraordinary 
that  there  might  have  been  much  room  for 
mistake,  though  it  would  hardly  have  borne 
the  interpretation  which  had  heen  put  upon 
it.  He  took  the  present  ample  and  ois- 
tinct  disavowal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  entirely  satisfactory.  He  was  glad 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made  it ;  for  it 
had  given  him  an  opportonity  quite  as  plea> 
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Bant  to  his  feelings  of  stating  that  he  too 
felt  regret  for  the  terms  in  which  he  had 
alluded  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  all  either  he  (Mr. 
Gohden)  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  pre- 
viously said  on  that  suhject,  would  he  ohlite- 
rated  from  their  recollection,  and  that  no 
one  on  either  side  of  the  House,  after  what 
had  passed  that  night,  would  attempt  to 
reviye  the  matter,  or  make  any  allusion 
to  it. 

Suhject  at  an  end. 

COMMERCIAL  POLICY— CUSTOMS— CORN 
LAWS— ADJOURNED  DEBATE(TWELFTH 
NIGHT). 

Mr.BANKES,  in  resuming  the  Adjourn- 
ed Dehate,  said :  Sir,  I  must  in  one  respect 
regret  the  delay  that  has  taken  place  in  re- 
suming the  adjourned  dehate  this  night,  he- 
cause  I  concur  in  the  wish  that  has  heen  so 
generally  expressed  that  we  shall  this  night 
go  to  a  division.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  certainly  will  not  he  the  occa- 
sion of  much  delay,  for  I  do  not  intend  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  Memher 
for  Wolverhampton  who  has  preceded  me 
in  the  dehate.  I  will  not  most  assuredly 
rival  that  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  length  of 
his  speech;  and  I  cannot  avoid  remarking, 
that  when  that  hon.  Gentleman  complained 
of  delay,  he  ought  not  to  have  accompanied 
the  complaint  with  a  speech  which  to  such 
an  extent  postponed  our  arrival  at  the 
conclusion  which  he  expressed  such  a  de- 
sire to  attain.  I  do  not  regret,  upon  this 
occasion,  that  the  measure  now  hefore  us 
has  heen  preceded  hy  one  that  is  really 
for  the  reuef  of  Ireland — a  measure  that 
is  intended  and  calculated  to  meet  and 
ahate  the  misery  and  calamity  that  have 
arisen  in  Ireland.  It  is  calculated,  I  he- 
lieve,  to  meet  the  present  emergency ; 
whilst  the  greater  measure  that  has  heen 
forced  on  our  attention  has  nothing  to  do 
with  that  calamity,  and  has  not  any  hear- 
ing upon  it.  I  am  glad  that  we  may  now 
tmderstand  that  we  are  in  a  condition 
calmly  to  consider  whether  this  great  mea- 
sure, forced  upon  our  attention,  is  one 
that  is  fit  for  our  adoption,  and  that  this 
measure  is  no  longer  to  he  involved  in  its 
discussion  with  the  question  of  the  present 
deficiency  of  food  in  Ireland.  We  are  not, 
as  I  trust,  any  longer  to  he  called  to  do 
that  which  ought  never  even  to  have  heen 
suggested — namely,  that  a  permanent  mea- 
sure should  he  enacted  to  meet  a  temporary 
inconvenience.  I  do  not  see  how  the  two 
things  could  ever  have  heen  combined  to- 


gether, especially  when  I  recollect  what 
occurred  in  the  year  1822 — a  year  which 
was  alluded  to  on  the  previous  night  hy  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Wolverhampton,  and  when 
the   distress  was  not  only  as  great,  but 
much  greater  than  it  is  now  in  Ireland, 
or  than  I  hope  it  ever  will  be;  and  when 
I  recollect  that  in  that  year  of  such  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  there  was  the  greatest  glut 
of  com  in  England  that  has  ever  taken 
place  —  when   I   recollect  these    circum- 
stances, I  ask  how  can  it  be  supposed  that 
the  introduction  of  foreign  com  into  Eng- 
land could  be  a  remedy  for  the  distress  in 
Ireland  ?     [Sir  R.  Peel  rose  to  leave  the 
ffovue,]     I   am  sorry  to  detain  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  but  there  is  a  portion  of 
the  observations  which  I  must  address  to 
the  House  that  has  reference  to  the  trans- 
actions in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
taken  part,  and  to  this  I  should  not  like 
to  give  utterance,  except  in  the  presence 
of  the   right  hon.    Baronet.     I  refer  to 
that  extraordinary  crisis  which  has  beei^ 
brought  about  by  the  right   hon.  Baro- 
net, in  the  conduct  which  he  has  pur- 
sued. It  seems  to  me,  and  has  so  appeared 
to  many  others,  that  the  course  adopted  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  unusual,  un- 
exampled, and  unprecedented — I  dare  not 
say  the  word  imconstitutional,  in  giving  my 
opinion  upon  the  conduct  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has   thought  fit  to   adopt. 
Certainly  it  was  absolutely  unusual,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  it  is  not  desirable  that  it 
should  be  followed  as  a  precedent.     I  say 
this  with  reference,  in  the  first  place,  to 
the  manner  in  which  on  this  occasion  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  exercised  the  powers 
and  privileges  vested  in  him  as   Prime 
Minister — ^powers  and  privileges,  I  must 
remark,  which  are  unknown  to  the  Consti- 
tution; for  the  Constitution  does  not  recog- 
nise a  Prime  Minister.   But  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  first,  by  his  influence  in  the  Cabinet 
of  which  he  was  a  Member,  controlling  a 
large  majority  of  that  Cabinet,  who  decided 
against  his  opinions  and  his  views  ;  and 
afterwards,  by  the  resignation  to   which 
he  thought  fit  to  resort  in  consequence  of  a 
division  in  the  Cabinet ;  and  then,  after  he 
had  ceased  to  be  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and  had  become  a  private  individual,  by 
making  a  communication  to  the  Sovereign, 
which  had  an  undoubted  tendency  to  influ- 
ence, and  must  have  had  an  influential  effect 
upon,  the  mind  of  the  Sovereign,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  being  then  a  private  indivi- 
dual, and  no  longer  responsible  for  his  acts 
— for  these  proceedings  I  assert  that  there 
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is  no  precedent.  I  am  sure  ihat  this  course 
was  without  example;  though  I  dare  not 
say  that  it  was  unconstitutional,  for  I  do 
not  know  the  authority  to  which  I  could 
appeal  on  this  point  as  to  the  real  doctrines 
and  principles  of  the  Constitution;  for  on 
these  points  and  principles  of  the  Consti- 
tution to  what  can  I  refer  hut  to  the  poli- 
tical actions  of  our  puhlic  men  ?  A  Gfen- 
tleman,  divested  of  responsible  authority^ 
become  a  priTate  indiyidual,  communicates 
with  the  SoTereign,  for  the  avowed  purpose 
of  producing  an  influence  on  the  mind  of 
the  Sovereign.  We  have  not,  I  must  re- 
mark, the  slightest  explanation  of  this 
transaction.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  recoUect  these  particular  circumstances 
when  he  first  addressed  the  House:  they 
were  stated  by  a  noble  Lord  opposite. 
It  was  by  him  they  were  first  informed, 
and  that  the  fact  was  made  known  to  the 
House  and  the  public,  that  when  the  noble 
Lord  first  waited  on  Her  Majesty,  in  obe- 
dience to  the  summons  he  had  received 
from  Her,  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a 
Government ;  and  Uiat  when  ho  had,  in 
conformity  with  the  resolutions  of  his 
friends,  stated  to  Her  Majesty  that  he 
must  decline  the  attempt  to  form  such  a 
Government,  seeing  the  difficulty  in  which 
he  was  placed,  and  considering  that  he 
was  in  a  minority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  that  upon  this  Her  Majesty  placed 
in  his  hands  the  letter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  ;  and  then,  said  the  noble  Lord, 
that  made  a  great  difference  with  me. 
Thus  the  letter  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  much  weight  with  the  noble  Lord, 
and  it  was  plain  it  had  much  weight  with 
his  Sovereign.  I  am  aware  of  no  instance 
like  this.  I  am  not  aware  of  an  instance  of  a 
private  individual  addressing  his  Sovereign 
under  such  circumstances.  I  am  not  aware 
that  a  private  individual  has  ever  before, 
under  such  circumstances,  stated  to  his 
Sovereign  that  he  would  give  his  Parlia- 
mentary support  to  those  individuab  as 
Ministers  who  should  pledge  themselves  to 
such  and  such  opinions.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  he  did  not  know  who  was  to 
be  his  successor.  That  of  course  is  true ; 
but  the  politics  of  the  individual,  whoever 
he  might  be,  must  be  pretty  well  ascer- 
tained in  regard  to  the  probability  of  his 
receiving  encouragement  from  the  produc- 
tion of  that  important  paper.  And  I  may 
remark,  that  it  was  hardly  possible  that 
any  individual  of  opposite  opinions  should 
be  bold  enough  to  assume  the  reins  of 


Government,  when  he  foimd  such  a  let- 
ter as  that  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty. 
However  pure  were  the  motives  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — and  no  one  for  a 
moment  could  doubt  their  purity — still,  I 
cannot  but  be  apprehensive  that  these 
circumstances  may  give  rise  to  a  prece- 
dent which  will  be  found  dangerous  in 
the  highest  degree.  Here  was  a  person 
without  responsibility,  but  known  to  con- 
trol and  guide  a  large  portion  of  a  com- 
manding party,  dictating  tenns  of  support, 
which  terms  are  transmitted  througn  the 
hands  of  the  Sovereign  to  some  person 
of  weight  belonging  to  another  political 
party.  I  would  submit  it  to  the  better 
judgment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, whether  such  a  precedent  as  this 
may  not  become  dangerous  in  the  highest 
degree,  and  whether  the  people  have  not  a 
right  to  complain.  I  contend  that  before 
we  in  this  House  proceed  to  act  upon 
an  unexpected  change  of  opinion,  we 
shall  give  the  people  the  opportunity  of 
of  expressing  their  will  and  their  opinion. 
If  the  people  have  changed  their  opinion  as 
Ministers  have  done,  tiien  it  b  all  well. 
We  have  then  nothing  more  to  do  but  to 
bear  with  it — ^to  submit  to  it,  and  to  accept 
it ;  but  still  I  say,  if  the  people  have  not 
so  changed,  neither  the  Ministry,  nor  Mem- 
bers in  this  House,  have  a  right  to  stifle 
the  voice  of  the  people.  When  two  parties 
were  thus  balanced ;  when  a  broken  party  of 
the  Conservatives  were  not  able  to  form  a 
Government  for  themselves,  and  the  Whigs 
did  form  a  Government  for  a  day  and  a 
half,  and  could  stand  no  longer,  what,  I 
ask,  could  prevent  a  dissolution,  but  a 
coalition  between  the  broken  party  of  the 
Conservatives  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
Whigs  on  the  other  ?  We  all  know,  by 
past  experience,  the  constitutional  jealousy 
that  is  entertained  in  this  coimtry  against 
the  coalition  of  parties.  It  impHes  a  sa- 
crifice of  principle  somewhere,  and  the 
country  is  jealous  as  to  that ;  and  it 
matters  not  whether  the  coalition  be  for 
the  purposes  of  patriotism,  or  for  power 
or  place.  Men  of  mean  minds  may  sup- 
pose that  political  coalitions  are  formed 
solely  for  considerations  of  place  or  patron- 
age. To  men  of  vulgar  minds  it  may 
seem  as  if  pecuniary  considerations  alone 
could  influence  statesmen.  That  is  not 
the  thought  that  suggests  itself  to  those 
who  take  a  higher  and  more  just  view  of 
the  conduct  of  political  affairs.  They  ob- 
ject to  such  coalition  on  constitutional 
grounds.     They   dislike,  and  ever  have 
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diaiiked,  to  see  men  acting  together  whose 
principleB  for  many  years  had  justly  kept 
them  asunder.  No  man  of  right  feeling 
could  imagine  that  when  a  coalition  was 
formed  between  Lord  North,  Mr.  Fox,  and 
Mr.  Burke,  men  of  the  highest  honour  and 
most  unblemished  reputation — ^no  man  sup- 
posed that  they  had  entered  into  that  coali- 
tion from  the  greedy  and  imworthy  desire 
to  share  amongst  them  the  spoils  of  office, 
the  exercise  of  power,  and  the  gifts  of  pat* 
ronage.  No  one  could  have  believed  this 
of  men  who  were  the  glory  and  the  ornament 
of  the  parties  of  which  each  was  the  respec- 
tire  leader ;  nevertheless  the  moment  that 
it  was  seen  that  such  men  were  combined 
together — admirable  as  they  were  for  their 
talent,  and  unsuspected  as  might  be  their 
motives,  still  the  mere  act  of  l£eir  coalition 
80  outraged  the  public  feeling,  and  so  in- 
jured the  general  respect  for  them  through* 
out  the  countiy,  that  these  great  men  never 
recovered  it.  I  venture  to  say  that  coali- 
tion is  not  merely  obnoxious,  because 
men,  when  coalesced,  sit  on  the  same 
bench  together:  it  is  equally  obnoxious  when 
a  principe  of  combination  brings  opposing 
parties  to  act  togetiier,  whether  imited  in 
office  or  not.  In  both  cases  it  is  equally 
dangerous — alike  calculated  to  destroy  pub- 
lic character,  and  unduly  to  influence  the 
Sovereign.  A  coalition  is  objectionable  in 
every  way,  whether  the  coalition  displays 
itself  by  men  sitting  together  on  the  same 
bench ;  or  whether  the  one  sits  on  one  side 
the  House,  and  tiie  other  on  the  opposite 
side,  and  play  into  the  hands  of  one  an- 
other, responding  one  another's  jokes,  and 
joining  in  tiie  vilification  of  those  who  will 
be  no  parties  to  the  coalition.  What,  then, 
is  the  course  to  be  pursued  ?  The  oppo- 
nents of  the  coalition,  the  representatives 
too  of  numerous  constituencies,  have  a 
right  to  call  upon  their  public  men  not  to 
do  that  which  is  condemned  by  public 
opinion.  And  when  you,  who  are  the  great 
men  of  this  assembly,  admit  that  you  have 
suddenly  come  to  a  new  determination, 
and  have  only  very  recentiy  recanted 
those  opinions  which  you  formerly  avowed 
— when  this  happens,  we  have  a  right 
to  call  upon  the  uentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  who  support  the  measures, 
not  to  combine  together  to  prevent  that 
appeal  to  the  people  which  the  Constitution 
has  given  as  a  bar  against  rash  errors  and 
mistakes.  I  call  upon  them  not  to  co- 
operate and  combine  together  to  prevent 
that,  which,  if  the  feelings  of  the  people  be 
regarded,  must  be  resorted  to — a  dissolu- 


tion of  Parliament  before  we  can  with  any 
propriety  consent  to  pass  this  Bill.  I  speak 
not  without  authority.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  was  the  first  by  a  few 
days  to  announce  his  change  of  opinion ;  for 
his  letter  was  published  in  November,  and 
the  change  of  opinion  in  the  Cabinet  was  not 
revealed  by  the  Times  newspaper  until  the 
4th  of  December.  And  the  noble  Lord,  in 
his  views  of  this  question,  which  he  sup- 
ports witii  all  tiie  energy  and  vigour  that 
distinguish  the  zeal  of  a  recent  convert, 
observed,  "  If  this  end  is  to  be  achieved, 
it  must  be  by  the  unequivocal  expres- 
sion of  the  public  voice.  It  is  not  to 
be  denied  that  many  of  the  elections  for 
cities  and  towns  in  1841,  and  some  in 
1845,  appear  to  favour  the  assertion  that 
free  trade  is  not  popular  with  the  great 
mass  of  the  constituency. ' '  The  noble  Lord 
might  have  added  the  year  1846,  in  which 
every  election,  without  exception,  has  gone 
in  favour  of  tiie  agriculturists.  [  Cries  of 
"Yorkshire."]  I  beg  pardon,  I  will  speak 
of  that  presently.  [Sir  J.  Qraham  :  West- 
minster.] "Westminster!"  Oh,  I  wish  you 
joy  of  Westminster.  Where  is  the  future 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ?  But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  interrupted  me,  must 
permit  me  to  say,  that  if  he  contradicts 
my  opinion  of  the  sentiments  of  the  con- 
stituencies, here  is  a  point  of  controvert- 
ed opinion  to  be  decided.  Why,  then, 
not  go  to  the  country  upon  it?  I  defy 
you.  And  now  for  the  election  for  York- 
shire. That  might  have  been  a  triumph 
imder  ordinary  circumstances;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  mode  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  achieved  his  triumph, 
must  neutralize  the  effects  of  it.  I  re- 
member the  days  before  the  Reform  Bill ; 
and  when  a  Gentieman  in  this  House, 
with  few  constituents,  made  a  most  able 
speech,  it  was  thought  a  sufficient  answer 
to  him  to  say,  that  he  represented  only 
the  money  in  his  breeches  pocket.  That 
was  then  deemed  a  sufficient  reply  to  elo- 
quence and  argument ;  and  now,  I  say  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Yorkshire, 
that  he  represents  the  51.  note  which  he 
sent  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  and 
who  said,  and  said  truly,  on  receiving  it, 
that  that  51,  note  was  as  good  as  5,000^. 
And  so  it  was.  But  where  is  the  credit  or 
the  honour  to  the  noble  Lord  ?  And  when 
we  hear  so  much  against  delegates,  let  me 
ask,  who  is  a  delegate,  if  that  noble  Lord 
is  not  one?  Where  there  has  been  no 
interference  by  that  powerful  League — 
whose  power  I  am  not  here   to  deny. 
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when  I   see  to  what  it  has  reduced  a 
great  party  and  a  powerful  Ministry — ^in 
those  parts  of  the  kingdom  where  the  elec- 
tors have  heen  uninfluenced  hy  their  power 
and  endeaTours,   the  freedom  of  election 
passed  as  it  was  wont,  and  as  it  ought  to 
do,  hy  men  giving  their  votes  in  the  places 
in  which  they  resided,  and  where  they  were 
known,  without  heing  hrought  i^m  a  dis- 
tance, as  they  used  to  he  under  that  which 
was  once  called  the  corrupt  system  of  non- 
resident voting.    Show  me  the  place  where 
there  has  heen  a  free  English  election,  and 
I  will  show  that  a  Protectionist  Memher 
has  heen  returned.     I  understand  that  in 
Yorkshire  2,000  votes  were  hoasted  to  have 
heen  purchased  for  the  service  of  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League.     Where,  then,  was  the 
triumph  of  the  nohle  Lord  who  sat  for  the 
West   Riding?     And  where  is  the  con- 
tradiction to  my  assertion,  that  the  voice 
of  the  people,  when  left  unhiassed,  and 
permitted  to  exercise  that  freedom  which 
the   Constitution  provides,  has  uniformly 
given  a  verdict  in  favour  of   the  prin- 
ciple of  protection?     Shall  I   take    the 
last  and  most  striking  instance — ^the  elec- 
tion for  the  county  of  Nottingham,  the 
Memher  for  which  has  not  taken  his  seat 
to-night ;  and  I  do  not  know  why,  though 
another  county  Memher,  who  was  elected 
only   this    morning,   has   taken  his  seat 
to-day?     It  is  perfectly  true  that  every 
legal  agent  in  Nottinghamshire  has  heen 
retained  against  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
is  returned.     Whether  that  was  in   the 
hon.    Gentleman's  favour,    it   is  not  for 
me  to  say;  at  all  events,  it  is  not  that 
which  turned  the   election.     I  helieve  it 
was  turned  upon  other  grounds  and  upon 
other  principles  ;  and  if  there  could  he  a 
circumstance  to  convince  the  House  that 
the  Constitution  of  England  was  sound, 
and  that  the  voice  of  the  people,  whether 
it  reached  the  ear  of  the  Minister  or  not, 
will  still  make  itself  heard,    I  conceive 
it  to  he  the  result  of  the  Nottinghamshire 
election.     Here  was  a  nohle  Lord,  with 
everything    to    recommend    him — ^talent, 
character,  and  honour  unimpeached :  he 
went  down,  avowedly  patronised  hy  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  an  ornament, 
with  the  confident  hope,  if  they  helieved, 
as  they  must  do,  all  that  fell  from  his  lips, 
of  heing  completely  successful.     To  read 
the  statements  contained  in  his  addresses, 
it  would  seem  as  if  nothing  could  he  more 
certain  than  his  success;  so  certain,  indeed, 
that  it  was  even  more  certain  than  the  suc- 
cess of  this  Bill  in  Parliament.    The  nohle 


Lord  assured  the  electors  that  it  was  of  no 
use  to  talk  of  the  passing  of  that  Bill — it  was 
as  good  as  passed.  Peers  were  every  day 
sending  in  their  adhesion,  and  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  a  majority  of  100  in  their 
favour!  No  douht  with  equal  sincerity, 
and  equally  confident  of  his  success  there, 
as  he  was  here,  the  nohle  Lord  wrote  up 
to  his  friends  in  London,  and  said,  nothing 
can  he  more  certain  than  our  success  here 
(in  Nottinghamshire),  for  the  freeholders 
are  every  day  sending  in  their  adhesions, 
and  my  majority  is  certain.  In  one  of  his 
addresses  to  the  electors,  the  nohle  Lord 
asked,  "  Where  is  mv  antagonist  ?  Echo 
answers,  'Where?'  I  will  ask,  "  Where 
is  now  the  nohle  Lord?  Echo  answers, 
'Where?'"  We  not  only  do  not  know 
where  he  is,  hut  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
will  not  tell  us  when  he  is  coming,  or  when 
we  may  hope  for  him.  If  ever  there  was 
a  fair  trial  of  political  strength  made  in  any 
part  of  the  kingdom,  it  was  that  which  has 
taken  place  in  Nottingham — a  coimty  not 
of  an  unmixed  agricidtural  character,  the 
candidate  heing  of  such  high  standing,  and 
going  down  with  such  hopes  and  such  con- 
fidence. If  he  could  meet  defeat,  may 
we  not  also  suppose  that  a  like  result 
may  attend  the  Bill  that  is  now  hefore 
the  House  ?  At  all  events,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  must  admit  that  it  is  not  an 
isolated  circumstance,  and  that,  accom- 
panied as  it  is  hy  the  verdict  of  other 
county  constituencies,  the  result  may  he 
the  same  elsewhere.  Am  I  asking  too 
much,  when  the  fate  of  Ireland,  it  is  ad- 
mitted, does  not  depend  on  this  measure  ; 
when  the  necessity  which  has  heen  put 
forward  as — I  will  not  say  the  pretence,  hut 
— the  reason  for  this  attempt,  is  given  up 
and  ahandoned ;  and  when  we  a£nit  that 
there  is  no  occasion  for  haste,  alarm,  or 
anxiety — ^is  it  too  much  to  ask  that  we 
should  allow  the  agricultural  interest  to 
have  that  which  it  demands,  namely,  the 
expression  of  opinion  hy  the  whole  consti- 
tuency? Different  opinions  have  heen  given 
with  regard  to  those  Memhers  who  have 
resigned  their  seats,  as  well  as  with  re- 
spect to  those  who,  having  changed  their 
opinions,  have  retained  them.  Now,  some 
hon.  Memhers  have  adopted  a  middle 
course,  hy  partly  resigning  and  partly 
retaining  their  seats.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  (Mr.  Bright)  chose  to 
he  pleasant  with  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  observed  that,  con- 
sidering we  were  all  going  to  execution,  we 
looked  remarkably  well.     I  remember  the 


257 


Adfoumed  Debate 


{Feb.  27} 


( Twelfth  Night). 


258 


old  and  well-known  ballad  of  Prior's,  de- 
BcriptiTe  of  a  man  going  to  execution;  and 
it  struck  mc  that  it  very  much  resembled 
not  our  case,  but  the  case  of  those  half- 
resigned  Gentlemen : — 

*'  Now  fitted  the  halter,  now  traversed  the  cart, 
And  often  took  leave,  but  seemed  loth  to  depart." 

Let  the  House  refer  to  what  may  be  con- 
sidered the  best  authority  upon  the  subject 
of  hon.  Members  altering  their  opinions, 
and  yet  retaining  their  seats.  This  is  the 
authority  which  I  find  upon  the  Table  of 
our  House,  contained  in  the  well-known 
columns  of  ••  Hatsell's  Precedents;'*  who 
thus  sums  up  his  observations  on  this 
point : — 

"  I  will  now  give  an  authority  which  no  man 
will  be  inclined  to  dispute.  Algernon  Sidney,  in 
his  •  Discourse  concerning  Government,'  said — 
spesklog  of  the  power  of  delegates — *  It  is  not, 
therefore,  for  Kent  or  Sussex,  Lewes  or  Maid- 
stone, but  for  the  whole  nation,  thnt  the  Members 
chosen  in  these  places  are  sent  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  though  it  be  fit  for  them,  as  friends 
and  neighbours,  to  hearken  to  the  opinion  of  their 
electors  for  the  inforinationof  their  judgment,  and 
to  the  end  that  what  they  shall  say  may  be  of  more 
weight,  yet  they  are  not  strictly  and  properly 
obliged  to  give  an  account  of  their  actions  to 
them.  And,'  he  added,  '  the  only  punishment  (and 
this  was  a  very  material  point  for  the  House  to 
observe)  to  which  they  are  subject,  if  they  betray 
their  trust,  is  scorn,  infamy,  hatred,  and  an  assur- 
ance of  being  rejected  when  they  shall  again  seek 
the  same  office.' " 

Now,  the  law  was  one  way :  honour  seemed 
to  be  another.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
yerhampton  (Mr.  C.  Villicrs),  the  other 
night,  observed  that  I  had  expressed  alarm 
at  seeing  a  person  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
rermnent  who  so  much  resembled  in  politi- 
cal conduct,  Necker  or  Turgot.  I  did  ex- 
press that  sentiment ;  I  did  feel  that 
alann  ;  I  feel  it  still.  And  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  when  he  said,  that  this 
particular  crisis  does  put  him  very  much 
in  mind  of  the  opening  period  of  the 
French  revolution — ^viz.,  the  period  which 
elapsed  from  the  year  1781  to  the  year 
1789.  I  have  found,  in  an  author  who 
has  written  very  eloquently  of  that  period, 
a  statement  which  docs  embody  my  own 
views  in  language  much  happier  and  more 
powerful  than  I  ever  hope  to  attain  to : 
having  opened  a  volume  of  Mr.  Alison's 
*•  Modem  Europe,"  I  found  these  words  : — 

"  The  exciting  cause,  a  physician  would  say,  of 
the  French  revolution  was  the  spirit  of  innovation, 
which,  like  a  malady,  overspread  France  at  that 
crisis,  precipitated  all  classes  into  a  passion  for 
changes,  of  which  they  were  far  from  perceiving 
the  ultimate  effects ;  and  the  most  ardont  in  the 
cause  of  innovation  were  those  whose  fortunes 
worn  about  to  perish  from  its  efiects.    The  young 
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nobles  applauded  without  ever  suspecting  that 
they  would  be  the  first  victims  of  such  opinions." 

There  were  at  that  time  Lord  Lincolns 

young  nobles  who  thought  themselves  wiser 
than  other  men ;  and  there  were  there  sons 
who  ranged  themselves  against  their  fathers; 
and  in  addition  to  the  public  mischiefs  that 
were  induced,  the  system  of  the  social  rela- 
tions of  private  life  and  of  family  connection 
was  destroyed.  The  author  last  quoted 
thus  gave  his  estimate  of  the  character  of 
Neckar,  the  Minister  of  that  day : — 

"  Kis  private  character  was  unexceptionable. 
Possessed  of  immense  wealth,  he  made  a  noble 
use  of  it — liberal  without  either  pride  or  prodi- 
gality, lie  would  have  been  a  perfect  citizen  had 
it  not  been  for  a  vein  of  ostentation  and  a  secret 
vanity,  which  afterwards,  by  making  him  sacrifice 
every  thing  to  his  love  of  popularity,  brought 
unheard-of  disasters  on  the  monarchy." 

The  character  of  Turgot  was  also  well 
drawn  in  Mr.  Alison's  work : — 

"  Had  Turgot  united  to  those  great  and  good 
qualities  (for  a  better  and  greater  minded  man 
there  never  lived),  an  adequate  knowledge  of  hu- 
man nat\u«,  he  would  have  been  an  invaluable 
Minister.  But,  unhappily,  he  laboured  under  one 
great  defect,  which,  not  only  proved  his  own  ruin, 
but  rendered  him  the  most  dangerous  guide.  He 
was  entirely  ignorant  of  human  nature ;  was  rigid 
and  unaccommodating  in  Iiis  ideas ;  and  pursued  his 
designs  without  any  consideration  of  the  effect  they 
were  to  produce  either  upon  the  persons  likely  to 
be  injured,  or  those  intended  to  be  benefited  by 
his  reforms." 

Now,  without  any  impropriety,  I  may  say 
that  1  can  find  in  this  country  a  parallel 
to  the  characters  here  described ;  and  that 
the  faults  and  failings  attributed  to  those 
eminent  but  unfortunate  men  are  the  faults 
of  our  present  Chief  Minister.  Ignorant 
as  I  assert  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
be  of  the  public  feeling,  I  charge  him  with 
having  unduly,  not  only  avoided,  but  con- 
trived, if  I  may  use  that  word  without  in- 
tending oiFence — contrived  to  prevent  recur- 
rence to  the  public  voice  at  a  period  when  he 
might  have  been  convinced  of  his  error.  It 
is  true  that  Algernon  Sydney  has  laid  down 
the  law  as  I  have  read  it  to  the  House  ; 
but  he  did  not  then  contemplate  septennial 
Parliaments  ;  he  did  not  imagine  that  Par- 
liaments would  last  so  long  as  they  do  in 
the  present  day ;  and  I  believe  that  many 
will  begin  to  doubt  whether  it  would  not 
be  wise  to  shorten  their  duration.  When 
great  changes  took  place  in  the  minds  of 
public  men,  the  advice  which  should  be 
given  to  the  Sovereign,  and  the  advice 
which  Lord  John  Russell  must  have  given, 
unless  he  had  some  support  beyond  that 
upon  which  he  usually  relied,  was  to  appeal 
to  the  country.  But  then  there  took  place 
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a  Bort  of  political  compromise  between  the 
great  leaders,  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
Recurring  to  that  strange  incident  (for  so 
I  must  call  it),  the  letter  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to  Her  Majesty, 
dated  the  8th  of  December  last,  the  day 
after  he  quitted  office  ;  I  do  not  dispute 
the  propriety  of  one  political  leader  going 
out  of  office  communicating  with  another 
who  is  to  succeed  him;  but  that  communi- 
cation need  not  pass,  and  ought  not  to 
pass,  through  the  medium  of  the  Sove- 
reign. In  the  course  pursued  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  there  was,  as  I  have  ob- 
served, the  almost  ensured  impossibility 
of  a  trial  by  the  Sovereign  of  any  per- 
sons who  held  other  opinions  than  those 
which  had  been  so  strongly  impressed  upon 
Her  mind.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) held  office  for  almost  a  day  and  a  half; 
and  he  could  not  deny  that  the  cause  lately 
assigned  by  him  for  abandoning  the  attempt 
to  form  a  Government  was  not  the  only 
one.  I  think  it  is  better  to  speak  plain 
English,  and  at  once  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  found  that  if  he  were  in  office, 
and  received  the  support  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  out  of  office  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  probably  bring  but  very 
few  of  his  followers  with  him;  while, 
on  the  other  side,  so  much  more  patri- 
otic were  those  who  were  under  the  lea- 
dership of  the  noble  Lord,  and  so  much 
despising  all  considerations  but  those  of 
patriotism  and  the  public  good,  that  the 
noble  Lord  could  command  every  man  of 
them  to  march  to  the  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  That  is  the  real  English 
of  the  whole  transaction.  The  true  history 
of  the  matter  is,  that  the  noble  Lord 
found  he  could  have  but  an  uncertain 
support  from  those  who  might  be  the  ad- 
herents of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  should 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  out  of  office  ; 
but,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remained 
in  office,  the  noble  Lord  would  bring  his 
whole  force  to  the  aid  of  the  Government; 
and  for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  this 
great  change  would  carry  him  boldly  for- 
ward against  the  voice  of  the  people;  for 
against  the  voice  of  the  people  they  both 
know  it  to  be,  or  why  are  they  so  fearful 
of  appealing  to  the  country  ?  We  are  told, 
however,  that  the  voice  of  the  people  may 
be  heard ;  and  the  noble  Lord,  in  his  letter 
to  the  citizens  of  London,  spoke  of  peti- 
tions. Why,  we  have  had  a  pretty  lesson 
on  petitioning  here  to-night — ^a  lesson  that 
will  make  us  for  a  long  time  hesitate  be- 
fore giving  much  weight  to  petitions  re- 


presented to  come  from  the  people.  No, 
let  me  have  their  votes.  Let  me  see 
them  face  to  face.  Let  them  have  pro- 
mises, if  promises  hon.  Gentlemen  think 
fit  to  give ;  and,  having  given  them,  let 
them  take  care  that  they  keep  those  pro- 
mises. In  the  course  of  this  debate  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  there  was  some- 
thing very  inconvenient  and  unpleasant  in 
those  promises ;  but  it  is  a  part  of  our 
system  and  established  usage  for  candi- 
dates to  appear  before  the  electors  whose 
suffrages  they  solicit.  There  is  a  re- 
gular day  of  nomination  for  hearing  the 
statements  of  the  candidates,  and  question- 
ing them;  and  if  candidates  are  to  become 
so  cautious  and  chary  of  their  language,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  them  to 
be,  I  very  much  doubt  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  have  many  supporters 
in  a  future  Parliament.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  voters  are  obliged  to  take  per- 
sons merely  on  account  of  their  looks.  I 
rather  suspect  they  wiU  still  continue 
that  very  inconvenient  practice  of  putting 
questions  to  candidates,  and  expecting 
answers,  and  that  when  the  answer  is 
given  they  will  expect  the  man  who  gave 
it  to  stand  by  it.  It  was  stated  the  other 
day  that  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House, 
who  entertained  strong  opinions  on  Irish 
subjects,  had  an  interview  with  Lord  Lin- 
coln, and  came  out  confessing  that  he  was 
entirely  satisfied.  Can  I  imagine  that  the 
noble  Lord,  having  answered  the  hon. 
elector's  inquiries,  will  depart  from  what 
he  had  said  to  him  ?  And  if  bound  to  that 
hon.  Gentleman,  is  he  not  equally  boimd 
to  the  humblest  man  in  the  crowd  who 
asks  his  opinion,  puts  question  to  him,  and 
insists  upon  hearing  on  what  principles 
it  is  that  he  solicits  the  suf&ages  of  the 
electors  ?  Is  there  any  difference  in  rank 
or  station  that  enables  persons  safely  to 
despise  a  promise  because  it  was  made  to 
one  who  belonged  to  an  inferior  class  of 
the  commimity  ?  No  such  doctrine  as  that, 
I  am  sure,  will  be  maintained  in  this  House. 
Unless  we  do  away  with  the  whole  prin- 
ciple upon  which  elections  were  established, 
we  must  be  content  to  see  Members  vacate 
their  seats,  and  appeal  again  to  their  con- 
stituencies for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
if  they  will  receive  them  upon  principles 
different  from  those  upon  which  they  were 
accepted  upon  the  first  occasion.  If  there 
be  one  circumstance  more  advantageous 
than  another  in  the  principle  of  our  Con- 
stitution, it  is  this,  that  when  matters  of 
doubt  arise  in  the  great  tribunal  of  the 
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nation,  hon.  Members  are  able  to  say,  *'  We 
bave  now  tbe  means  of  ascertaining  wbat 
the  feelings  of  the  people  are;''  and  to 
those  feelings  it  is  that  I  appeal  on  the 

S resent  momentous  question.  The  hon. 
[ember  for  Wolverhampton,  who  has  been 
the  only  person  that  has  taken  exception 
to  the  length  of  the  debate — though  he  has 
himself  occupied  between  two  and  three 
hours  in  the  delirery  of  his  speech — ^has 
been  pleased  to  say,  that  we  have  no  right 
to  approach  the  question  in  its  present 
stage,  and  that  we  ought  to  say  we  decline 
entering  now  upon  the  discussion.  Now 
it  is  precisely  because  we  at  present  de- 
cline entering  upon  the  full  discussion  of 
the  question,  that  we  have  taken  the  de- 
bate on  this  stage.  We  say  that  if  the 
measure  be  right,  which  we  assert  it  is 
not — if  it  be  expedient,  and  we  main- 
tain the  contrary — ^if  it  be  beneficial,  as 
we  think  it  will  prove  injurious — ^it  will 
be  hurtful  to  a  degree  beyond  that  of  any 
advantage  which  can  ever  be  expected 
to  be  derived  from  it,  if  you  pass  this  mea- 
sure after  the  manner  Gentlemen  opposite 
seem  to  desire,  or  if  you  pass  it  in  this 
Parliament;  and  if,  for  that  reason,  we 
now  appear  here  to  make  that  stand — 
to  say  that  until  we  have  been  assured 
that  Uie  minds  of  the  people  have  changed, 
as  well  as  the  minds  of  the  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen,  which  have  most  wonder- 
fully changed,  we  shall  not  feel  ourselves 
justified  in  belying  the  expectations  of 
those  who  have  elected  us— expectations 
to  which  we  have  given  every  encourage- 
ment, and  we  do  not  feel  satisfied  that 
we  should  act  honestly  or  honourably  by 
entertaining  the  question  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  it  out  at  the  present  time ; — for 
that  reason  we  have  taken  our  present 
course,  instead  of  wasting  days  and  hours 
in  debates  upon  the  different  particulars  of 
this  measure.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of 
saving  time,  as  for  other  reasonable  objects, 
that  we  shall  take  the  division  upon  this 
stage;  and  whatever  may  be  the  result 
here— feeUng,  as  we  must  feel,  the  power 
of  such  a  combination  as  will  be  brought 
against  us,  of  men  the  most  opposed  in 
principle — of  men  who  have  never  before 
united,  and  whom  the  country  grieves  to 
see  united — whatever  may  be  the  result 
here,  we  trust  that  in  another  place — ^we 
believe  that  in  another  place,  a  delay  will 
happen  which  shall  give  an  opportunity  to 
the  people  to  declare  their  opinions  and 
feelings  on  the  subject.  When  I  remem- 
ber that  there  is  another  place  where  that 


measure  must  be  submitted  to  considera- 
tion before  it  becomes  law;  and  when  I 
know  that  in  that  other  place  the  votes  of 
our  proceedings  are  received,  and  scanned, 
and  read;  and  when  I  am  aware  that  year 
after  year,  during  the  whole  existence  of 
the  present  Government,  in  those  Votes 
have  been  inscribed  large  divisions  on  that 
very  question,  in  which  enormous  majorities 
have  declared  that  this  House  could  not 
sanction  such  a  proposition  as  that  now 
laid  before  them — can  I  suppose  if  there 
is  wisdom,  experience,  and  justice  (as  I 
know  there  is)  in  that  other  House,  when 
they  shall  see,  uncalled  for  by  any  circum- 
stance in  public  affairs,  so  strange  a  change 
as  this,  which  is  utterly  unexplained  by 
anything  that  we  have  heard — can  I  think 
but  that  the  Members  of  that  other  House 
will  at  once  see  that  so  rapid  and  sudden  a 
change  on  the  part  of  this  branch  of  the 
LegieJature,  calls  for  some  pause  and  hesi- 
tation on  their  part,  and  gives  ground  for 
them  to  use  the  prerogative  they  possess, 
of  counselling  the  Crown  to  apply  to  the 
people  to  know  whether  they  are  or  are  not 
willing  to  become  parties  to  this  great,  ex- 
traordinary, and  extravagant  change? 

Mb.  E SCOTT  should  give  his  vote  on 
this  great  question,  in  the  full  hope  that 
the  course  he  had  elected  would  tend  to  the 
future  advantage  of  the  country,  and  with 
a  full  consideration  of  what  public  honour 
required.  [  Interruption  from  some  Protec- 
tion Members.]  Hon.  Gentlemen had.a  per- 
fect right  to  differ  from  him  in  opinion;  but 
he  trusted  that,  at  least,  they  would  hear 
him  without  interruption.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  this  question  naturally  divided 
itself  into  two  parts :  the  one,  whether  the 
proposed  measure  was  likely  in  its  effects 
to  produce  benefits  to  the  country;  and 
the  other,  practically  almost  as  important, 
could  the  carrying  of  such  a  measure  pos- 
sibly be  prevented  now  ?  He  would  begin 
with  the  latter ;  and  his  proposition  was, 
that  the  carrying  of  some  such  measure 
could  not,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
country  and  of  parties,  be  prevented.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  talked  so  much  about  de- 
luding the  farmers,  and  who  were  con- 
stant in  their  professions  of  defending  the 
farmers,  had  better  at  once  tell  them  whe- 
ther they  did  really  believe  the  carrying  of 
the  measure  could  any  longer  be  avoided. 
He  wished  that  the  two  questions  he  had 
propounded  had  occupied  a  little  more  time 
in  the  debate ;  and  that  a  third  question ^ 
which  had  taken  up  so  much  space,  had 
been  considered  only  in  subservience  to 
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them — ^namely,  whether  the  Government, 
or  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
other  side,  were  the  proper  persons  to 
carry  the  measure  ?  for  that  was  viewed 
hj  the  country  as  a  point  of  very  minor 
importance.  He  had  heen  accused  hy 
the  hon.  Memher  for  Knareshorough  of  a 
dereliction  of  his  duty  to  his  constituents 
in  the  course  he  was  ahout  to  take ;  hut 
with  respect  to  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Knareshorough,  he  would  at  once  say, 
considering  what  had  passed  in  the  earlier 
part  of  this  very  evening,  that  the  hest  way 
was  not  to  enter  into  any  personal  alterca- 
tion with  an  hon.  Memher  of  so  peculiar  a 
character ;  hut  merely  to  say,  in  justice  to 
those  who  were  ahsent,  that  the  statement 
that  hon.  Memher  had  made  on  a  former 
evening,  with  respect  to  his  (Mr.  Escott) 
having  been  called  upon  by  his  constituents 
to  resign  his  seat  in  that  House,  had  not 
the  shadow  of  foundation  in  fact ;  and  so 
far  from  its  being  fact,  his  constituents  had 
not  only  not  called  upon  him  to  resign, 
hut  not  one  single  individual  of  them  had 
indicated  the  opinion  that  he  ought  to  re- 
sign. So  much  in  justice  to  them.  But 
there  was  another  Member,  a  noble  Lord, 
who  had  done  him  the  honour  to  allude  to 
him  in  pointed  terms.  That  noble  Lord 
had  been  pleased  to  say  that  he  could 
not  perceive  how  it  was  consistent  with  his 
(Mr.  Escott *s)  personal  honour  to  support 
the  Motion  for  going  into  this  Committee. 
At  that  time  he  had  answered  the  noble 
Lord  perhaps  a  little  hastily  ;  but  he  now, 
on  reflection,  begged  to  state  to  the  noble 
Lord — and  it  was  important  as  regarding 
the  personal  questions  which  had  taken  up 
so  much  time  in  this  debate — what  he 
thought  on  so  important  a  matter  as  the 
personal  honour  of  a  Member  of  that  House. 
He  thought,  in  the  first  place,  the  personal 
honour  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  did  not 
consbt  in  bartering  away  his  independence 
to  gain  the  votes  of  his  electors.  He 
thought  that,  when  a  Gentleman  came  into 
that  House,  it  was  his  duty  to  give  up  his 
time  daily  and  nightly  to  promote  the  in- 
terests of  the  country;  and,  to  put  a  modem 
instance,  if  a  Gentleman  came  into  the 
House  ignorant  of  the  general  questions  of 
political  economy  which  were  occupying 
its  attention,  it  was  his  duty  to  make  him- 
self master  of  those  questions,  consideiing 
his  responsibility  as  a  representative  of  the 
people.  Or,  supposing  him  to  be  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  it  was  still  more  his  duty 
to  make  himself  master  of  the  principles  on 
which  such  questions  must  be  decided,  and 


to  neglect  the  maintenance  of  a  character 
for  personal  consistency  in  order  to  attain 
that  much  higher  character,  of  being  a  good 
and  efficient  servant  of  the  public.  That 
was  his  idea  of  the  personal  honour  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  But  to  resume 
the  consideration  of  the  question  before 
the  House — ^he  protested  that  in  all  this 
remarkable  debate  there  was  nothing  which 
excited  his  surprise  more  than  to  hear  hon. 
Members  express  their  amazement  that 
such  measures  should  be  proposed  by  these 
Ministers:  they  say  they  did  not  antici- 
pate it.  Where  were  their  senses  of  anti- 
cipation ?  From  the  night,  in  the  year 
1842,  on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  the 
Gentleman  who  lately  filled  the  office  of 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
delivered  their  well-known  speeches  on 
the  subject  of  the  new  Tariff;  he  (Mr. 
Escott)  not  only  anticipated,  as  a  likely 
contingency,  some  such  measure  as  that 
which  was  now  in  contemplation,  but  he 
regarded  such  a  measure  as  the  natural 
and  inevitable  consequence  of  the  measures 
which  the  House  sanctioned  in  the  year 
1842,  and  the  principles  upon  which  the 
hon.  Members  who  introduced  those  mea- 
sures sought  to  justify  them.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  mention  names ;  but 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  certain 
personages,  whom  he  highly  respected, 
and  to  whom  he  felt  himself  under  obliga- 
tions, had  done  him  the  honour  to  ask  him 
his  opinion  respecting  the  aspect  of  public 
affairs ;  and  he  had  invariably  told  them 
that  the  total  and  unqualified  repeal  of  all 
protective  duties,  must,  sooner  or  later,  be 
the  consequence  of  the  arguments  which 
had  been  propotinded  by  the  Ministers  and 
sanctioned  by  the  House.  He  could  not 
for  his  life  understand  what  was  the  mean- 
ing of  hon.  Gentlemen  lifting  their  eyes, 
throwing  up  their  hands,  and  exclaim- 
ing in  amazement,  that  they  had  been 
taken  by  surprise.  Why,  the  fact  was, 
nothing  could  be  more  natural  than  the 
course  which  events  were  taking.  Since 
the  year  '42  there  had  been  repeated 
speeches  on  the  Com  Laws  in  that  House, 
but  he,  for  one,  could  safely  affirm  that 
during  that  period  he  had  never  heard  a 
single  argument  from  the  Treasury  benches 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  protection. 
[Cries  of  -Oh!'*  and  ''No."]  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemcn  might  cry  "oh,"  and  **no,*'  but 
he  repeated  his  assertion.  For  the  last 
four  or  five  years  he  had  not  heard  an 
argument  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
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protection  from  the  Treasury  benches. 
He  had  heard  some  clever  speeches  made 
for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  question 
altogether ;  but  he  had  never  heard  an 
argument  during  that  period  in  defence 
of  the  principle.  lie  must  say  that  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  was  not  a  little  in- 
consistency in  the  conduct  of  certain  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  now  so  strenu- 
ously opposing  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. For  instance,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire  appeared  to  be  absolutely 
horrified  at  the  prospect  of  abundance. 
He  appeared  to  regard  it  as  one  of  the 
most  calamitous  of  the  consequences  that 
could  result  from  repealing  the  Corn  Laws. 
He  seemed  to  view  with  horror  the  bare 
possibility  of  a  vast  quantity  of  corn  or 
other  thmgs,  good  to  eat,  being  imported 
into  the  country ;  and  yet  at  the  very  mo- 
ment while  his  mind  was  scared  by  such 
appalling  visions  of  prosperity,  there  were 
human  beings  in  the  vicinity  of  his  own 
farms,  who,  but  for  the  mildness  of  the 
winter  and  the  extraordinary  supply  of 
greens  and  turnip  tops,  would  at  this  time 
have  been  reduced  to  starvation  or  the  work- 
house. There  was  no  one  whose  indignation 
was  more  warmly  excited  than  the  hon. 
Member's  by  the  contemplation  of  the  pro- 
posed relaxations  in  the  protective  system; 
and  yet  the  hon.  Member  had,  during  the 
course  of  last  Session,  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  with  his  own  hands  no  less  than 
110  petitions  against  the  Corn  Laws.  In 
those  petitions — ^for  he  had  read  some  of 
them  —  the  petitioners  represented  the 
Com  Law  as  the  destruction  of  the  agri- 
cultural interests;  and  yet  that  system 
was  now  defended  (and  by  no  one  more 
fervidly  than  by  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self) as  affording  the  only  sure  founda- 
tion for  the  prosperity  of  those  interests. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford 
University,  had  advanced  this  startling 
doctrine,  that  the  relaxation  of  the  protec- 
tive duties  would  consequently  involve  the 
ruin  of  the  great  and  immemorial  institu- 
tions of  the  coimtry.  He  had  never  heard 
any  doctrine  propounded  inside  that  House 
or  out  of  it  which  had  excited  so  much  sur- 
prise, and  indeed  he  would  say  so  much  in- 
dignation, in  his  mind  as  this.  What ! 
would  tliey  place  the  preservation  of  the 
institutions  of  a  country  on  the  maintenance 
of  restrictions  upon  the  food  of  a  people 
who  had  scarcity— nay,  perhaps,  famine- 
staring  them  in  the  face  ?  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men meant  to  contend  for  such  a  proposition 
as  that,  he  would  tell  them  that  the  history 


of  nations  afforded  no  instance  but  this  so- 
litary one  of  the  institutions  of  a  free  coun- 
try being  supported  upon  such  argmnents. 
When  Mr.  Pitt  had  to  meet  scarcity,  and 
to  repeal  the  Com  Law,  he  never  talked 
about  injury  to  the  institutions  of  this  great 
Empire.  No;  he  manfully  abolished  all 
protective  duties,  and  thus  —  no  matter 
what  might  be  the  character  of  his  general 
policy  in  other  respects — discharged  the 
first  and  most  important  of  the  duties  of  a 
Minister,  by  taking  care  that  the  people 
should  be  fed.  He  remembered  an  able 
lecturer  on  political  history,  who  sat  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House  with  him,  having 
reminded  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Russell)  that,  let  the  merits  of  his 
party  be  what  they  might  in  other  respects, 
he  had  no  right  to  claim  for  them  the  in- 
troduction and  original  advocacy  of  free- 
trade  principles,  for  that  that  honourable 
distinction  belonged  as  of  right  to  Mr. 
Pitt,  the  Tory  Minister,  who  was  the  first 
to  study  the  doctrines  of  the  great  econo- 
mists, and  the  first  to  teach  senates  to  be 
the  exponents  of  those  doctrines.  Yes, 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury,  the 
glory  belonged  as  of  right  to  the  Tory 
party;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  was  now  styled 
a  "traitor*'  to  his  party,  and  branded  with 
apostacy,  because  he  advocated  a  relaxa- 
tion of  the  protective  system,  and  that  by  the 
same  hon.  Gentleman.  But  he  would  next 
ask  how  they  could  contend  for  a  restricted 
trade  in  grain  with  the  present  prospects  of 
this  country  and  Ireland  with  respect  to  a 
supply  of  food  for  the  population.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  had  declared  that  the  ru- 
mours respecting  the  approach  of  scarcity 
in  Ireland  had  been  greatly  exaggerated; 
but  he  had  made  inquiries  on  the  subject 
from  persons  connected  with  Ireland,  and 
he  was  led  to  believe  that  the  reports  had 
not  been  in  the  least  overstated.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  been  misinformed;  and  he  placed 
more  reliance  on  the  Reports  which  were 
lying  on  the  Table  of  their  own  House,  and 
on  the  statements  of  the  clergy  of  Ireland, 
both  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic,  re- 
presenting the  prospects  of  Ireland  as  most 
appalling,  than  he  did  on  the  individual  re- 
presentations of  any  Member  whatever. 
Nor  was  it  the  Irish  population  alone  that 
was  in  danger.  In  parts  of  England  there 
was  nearly  as  much  reason  to  fear  scarcity 
as  in  any  district  of  Ireland.  In  his  own 
neighbourhood   at  least    one-half  of  the 
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wbole  food  of  the  people  consisted  of  pota- 
toes; and  he  helieved  he  was  warranted  in 
the  statement  that  one-half  of  their  stock  of 
potatoes  on  an  average  had  heen  destroyed. 
In  the  West  of  England,  many  persons 
had  already  lost  their  whole  crop,  which, 
under  ordinary   circumstances,    ought   to 
havo  lasted  till   June.      Others  had  lost 
half,  and  others  (and  they  not  the  smallest 
proportion)  had  hut  a  very  scanty  quantity 
indeed  yet  remaining;  and  yet  this  was  the 
moment  when  hon.  Gentlemen  stood  up 
and  exclaimed  that  the  institutions  of  the 
country  would  he    ruined  if   food   were 
admitted.      The    hon.    Memher  for   Ox- 
ford University  implored  the  Government 
not  to  interfere  with  the   present  peace- 
ahle  and  prosperous  condition  of  the  coun- 
try; he  cried  Quieta  non  niof)ere.     Peace- 
able indeed!     It  was  his   (Mr.  £scott*s) 
conscientious    belief    that,    within    three 
months    from    that    period,    in    districts 
surrounding  his  own  dwelling,    the  quiet 
which  would  be  found  to  prevail  would  be 
the  quiet  of  the  grave,  tmless  some  effective 
measures  were  taken  in  time  for  feeding  the 
people.    It  was  with  such  prospects  as  these 
before  them,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  took  for 
his  motto,  Quieta  non  movere.  Was  that  a 
time  for  hon.  Members  to  clamour  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  law  whose  operation  it 
was  to  make  food  dear?  [**  No,  no.'*]  They 
cried  **  No,  no;*'  but  if  it  was  not  the  effect 
of  the  Com  Law  to  raise  the  price  of  com, 
what  was  the  use  of  the  Com  Law  at  all? 
And  if  it  was  indeed  true  that  it  had  such 
an  effect,  how  could  they  reconcile  it  to 
their  consciences  to  stmggle  for  the  main- 
tenance of  such  a  law  while  starvation  was 
impending  over  the  people?     In  the  last 
Session  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to  give 
notice  of  a  Motion  for  the  introduction  of 
maize  duty  free.     He  thought  it  would  be 
of  great  benefit  to  the  agriculturists,  and 
would  assist  the  farmers  to  feed  their  stock. 
But  he  must  explain  himself  fully.  He  never 
for  one  moment  imagined  that  the  impor- 
tation of  maize  alone  would  be  sufficient, 
and  that  they  were  to  stop  there.  He  never 
meant  any  tiling  like  that,  but  intended  that 
it  should  be  a  preparatory  step  to  the  re- 
moval of  every  restriction.      He  thought 
the  introduction  of  maize  would  prove  use- 
ful to  the  farmer;  for  what,  he  (Mr.  Escott) 
asked,  was    the  great  deficiency  of   the 
country  independent  of  the  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  ?     It  was  the  supply  of  meat. 
What  they  wanted  was,  more  meat  in  the 
country,  and  if  they  had  more  food  for  their 
stock  they  would  bo  able  to  graze  more 


meat.     They  not  only  would  be  able  to 
graze  more  meat  and  feed  the  people  better, 
but  every  farmer  and  grazier  in  the  country 
would  be  better  off.     If  the  House  would 
allow  him  for  one  moment,  he  would  ex- 
amine  into  that  subject.     When  he  gave 
his  notice  he  felt  the  strongest  impression 
that  the   severest   evils   under  which  the 
farmer  laboured  arose  from  the  difficulty 
of  obtaining  food  for  his  stock.     He  had 
made  inquiries  on  the  subject  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood;  he  had  received  some  curious 
information;   he   would  mention   one   in- 
stance.     He  would   take  the  case  of  a 
cattle  dealer  who  was  accustomed  to  travel 
through  an  extensive  district  of  country, 
comprising  all  sorts  of  land ;  he  asked  him 
if  he  did  not  think  that  during  winter  and 
spring  great  distress  was  caused  by  the 
want  of  some  food  that  might  be  substituted 
for  that  which  was  so  scarce ;  and  he  told 
him  that  in  his  experience  he  could  without 
hesitation  say,  that  out  of  all  the  heads  of 
cattle  in  that  district  one  out  of  twenty  had 
died  from  sheer  starvation.     Now,  let  the 
House  mark  what  he  was  going  to  say. 
At  that  very  time,  in  a  market  town  in  that 
district,  an   enterprising  merchant  had  a 
large  store  of  maize,  which  he  had  imported 
from  the  United  States  on  speculation;  but 
he  could  not  sell  one  bushel  of  that  maize, 
because  he  could  not  take  it  out  of  bond 
without  paying  the  duty;  and  the  payment 
of  the  duty  rendered  it  too  dear  for  any 
farmer  in  that  district  to  purchase  it  as 
food  for  his  cattle.    Thus  it  happened  that, 
at  the  very  time  when  one  out  of  every 
twenty  head  of  stock  was  lost  in  that  dis- 
trict, there  was  abundance  of  food  to  be 
had,  if  the  fanners  were  only  allowed  to  put 
their  hands  upon  it  and  help  themselves; 
but  in  consequence  of  the  high  duty  to  be 
paid  upon  it  they  were  unable  to  do  so, 
and  this  was  called  protecting  agriculture. 
He  had  consulted  a  small  farmer  on  that 
very  point,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  if  it 
would  not  be  a  very  great  advantage  to  him 
if  he  could  have  cheap  maize,  and  oats, 
and  peas,  or  any  other  cheap  food  for  his 
cattle  during  the  last  year;  and  he  told  him 
that  he  had  lost  within  lOl,  of  his  whole 
rent  during  the  last  winter,  by  the  increased 
price  he  had  to  give  for  hay  and  corn,  and 
the   decreased  value  of  his   stock.      He 
told  him,  in  addition  to  this,  that  he  had 
three  beasts  which  would  be  worth  to  him 
201,  a-piece  if  he  could  have  kept  them  to 
Midsummer:  but  he  was  obliged  to  sell  them 
about  Lady-day,  in  a  state  in  which  they 
were  not  worth  3^.  a  piece,  and  in  fact  not 
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fit  for  hmnan  food.  That  was  entirely  ow- 
ing to  the  want  of  food,  and  that  occurred 
within  three  miles  of  the  very  town  in  which 
there  was  that  large  store  of  maize.  The 
wonder  was  that  they  had  gone  on  so  well 
as  they  had  to  the  present  moment;  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  owing  to  the  existence  of 
this  law;  and  it  was  also  wonderful,  that  in 
a  great  commercial  country  like  England, 
with  a  population  that  was  rapidly  increasing, 
with  flJl  the  means  of  ohtaining  from  other 
countries  those  advantages  which  they  did 
not  possess  themselves,  such  a  restrictive 
system  should  continue  to  exist.  But 
whether  some  farmers  were  to  suffer  or  not, 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  opposed 
this  Bill  once  for  all  manfully  tell  them 
what  it  was  they  meant  to  do  ?  He 
wished  to  ask  them,  did  they  think  they 
could  govern  this  country  with  the  Duke 
of  Ricimaond  as  Prime  Minister?  He  had 
already  i||tated  what  induced  him  to  think 
it  was  impossihle  for  them  any  longer  to 
maintain  this  law;  and  one  of  the  reasons 
why  ihey  could  not  maintain  the  law  was, 
the  extremely  erroneous  choice  they  had 
made  of  leaders.  He  was  under  a  strong 
impression  that  one  of  the  greatest  mistakes 
that  ever  was  made  hy  the  protection  in- 
terest— ^he  could  not  caJl  it  the  agricultural 
interest,  for  it  was  not  the  agricultural  in- 
terest— the  greatest  mistake  that  was 
ever  made  hy  the  protection  interest 
was  the  deposmg  of  the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham from  their  leadership,  and  setting 
up  the  Duke  of  Richmond.  The  Duke  of 
Buckingham,  to  the  hest  of  his  knowledge, 
had  never  argued  for  protection  on  the 
starvation  principle;  hut  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond was  only  cclehrated  for  two  sayings, 
one  of  which  was,  **  In  Sussex  we  don't  grow 
glass,  hut  we  do  grow  timher,*' which,  if  it 
meant  anything,  meant  ours  is  a  sel- 
fish principle^  He  asked,  could  such 
a  man  wage  a  successful  war  with  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — with  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Stockport — with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  with  the  electoral  con- 
stituencies of  England  ?  He  helieved 
he  could  not.  He  helieved  that  with 
the  Reform  Bill — with  the  new  town  and 
old  county  constituencies — with  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Stockport,  and  others  who 
thought  with  him — ^his  light  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would,  on 
this  question,  heat  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  twenty  like  him..  In  former  times, 
when  the  nohiUty  of  this  country  had  not 
any  one    of  their  own  rank  sufficiently 


practised  in  puhlic  affairs  to  direct  the  des- 
tinies of  the  country,  and  sway  the  opinions 
of  senates,  they  were  accustomed  to  choose 
as  their  leader  some  commoner  of  practised 
ahility,  and  trust  to  him  to  interpose  the 
»gis  of  his  talents  hetween  them  and  the 
civil  tempest.  Five  years  ago  they  found 
such  a  man — ^ready  to  fight  their  hattlo  so 
long  as  it  could  he  fought  with  advantage 
to  the  people — the  only  Jbonourablo  civil 
warfare;  and  now,  when  he  refused  to  lead 
them  against  the  people  and  against  his  own 
honour,  why  they  were  determined  to  get 
rid  of  him,  and  do  the  battle  of  their  own 
protection  on  their  own  account.  He  did 
not  think  it  was  the  duty  of  a  party  leader 
to  lead  his  party  against  the  interests  of 
the  people.  He  felt  that  the  only  contest 
in  which  he  could  take  part  with  advan- 
tage to  his  followers,  was  to  go  with  the 
people,  and  prove  to  the  people  that  the 
interests  which  he  defended  were  not  adverse 
to  their  own.  Why,  now  he  hoped  that  in 
order  there  might  be  no  more  deceiving  the 
farmers  on  this  question,  the  protectionists 
would  tell  their  friends  whether  they 
thought  this  contest  was  to  end  in  the 
triumph  of  protection.  He  wanted  them 
to  teU  the  fanners  plainly  and  honestly, 
whether  they  thought  the  contest  would 
end  in  defeat  or  victory.  If  they  thought 
— and  he  believed  they  did  in  their  con- 
sciences— that  the  issue  must  be  defeat, 
why  not  then  consent  to  put  up  at  once 
with '.what  they  could  not  avoid  ?  Had  they 
not  much  better,  he  asked,  refrain  from 
exasperating  the  people  already  in  a  state 
of  great  want  ?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset  (Mr.  Miles)  said  the 
people  were  not  in  want ;  but  he  wished 
his  hon.  Friend  was  in  the  House  when 
he  stated  what  he  should  not  repeat  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  people  in  his  county. 
He  wished  he  would  inquire  into  the  con- 
dition of  the  people,  and  then  say  whether 
they  were  in  want  or  not.  He  now  said 
they  were  not  in  want;  but  he  was  the 
first  person  that  he  (Mr.  Escott)  ever 
yet  heard  had  the  hardihood  to  deny  that  the 
people  were  at  that  moment  in  a  state  of 
want.  He  would  like  to  know  from  his 
hon.  Friend,  whether  the  famine  to  which 
the  people  were  exposed  at  this  moment 
was  a'state  of  prosperity?  He  (Mr.  Escott) 
knew  he  did  not  think  so — ^he  knew  that  if 
he  examined  into  those  things,  he  would 
not  make  those  sort  of  speeches,  or  ex- 
press such  horror  of  plenty.  He  knew  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  took  the  trouble  to  ex- 
amine this  subject,  he  would  not  make  such 
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statements — he  knew  his  goodness  of  heart 
— he  knew  his  high  principle — ^he  knew 
his  excellent  character — and  he  knew  he 
would  not  express  such  liorror  of  plenty, 
if  he  knew  the  actual  state  of  the  peo- 
ple. [Mr.  Miles  never  had  used  the  ex- 
pression "horror  of  plenty.'*]  No,  he 
might  never  have  used  those  words;  hut 
in  effect  he  thought  he  never  heard 
his  hon.  Friend  make  a  speech  with- 
out introducing  some  such  ohservation: 
it  was  his  staple  commodity.  He  always 
dreaded  the  increase  of  corn  and  hacon, 
and  he  was  always  dolorous  ahout  loaded 
trenchers.  Uis  hon.  Friend  had  certainly 
greased  the  wheels  of  the  free-trade  coach. 
He  had  heen  alarmed  ahout  the  introduc- 
tion of  grease,  and  compelled  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  promise  that  the  grease  should  he 
mixed  with  tar.  He  had  told  him  then  he 
was  hringing  the  whole  principle  into  con- 
tempt. So  it  was.  Those  were  the  argu- 
ments that  opened  the  eyes  of  the  people; 
and  no  one  in  the  country  had  really  done 
more  for  the  removal  of  restrictions  from 
imports  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire. And  he  was  convinced  that  when 
he  found  the  removal  of  those  restrictions 
would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  country,  no 
man  would  be  more  gratified  at  that  ob- 
ject being  efifected  than  the  hon.  Member ; 
but,  at  all  events,  let  him  not  delude  the 
farmers:  the  question  was  virtually  decided. 
There  were  none  w^ho  knew  better  than 
the  farmers  that  progress  in  legislation 
coidd  not  be  resisted,  and  that  to  resist  an 
importation  of  food  when  the  people  were  in 
want,  could  not  be  for  their  benefit,  nor  for 
the  safety  and  honour  of  their  country. 

Captaix  GLADSTONE  :  If  I  had  sue- 
ceeded,  Sir,  in  catching  your  eye  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  debate,  I  should  not 
have  ventured  to  enter  at  any  length  upon 
the  question  before  the  House,  much  less 
shall  I  do  so  at  this  protracted  period,  when 
every  argument  and  illustration  that  could 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  subject  has 
been  exhausted,  and  endless  statistics  quot- 
ed, some  of  them  pressed  into  the  service 
and  obliged  to  do  double  duty,  thus  proving 
the  most  opposite  conclusions.  I  shall, 
therefore,  confine  myself  to  stating  very 
briefly  the  reasons  which  induce  me  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bristol.  Before  I  do  so  I  trust  I 
may  be  allowed,  in  common  with  other  hon. 
Members  who  have  preceded  me,  to  express 
the  deep  and  painful  regret  which  I  feel  at 
being  compelled  to  vote  against  Her  Majes- 


ty *s  Ministers  on  so  important  a  question. 
No  one  can  be  more  sensible  than  I  am  of 
the  sincerity  of  their  motives,  or  feel  more 
confident  that  nothing  but  the  strongest 
sense  of  public  duty  could  have  induced 
them  to  take  the  course  they  have  done, 
and  place  themselves  in  so  painful  a  position 
towards  a  large  portion  of  their  former  sup- 
porters. I  was  quite  prepared.  Sir,  to  have 
supported  them  in  their  former  poUcy ,  which 
since  1842  has  been  repealing  the  duty  on 
raw  materials  used  in  manufactures,  re- 
moving prohibitory  duties,  and  gradually 
reducing  protective  ones.  But  this.  Sir, 
is  a  very  diifercnt  com'se,  and  cannot  be 
considered  a  cautious  and  gradual  one:  it 
is  impossible  to  doubt  that,  with  protection 
to  agriculture,  all  protective  duties  will  be 
removed ;  and  I  think  the  hon.  Gentlemen, 
members  of  the  League,  showed  great  judg- 
ment and  discretion  in  directing  their  at- 
tacks against  agricultural  protection,  well 
knowing  that  when  the  Com  Laws  were 
repealed,  all  the  other  protected  interests 
would  fall  an  easy  prey.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  addressed  the  House,  and  also 
Members  of  the  Goverimient,  have  declared 
that  the  proposed  measures  are  only  a  de- 
velopment of  the  principles  laid  down  in 
1842:  if  such  be  the  case,  why  did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  the  Secretary  at  War,  de- 
clare that  their  opinions  on  the  subject  of 
protection  had  undergone  a  change;  and 
that  even  if  the  potato  panic  had  not  oc- 
curred, that  they  could  no  longer  defend 
the  present  Corn  Laws  ?  Sir,  I  cannot 
coincide  in  the  opinions  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  spoken  in  favour  of  protec- 
tion. I  do  not  hold  extreme  opinions  on 
the  subject :  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  now 
to  say  whether  I  consider  protection  in  the 
abstract  right  or  not ;  but  1  find  that  it  has 
long  existed  in  this  country  ;  that  under  it 
this  country  has  greatly  prospered;  and 
that  manufactures  as  well  as  agriculture 
have  benefited  imder  it.  I  consider.  Sir, 
that  is  not  a  sufiicient  reason  to  say  that 
cotton  and  other  branches  of  manufacture 
are  now  independent  of  protection,  and, 
therefore,  that  protection  should  no  longer 
be  afiforded  to  agriculture.  The  cotton  ma- 
nufacture was  at  one  time  protected  against 
that  of  the  muslins  of  India,  as  has  already 
been  stated  in  this  debate,  and  ultimately 
succeeded  in  destroying  it.  Manufactures 
and  agricidture  are  very  differently  circum- 
stanced ;  for  many  years  capital  and  me- 
chanical skill  have  been  applied  with  great 
advantage  to  the  former  ;  while  it  is  only 
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of  late  years  that  capital  and  mechanical 
BkiU  and  chemistry  have  been  applied  to  the 
latter.  It  seems  impossible  to  doubt  that 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  measure  must  be 
to  lower  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce; 
and  I  cannot  conceive  that  such  a  result 
will  increase  the  inducement  on  the  part  of 
landowners  and  capitalists  to  invest  capital 
in  the  improvement  of  land.  Sir,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Winchester,  who 
spoke  last,  has  described  the  state  of  the 
small  farmers  in  his  neighbourhood  under 
the  present  law ;  but  what  will  it  be  under 
the  new  one  ?  I  think  many  hon.  Members 
were  not  in  the  House  when  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  South wark  spoke :  I 
consider  one  part  of  his  speech  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members,  and  I  have 
not  heard  it  contradicted.  He  stated  that 
hon.  Members  who  advocate  protection 
called  this  a  tenant's  and  not  a  landlord's 
question ;  and  he  proceeded  to  show  that 
it  concerned  the  landlord  more  than  the 
tenant,  for  the  latter  would  be  able  to  make 
a  new  arrangement ;  but  what  did  he  say 
with  regard  to  the  small  tenants  ?  He  said, 
••  The  farmer,  that  was  the  farmer  who 
possessed  capital  and  skill,  and  whose  farm 
was  not  confined  within  narrow  limits, 
would  be  benefited;  but  he  admitted  that 
this  was  the  only  class  of  farmers  who 
w^ould  be  benefited  by  free  trade.  There 
was  another  class  of  farmers,  those  who 
were  the  occupiers  of  small  farms,  that 
class  of  whom  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton gave  a  description  on  a  previous 
night,  and  whose  ruin  he  depicted  in  vivid 
colours,  as  the  consequences  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  free-trade  measures,  woidd, 
no  doubt,  under  the  influence  of  competi- 
tion, ultimately  cease  to  exist."  If  this  is 
to  be  their  fate,  can  it  be  wondered  at  that 
the  farmers  of  the  counties  of  Dorset  and 
Nottingham  should  be  opposed  to  the  mea- 
sure. I  believe,  Sir,  that  four-fifths  of  the 
farmers  of  England,  and  a  far  larger  pro- 
portion of  those  of  Ireland,  come  under  this 
denomination.  What  then  is  to  become 
of  them  ?  Are  they  to  be  forced  into  the 
manufacturing  districts,  or  how  are  they  to 
find  means  to  eke  out  a  living  ?  I  have 
not  heard  this  statement  contradicted  ;  and 
think  it  is  well  worth  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers generally.  Sir,  I  deeply  regret  the 
statements  made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  relative  to  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  in  Ireland,  and  the  apprehension  of 
scarcity  in  that  country ;  and  I  rejoice  to 
find  that  measures  to  provide  employment 


for  the  people  of  that  country  have  been 
brought  forward  by  the  Government,  and 
have  passed  this  House ;  and  shall  be  glad 
to  hear  that  they  have  other  similar  mea- 
sures under  consideration.  I  have  recently 
been  in  that  country,  and  made  it  my  duty 
to  inquire  into  the  extent  of  the  disease, 
and  the  prospects  of  the  peasantry  of  that 
country ;  and  fear  there  is  too  much  reason 
to  apprehend  scarcity  of  food  before  sum- 
mer, more  particularly  in  the  south,  where 
they  are  most  dependent  on  potatoes,  and 
least  able  to  buy  wheat  or  oaten  meal.  But 
I  regret  that,  as  one  reason  given  for  the 
necessity  of  passing  this  measure  is  the 
benefit  of  Ireland,  that  part  of  it  which 
is  expected  to  have  that  effect  was  not 
brought  in  as  a  separate  measure,  but  con- 
nected with  others  affecting  so  many  in- 
terests, tliat  much  time  must  necessarily 
elapse  before  it  can  pass  into  a  law :  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  de- 
clared last  night  that  the  reason  that  hon. 
Members  advocating  the  cause  of  protection 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  willing  that 
the  ports  should  be  opened  now,  is,  because 
no  corn  can  come  in  owing  to  the  scarcity 
on  the  Continent:  what  becomes,  therefore, 
of  the  assertion,  that  on  account  of  Ireland 
it  is  necessary  to  pass  the  measure  without 
delay  ?  I  am  quite  willing  to  admit  the 
beneficial  effects  of  the  Tariff  of  1842 ;  but 
I  believe  there  never  was  a  period  when  so 
many  causes  combined,  independently  of  it» 
to  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  country : 
in  1842,  owing  to  the  previous  depression 
of  trade,  stocks,  both  in  this  country  and 
abroad,  were  very  low  ;  since  then,  the 
improved  state  of  credit  in  the  United 
States,  and  consequent  increase  of  trade 
with  this  country,  the  extension  of  our  trade 
with  China,  and  that  which  I  think  has  not 
been  alluded  to  in  this  debate,  and  which 
has  been  most  important  in  its  effects — the 
large  crops  of  cotton  in  the  United  States, 
and  consequently  unprecedentedly  low  price 
of  cotton,  which  has  enabled  our  manufac- 
turers greatly  to  increase  their  exports. 
To  these  causes  are  to  be  added  the  bles- 
sings of  abundant  harvests,  and  the  demand 
for  employment  caused  by  the  railroads  in 
progress.  The  present  prosperous  state  of 
the  country,  therefore,  cannot  be  attributed 
solely  to  the  Tariff  of  1842 ;  but  even  if  it 
were  so,  it  would  not  follow,  that  because 
the  removal  of  all  duties  on  raw  materials 
used  in  manufacture,  as  well  as  those  of  a 
prohibitory  character,  and  the  gradual  re- 
duction of  protective  duties,  have  proved 
beneficial,  that  the  withdrawal  of  all  pro* 
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taction  to  native  indnstry  will  prove  so. 
But,  Sir,  there  is  one  consideration  wlucb 
weighs  with  me  more  heavily  than  any 
other ;  and  it  is,  that  this  measure  should 
not  have  heen  hrought  forward  hy  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  this  Parliament :  if 
we  are  to  have  free  trade,  let  it  he  passed 
hy  a  Parliament  elected  for  that  purpose, 
and  not  hy  one  pledged  to  uphold  protection. 
It  is  said  that  it  is  desirahlc  to  settle  the 
question ;  hut  how  can  this  he  a  settlement 
of  it,  when  in  a  short  period  at  any  rate  a 
dissolution  must  take  place,  when  the  agri- 
cultural interest  will  endeavour  to  restore 
protection?  The  assertion  is,  that  the 
puhlic  mind  is  in  favour  of  free  trade  ;  if 
so,  I  suppose  the  agriculturists  are  not  sup- 
posed to  have  any  mind,  as  the  late  county 
elections  prove  that  they  are  strongly  op- 
posed to  it.  The  agitation  and  angry 
feelings  that  would  he  caused  hy  a  general 
election,  are  urged  as  a  reason  against  it ; 
hut  I  conceive  that  in  the  present  prosper- 
ous state  of  the  country  this  evil  would 
he  much  less  felt,  and  that  passing  this 
measure  in  the  present  Parliament  wiU  he 
much  more  injurious  and  lasting  in  its  ef- 
fects; heing  calculated  to  shake  confidence 
in  puhlic  men,  and  to  estahlish  a  system  of 
demanding  pledges  from  candidates  at  fu- 
ture elections.  Sir,  I  have  only  now  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  kind  attention  they 
have  given  to  one  so  little  accustomed  to 
address  them.  Should  it  he  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  to  go  into  Committee,  there 
are  parts  of  the  measure  to  which  little 
opposition,  on  the  part  of  the  interests 
affected,  will  he  given,  and  which  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  support ;  hut  heing  con- 
vinced that  the  main  feature  of  the  whole 
is  the  total  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  clearly 
shown  hy  the  general  character  of  the  dis- 
cussion, and  feeling  strongly  that  it  is  most 
desirahle  that  that  great  portion  of  the  com- 
munity interested  in  agriculture  should, 
at  the  earliest  possihle  period,  know  its 
fate,  I  feel  compelled  to  endeavour  to  stop 
the  measure  on  the  threshold,  and  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  COBDEN  :  I  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  impossihle  for  me  to  trespass  long 
upon  their  notice,  hut  I  am  anxious  to  say 
a  few  words  hefore  the  close  of  this  pro- 
tracted dehate.  I  have  had  the  good  or 
the  iU  fortune  to  listen  to  many  dehates 
upon  this  suhject  in  this  House,  and  al- 
though it  has  not  heen  my  fate  to  listen  to 
this,  at  all  events  I  have  had  the  merit  of 
perusing  every  word  of  it.  On  former  oc- 
casions I  have  had  to  complain^  that  al- 


though the  ohject  and  pmposo  of  the  Mo- 
tion was  to  discuss  the  principle  of  the 
Com  Laws,  yet  that  non.  Gentlemen 
always  evaded  the  question,  and  tried  to 
discuss  every  other  rather  than  the  parti- 
cular question  hefore  the  House  ;  hut  how- 
ever I  may  have  had  to  complain  of  that 
on  former  occasions,  I  think  it  will  he  ad- 
mitted that  extraneous  matter  has  heen  in- 
troduced into  this  dehate  hy  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  a  much  greater  extent 
than  hefore.  It  appears  to  me,  that  one 
half  of  the  dehate  has  turned  upon  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  and 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  other  half  upon 
the  necessity  of  a  dissolution  and  an  ap- 
peal to  the  country.  Now,  though  there 
may  he  ground,  I  will  not  say  there  may  he 
just  ground,  for  hon.  Gcntiemen  helow  the 
gangway  assailing  the  Ministers  for  the 
course  they  have  pursued ;  yet  the  country, 
I  assure  them,  will  not  sympathize  with 
them  in  the  quarrel  with  their  leaders,  nor 
will  they  he  without  some  suspicion  that 
that  grievance  has  heen  dwelt  upon  to 
avoid  a  discussion  of  principle  ;  for  I  wish 
you  to  hear  in  mind  that,  on  former  occa- 
sions, hy  similar  means,  you  did  try  to 
avoid  that  discussion.  In  1841  you  de- 
nounced the  leaders  of  the  Whigs  as  furi- 
ously as  you  denounce  the  leaders  of  your 
own  party  now  ;  and  when  I  came  into 
Parliament,  in  the  spring  of  1842,  I  must 
say  that  I  myself  and  the  members  of  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League  were  as  much  the 
objects  of  your  vituperation  as  the  Minis- 
ters are  now.  The  country,  therefore,  mil 
not  sympathize  with  you ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  will  doubt  whether  or  not 
you  have  introduced  these  personal  topics 
because  you  cannot  justify  the  Com  Law. 
Now,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  any 
fear  that  their  present  leaders  contem- 
plate, after  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws, 
doing  something  else  which  they  may  think 
injurious  to  their  party  interests,  I  beg  to 
assure  them  that  they  are  taking  the  most 
effectual  moans  of  arming  the  present  Mi- 
nisters with  the  power  of  accomplishing 
something  else,  if  they  wish  it ;  for  the 
more  they  attack  them,  the  more  obloquy 
they  load  them  with,  the  more  will  the 
coimtry  sympathize  with  them  out  of 
doors.  Why,  you  are  making  the  present 
Ministry  the  most  popular  men  in  the 
country.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  were  to  go  into 
the  manufacturing  districts  of  the  north,  his 
journey  would  be  one  of  continued  triumph. 
The  right  hon«  Home  Secretary  was  not 
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penonftUy  very  popular  two  or  three  years 
ago.     It  is  a  difficult  thing  for  a  Home 
Secretary  in  troublesome  times  to  become 
popular  ;  but  the  magnificent  contribution 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
has  given  to  our  good  cause,  by  his  able 
speeches  and  authoritatiye   statements  of 
facts,  has  sunk  deep  into  the  mind  of  the 
country  ;  these,  and  still  more  the  martyr- 
dom you  are  nightly  inflicting  upon  him, 
have  rendered  him  so  popular,  that  I  don't 
think  we  coidd  parade  any  one  in  Manches- 
ter or  Liverpool  who  would  meet  with  a 
more  cordial  reception.     I  don't  think  you 
[addressing  the  protectionists]  are  pursuing 
a  good  party  course.     I  think  you  are  as 
badly  off  on  the  score  of  good  judgment 
and  tactics  as  ever  you  were.     I  will  now, 
however,  draw  your  attention  to  the  second 
topic  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  which 
is  of  still  more  importance.     If  I  under- 
stand your  position  rightly  it  is  this :  you 
say,  "  We  wish  for  an  appeal  to  the  coun- 
try ;  if  the  country  decide  that  free  trade 
shall  be  the  national  policy,  we  will  bow  to 
that  decision."     I  believe  I  am  fairly  in- 
terpreting your  meaning.     I  tell  you,  then, 
in  the  first  place,  that  if  you  are  believers 
in  the  truth  and  justice  of  your  principles, 
you  are  unworthy  advocates  of  those  prin- 
ciples if  you  will  think  of  abandoning  them 
on  such  grounds.     If  you  believe  in  the 
truth  of  your  principles,  you  should  not 
bow  to  the  decision  of  a  temporary  majo- 
rity of  this  House.     When  I   came  into 
Parliament,  in  1841,  I   met  you  with  a 
majority  of  91  in  your  favour.     Did  I  then 
bow  to  that  majority,  and  submit  to  the 
Com  Law  ?    No  ;  I  felt  as  confident  in  the 
triumph  of  justice  then  as  now.     I  said  I 
would  never  cease  my  exertions  till  you 
abrogated  that  law.     If  you  have  confi- 
dence in  the  truth   and  justice  of  your 
principles,  you  should  use  the   same  lan- 
guage.    You  should  say,  **It  is  not  one 
defeat  that  shaU  make  us  abandon  those 
great  principles  which  we  consider  essen- 
tial to  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  people.     No  ;  if  we  are 
thrown  to  the  ground  now,  we  will  spring 
up  with  renewed  determination  and  vigour. " 
[*'Yes."]     You  say  "Yes,  yes,"  to  that 
sentiment ;  but  you  had  already  told  me  by 
your  cheers  that  you  did  not  intend  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind ;  I   am  conscienti- 
ously of  opinion  that  you  are  unbelievers 
in  the  doctrines  you  advocate.     But  I  will 
assume  that  you  can  carry  out  your  object 
— ^that  you  can  force  a  dissolution  ;  and  to 
this  point  I  wish  particularly  to  draw  your 


attention,  and,  what  is  of  still  more  im- 
portance, the  attention  of  persons  in  an- 
other place.     We  have  had  some  pretty 
frank  allusions,  especially  in  the  perora- 
tion of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dorsetshire,  to  what  is  to  be  done  in  an- 
other place,  where  there  is  no  representa- 
tive with  this  measure  of  the  middle  classes 
— ^no  merchant,  no  manufacturer,  no  spin- 
ner, no  farmer.     In  that  other  place,  how- 
ever, what  I  now  say  on  the  subject  of  a 
dissolution   may  probably  be  read.     You 
want  a  dissolution  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
opinion  of  the   country.     Have  you  ever  y 
thought,  or  considered,  or  defined  what  the  ^ 
opinion  of  the   country  means  ?    Do   you 
think  it  means  a   numerical  majority    of 
this  House  ?   We  shall  have  that  to-night. 
You  are  not  satisfied  with  that.     You  are 
preaching  the   democratic   doctrine,   that 
this   question    must    be  referred  to  the 
people.     Now,  I  want  to  have  well  defined 
what  you  mean  by  public  opinion.     You 
win  perhaps  say,  **  We  will  abide  by  the 
decision  of  a  numerical  majority  of  this 
House  returned  at  another  general  elec- 
tion," and  you  will  consider  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  country.     Well,  I  totally  dis- 
agree with  all  those  who  believe  for  a  mo- 
ment that   you  will  obtain    a   numerical 
majority  in  this  House  in  the  event  of  a 
dissolution.     I    ought   to   know  as  much 
about  the  state  of  the  representation  of 
this  country,  and  of  the  registration,   as 
any  man  in  the  House.     Probably  no  one 
has  given  so  much  attention  to  that  ques- 
tion as  I  have  done  ;  and  I  distinctly  deny 
that  you  have  the  slightest  probab&ity  of 
gaining  a  numerical  majority  in  this  House, 
if  a  dissolution  took  place  to-morrow.  Now, 
I  would  not  have  said  this  three  months 
ago.     On  the  contrary,  at  a  public  meet- 
ing three  months  ago,  I  distinctly  recog- 
nised the  great  probability  of  your  having 
a  numerical  majority  in  the  event  of  a  dis- 
solution.    But  your  party  is  since  broken 
up.     Though  you  may   stiU  have   a  firm 
phalanx  in  Dorsetshire  and  Buckingham- 
shire, what  has  been  the  effect  of  the  sepa- 
ration from  you  of  the  most  authoritative 
and  intelligent  of  your  party  upon  the  bo- 
roughs, and  among  the  population  of  the 
north?  I  told  you,  three  years  ago,  that 
the  Conservatives   of    the    towns  of  the 
north  of  England  were  not  the  followers  of 
the  Duke  of  Richmond.     They  were,  al- 
most to  a  man,  the  followers  of  that  sec- 
tion of  the  Government  represented  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  right 
hon.   Home   Secretary,      Every  one  ac- 
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quaintcd  with  the  towns  in  the  north  of 
England  will  bear  me  out  when  I  say  that 
those  Conservatives  who  follow  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Feel)  comprise  at 
least  four-fifths  of  the  party ;  while  the  re- 
mainder may  look  up  to  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond as  their  leader,  and  sympathize  with 
the  section  below  the  gangway.  That 
large  portion  of  the  Conservative  party  in 
the  north  of  England  has  ever  been  in  fa- 
vour of  free  trade.  The  language  they 
have  used  to  free  traders  like  myself  has 
been  this  :  "Sir  R.  Peel  will  do  it  at  the 
proper  time.  We  have  confidence  in  him, 
and  when  the  proper  period  arrives  he  will 
give  us  free  trade.**  Then  I  say,  that  in 
this  state  of  your  party,  I  wholly  deny  the 

Possibility  of  your  gaining  a  majority.  But 
will  assume,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that,  in  the  event  of  a  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament, you  obtained  a  numerical  majo- 
rity. Let  us  see  of  what  that  majority 
and  of  what  the  minority  opposed  to  you 
would  consist.  There  are  eighteen  repre- 
sentatives in  Parliament  for  this  metropo- 
lis, and  there  are  two  Members  for  the 
metropolitan  county.  We  have  the  whole 
twenty.  They  represent  110,000  electors  ; 
they  represent  a  population  of  2,000,000  of 
souls  —  the  most  intelligent,  the  most 
wealthy,  the  most  orderly,  and,  notwith- 
standing my  acquaintance  with  the  busi- 
ness habits  of  those  in  the  north  of  Eng- 
land, I  must  add,  with  respect  to  business 
and  mechanical  life,  the  hardest  working 
people  in  England.  Do  those  people  ex- 
press public  opinion  think  you  ?  Why,  this 
metropolis  assumed  to  itself,  centuries  ago, 
the  power  and  privilege  of  closing  its  gates 
in  the  face  of  its  Sovereign — a  power  which 
is  still  retained,  and  which  is  exercised  on 
State  occasions.  This  metropolis  is  now 
twenty  times  as  populous,  as  wealthy,  as 
important  in  the  world's  eye  as  it  was 
then  ;  and  do  you  think  it  will  be  content 
that  you  count  it  as  nothing  in  your  esti- 
mate of  public  opinion  ?  JBut  turn  else- 
where. What  says  the  metropolis  of  Scot- 
land, Edinburgh  ?  Do  you  reckon  on  hav- 
ing a  Member  for  that  city  to  vote  in  the 
glorious  majority  which  you  anticipate  ? 
Turn  to  Dublin.  Will  you  have  a  repre- 
sentative for  that  city  with  you?  Go  to 
Glasgow,  Manchester,  Leeds,  Birmingham, 
\  and  Liverpool ;  take  every  town  containing 
20,000  inhabitants,  and  I  defy  you  to 
show  that  you  can  reckon  on  a  single  re- 
presentative for  any  town  in  the  kingdom 
which  has  such  a  population.  I  tell  you 
that  you  have  not  with  you  now  a  town  in 


Great  Britain  containing  20,000  inhabi- 
tant. [Hon.  Members  :  Liverpool  and 
Bristol.]  No,  no,  no  ;  you  have  neither 
Liverpool  nor  Bristol.  That  shows  you 
have  not  weighed  these  matters  as  you  are 
bound  to  weigh  them.  Don't  be  led  away 
by  the  men  who  cheer  and  halloo  there,  like 
the  school-boy  wliistling  in  the  churchyard 
to  keep  up  his  courage.  Examine  these 
facts,  for  those  who  were  formerly  your 
leaders  have  weighed  them  already ;  and 
there  is  none  among  you  deserving  to  be 
your  leaders  unless  they  have  well  con- 
sidered these  important  matters.  I  repeat 
that  you  cannot  reckon  upon  any  town  of 
20,000  inhabitants  sending  up  a  represent 
tative  to  vote  with  the  great  majority  you 
expect  to  obtain.  True,  you  will  have 
your  pocket  boroughs  and  your  nomina- 
tion counties.  And  I  will  say  a  word  or 
two  directly  as  to  the  county  represen- 
tation ;  but  I  now  place  before  you  broadly 
the  situation  in  which  you  will  find  your- 
selves after  a  dissolution.  I  will  assume 
that  you  have  a  majority,  derived  from 
pocket  boroughs  and  nomination  counties, 
of  twenty  or  thirty  members.  But  on  this 
side  you  will  see  the  representatives  for 
London,  for  South  Lancashire,  for  West 
Yorkshire,  for  North  Chesliire,  for  North 
Lancashire,  and  the  Members  for  all  the 
large  towns  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land ;  nay,  not  one  Member  will  come 
from  any  town  in  Scotland  to  vote  with 
you.  Now  what  would  then  be  your  situa- 
tion ?  Why,  you  would  shrink  aghast  from 
the  position  in  which  you  would  find  your- 
selves. There  would  be  more  defections 
from  your  ranks,  pledged  as  you  are — 
steeped  to  the  chin  in  pledges.  So  much 
alarmed  would  you  be  at  your  position, 
that  you  would  cross  the  floor  to  join  us  in 
larger  numbers  than  you  have  ever  yet 
done.  I  tell  you  there  would  be  no  safety 
for  you  ^vithout  it.  I  say  that  the  Mem- 
bers who  came  up  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  attempt  to  maintain  the  Com 
Laws,  from  your  Ripons  and  Stamfords, 
Woodstocks  and  Marlboroughs,  would  hold 
those  opinions  only  till  they  found  it  was 
determined  by  public  opinion  to  repeal 
them.  They  could  not  hold  them  one 
week  longer  ;  for  if  the  country  found  that 
they  would  not  give  way  to  moral  force, 
they  might  think  it  requisite  to  place  them 
in  another  Schedule  A.  Now,  I  have 
told  3'ou  what,  in  my  opinion,  consti- 
tutes public  opinion.  Had  there  been 
such  an  amount  of  public  opinion  as 
now  exists  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  the 
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Com  Laws,  in  support  of  the  Pretender 
in   1745,    tlie    dynasty  of    the    Stuarts 
would  now  have  occupied  the  Throne  of 
these   realms.      That   amount   of    puhlic 
opinion  is  sufficient  to  change  the  Consti- 
tution of  this  country — to  alter  your  forms 
of  Government — ^to  do  anything,  in  short, 
that  puhlic  opinion  is  determined  to  effect. 
But  you  may  probahly  tell  me  that,  though 
we  have  the  electors  of  the  great  constitu- 
encies I  have  mentioned  in  our  favour,  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  are  not  with  us. 
That  is   a  rather  democratic   sentiment. 
You  never  heard  me  quote  the  superior 
judgment  of  the  working  classes  in  any 
deliberations  in  this  assembly.     You  never 
heard  me  cant  about  the  suponor  claims  of 
the   working   classes  to  arbitrate  on  this 
great  question.     But  you  say  the  mass  of 
the  people  are  not  with  us.     What  evi- 
dence is  there  that  this  is  the  case  ?     Will 
yo(U  shut  your  eyes  to  proofs  ?     Will  you 
/go  blindfold  against  a  stone  wall  ?     You 
say  the  petitions  presented  to  this  House 
have  not  been  honestly  signed.     1  cannot 
disprove  that  assertion.     It  must  go  for 
what  it  is  worth.     But  we  have  ten  times 
as  many  signatures  to  our  petitions   for 
Corn  Law  repeal  as  you  have  to  your  pro- 
tection petitions.     You  may  assume  that 
the  signatures  to  those  petitions  are  ficti- 
tious.    Do  so  if  you  please.     I  will  give 
you  another  test.     I  wUl  challenge  you  to 
the  old  Saxon  mode  of  ascertaining  what 
are  the  opinions  of  the  country  by  calling 
public  meetings.     Now,  if  you  really  en- 
tertain democratic  opinions,  this  is  the  way 
in  which  to  elevate  the  working  man  to  an 
equality  with  his  master;  ay,  to  an  equal- 
ity with  the  Peer  of  the  realm  —  bringing 
them   out  into  public   assemblies,    where 
every  man  has  an  equal  vote — ^assemblies 
which  make  laws  for  the  conduct  of  their 
own  proceedings,  and  elect  their  own  chair- 
man,    Call  your  public  meetings  to  sup- 
port the  Com  Laws.     I  challenge  you  to 
call  one  anywhere.     Why,  it  is  not  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  alone  that  meetings 
have  been  held  since  the  1st  of  November 
last.     Public  meetings,  convened  by  the 
authorities,  have  been  held  in  every  large 
town.     Meetings  not  confined  to  a  parti- 
cular class,   or  consisting  of  men  pledged 
to  particular   opinions,   but   convened    to 
determine,  ay  or  no,  whether  the  people 
should  petition  for  fi-ee  trade  or  not.  These 
meetings  have  not  been  confined  to  the 
manufacturing  districts  alone;  they  have 
been  held  at  Exeter,  Brighton,  and  Oxford; 
and  the  opinion  of  the  people  was  as  una- 


nimous at  those  places  as  at  Bolton,  Stock- 
port, and  Manchester.  Now,  cannot  you  call 
a  public  meeting,  and  test  the  opinions  of 
the  people  ?  Would  not  one  meeting,  at  all 
events,  be  something  like  a  proof  that  you 
are  practical  men,  and  not  disposed  to  be 
misled  by  the  chimeras  of  those  hot-headed, 
half-witted  people  who  try  to  deceive  you  ? 
I  have  seen  some  of  your  notices  calling 
protection  meetings.  One  was  forwarded 
to  me  from  Epworth,  in  Lincolnshire,  by 
a  gentleman  who  complained  that  the 
notice  was  so  framed  that  protectionists 
only  could  attend,  and  that  no  amendment 
could  be  proposed.  Why,  in  the  purely 
agricultural  district  of  Haddingtonshire,  in 
the  centre  of  the  Lothians,  a  protection 
meeting  was  called  about  six  weeks  ago. 
All  the  neighbouring  nobility  and  landed 
proprietors  attended  ;  they  talked  of  the 
British  Lion,  ^and  of  the  nation  being  with 
them.  Soon  after,  another  meeting  was 
held,  when  it  was  proposed  to  petition  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  The  protec- 
tionists fled  from  the  room,  the  largest 
room  in  the  place;  but  it  was  quite  full 
without  them,  and  resolutions  in  favour  of 
repeal  were  adopted.  Was  this  evidence 
of  public  opinion  ?  [An  hon.  Member  : 
No.]  Was  it  not?  Then  what  will  teach  you 
what  public  opinion  is  ?  Must  you  be  tossed 
in  a  blanket  ?  Must  you  be  swept  out  of 
this  House  into  the  Thames  ?  What  must 
be  done  to  convince  you  that  the  feeling  of  •< 
the  nation  is  not  with  you  ?  You  will  be 
abandoned  to  fatuity  and  destruction,  if 
you  are  left  to  persons  who  have  so  little 
mercy  upon  you  as  to  delude  you  on  this 
question.  I  said  that  I  would  refer  to  the 
county  representation.  You  are  pluming 
yourselves  on  the  result  of  recent  county 
elections,  and  you  are  reckoning,  no  doubt, 
on  the  attainment  of  great  strength  from 
your  purely  agricultural  counties  in  the 
event  of  a  dissolution;  but  I  beg  to  re-*^ 
mind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  the  county  re- 
presentation, under  the  501.  tenant-at-will 
clause  of  the  Reform  Act,  is  not  the  old 
county  representation.  We  never  heard, 
twenty  years  ago,  of  requisitions  being  got 
up  to  candidates  by  tenant-farmers.  The 
requisitions  were  then  got  up  by  free- 
holders. You  introduced  into  the  Reform 
Act,  by  a  great  mistake  on  the  part  of 
those  who  then  had  the  power  to  have  pre- 
vented it,  a  clause  innovating  on  the  old 
constitutional  custom,  and  giving  tenants- 
at-will  a  vote  for  coimties.  Do  you  mean 
to  tell  me  that  the  votes  of  these  tenants- 
at-will  are  an  evidence  of  public  opinion  ? 
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We  heard  a  definition  of  tenant-at-wiU  votes 
last  uigbt,  which,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  I  will  read.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dorsetshire — ^and  I  congratulate  the 
free  traders  on  his  advent  here — told  us 
with  great  na^veti — 

"  He  (Mr.  Seymer),  with  his  hon.  Colleague, 
came  forward  at  the  recent  election  for  Dorset,  in 
consequence  of  a  requisition  signed  by  the  great 
body  of  the  tenant-&rmers.  Three  or  four  of  the 
largest  properties  in  the  county  were  in  the  hands 
of  free  traders,  and  naturally  the  tenants  on  those 
estates  held  back,  and  refused  to  sign  the  requi- 
sition till  they  knew  what  were  the  wishes  of  their 
landlords ;  for  it  was  notorious  that  English  ten- 
ants generally  wished  to  consult  the  feelings  of 
their  landlords.  He  (Mr.  Seymer)  did  not  think 
tenants  to  blame  for  that.  Knowing  that  their 
landlords  were  free  traders,  the  tenantries  in  ques- 
tion made  inquiry,  previous  to  signing,  whether 
those  landlords  would  obioct  to  their  taking  the 
course  their  consciences  cuctated;  the  landowners, 
very  much  to  their  credit,  said,  that  this  being  a 
&rmer'8  question,  they  would  not  interfere,  and 
then,  almost  without  exception,  the  &rmers  on 
those  properties  signed  the  requisition." 

Yes,  yes;  it  is  all  very  well  for  those  who 
get  the  consent  of  their  landlords  to  vote; 
but  recollect  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  says 
at  the  commencement  of  his  remarks.  He 
tells  us  that  he  and  his  Colleague  were  put 
in  nomination  in  consequence  of  a  requi- 
sition signed  by  tenant-farmers — that  is,  in 
consequence  of  a  requisition  got  up  by 
command  of  the  landlords,  and  signed  by 
the  farmers.  Now,  I  put  it  to  you  candidly 
• — is  it  not  an  understood  etiquette  in  coun- 
ties, that  one  proprietor  who  is  a  candidate 
should  not  canvass  the  tenants  on  the  es- 
tate of  another  till  he  has  obtained  the 
sanction  of  the  owner  ?  [**No.*']  Am  I 
to  understand  that  the  protectionist  Gentle- 
men in  a  body  below  the  gangway  contra- 
dict me  when  I  state  as  a  point  of  etiquette 
in  counties,  one  proprietor,  who  is  a  candi- 
date, does  not  think  it  [proper  to  canvass 
the  tenantry  on  the  estate  of  another  pro- 
prietor, without  first  intimating  to  the  land- 
owner his  intention  and  desire  to  do  so  ? 
["No.'']  Well,  there  are  only  two  or 
three  faint  noes.  I  think  the  ayes  have  it. 
But,  however,  this  point  at  all  events  is 
admitted,  that,  as  a  rule,  farmers  vote  with 
the  landlords;  that  the  vote  goes  with  the 
land :  nobody  denies  that  the  farm  carries 
the  vote.  What  right,  then,  have  you  to 
^  call  this  the  opinion  of  the  farmer  ?  You 
cannot  have  it  both  ways.  It  cannot  be 
both  the  opinion  of  the  landlord  and  the 
opinion  of  the  tenants.  What  becomes, 
then,  of  all  those  interesting  romances  in 
which  the  Duke  of  Richmond  has  indulged 
in  publici  about  the  bold,  independent,  and 


gallant  yeomanry  of  the  country  ?  Why, 
these  are  the  men  who  have  not  the  right 
of  using  their  suffirages.  It  is  your  own 
statement.  This  country  certainly  will 
not  be  governed  by  a  combination  of  land- 
lords and  tenants.  Probably  you  are  not 
aware  on  what  a  very  narrow  basis  this 
power  of  yours  rests.  But  I  can  give  you 
some  information  on  the  subject.  There 
are  about  150,000  tenants  who  form  the 
basis  of  your  political  power,  and  who  are 
distributed  throughout  the  counties  of  this 
country.  Well,  let  it  come  to  the  worst ; 
carry  on  the  opposition  to  this  measure  for 
three  years  more;  yet  there  is  a  plan  in 
operation  much  maUgned  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  still  more  mahgned 
in  another  place,  but  which,  the  more  the 
shoe  pinches,  and  the  more  you  wince  at 
it,  the  more  we  Uke  it  out  of  doors.  Now, 
I  say,  we  have  confronted  this  difiiculty, 
and  are  prepared  to  meet  it.  We  are  caU- 
ing  into  exercise  the  true  old  English  forms 
of  the  Constitution,  of  five  centuries  anti- 
quity, and  we  intend  that  the  ancient  40^. 
freehold  franchise  shall  countervail  this  in- 
novation of  yours  in  the  Reform  Bill.  You^ 
think  that  there  is  something  revolutionary 
in  this.  Why,  you  are  the  innovators  and 
the  revolutionists  who  introduced  this  new 
franchise  into  the  Reform  Bill.  But  I 
believe  that  it  is  perfectly  understood  by 
the  longest  heads  among  your  party  that 
we  have  a  power  out  of  doors  to  meet  this 
difficulty.  You  should  bear  in  mind  that 
less  one-half  of  the  money  invested  in  the 
savings  banks,  laid  out  at  better  interest  in 
the  purchase  of  freeholds,  would  give 
qualifications  to  more  persons  than  your 
150,000  tenant-farmers.  But  you  say  that 
the  League  is  purchasing  votes,  and  giv- 
ing away  the  franchise.  No,  no;  we  are 
not  quite  so  rich  as  that;  but  be  assured 
that  if  you  prolong  the  contest  for  three  or 
four  years — which  you  cannot  do — if,  how- 
ever, it  comes  to  the  worst,  we  have  the 
means  in  our  power  to  meet  the  difficulty, 
and  are  prepared  to  use  them.  Money  has 
been  subscribed  to  prepare  our  organization 
in  every  coimty,  and  we  are  prepared  to 
meet  the  difficulty  and  to  overcome  it. 
You  may  think  that  there  is  something 
repulsive  to  your  notions  of  supremacy  in 
all  this.  I  see  a  very  great  advantage  iiiy 
it,  even  if  the  Com  Laws  were  repealed 
to-morrow.  I  think  that  you  cannot  too 
soon  widen  the  basis  of  our  county  repre- 
sentation. I  say,  with  respect  to  a  man, 
whether  he  be  a  small  shopkeeper  or  a 
mechanic,  who  by  his  prudence  has  saved 
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plicit  faith  in  you.  They  arc  afraid  lest 
anything  should  happen  to  render  them 
unahle  to  make  terms  with  the  landlords  in 
the  matter  of  rent;  or,  otherwise,  they  are 
perfectly  easy  and  willing  to  receive  free 
trade  to-morrow.  They  are  afraid  of  how 
the  adjustment  might  he  conducted;  and 
the  question,  therefore,  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying,  is  a  landlord's  question. 
On  this  suhject  the  farmers  have  had  some 
hints  given  them  in  the  following  para- 
graph, which  appeared  some  time  ago  in 
the  Standard  newspaper  :— 

"  Under  what  head  then  is  the  Cirmer'to  look 
for  relief?  Under  the  head  rent.  The  landlord 
mast  reduce  rent ;  hut  the  fixrmer  knows,  by  ra- 
ther bitter  experience,  the  process  by  wliich  this 
reduction  must  be  effected.  lie  must  be  first  him- 
self rendered  unable  to  pay  rent,  and  then  the 
landlord  will  yield,  and  not  before." 

This  is  the  character  given  hy  the  Stan- 
dard newspaper  of  the  landlords,  and  in 
this  consists  the  great  difficulty  with  the 
farmers.  I  do  not  think  that  the  farmers 
generally  helieve  all  that  you  have  told 
them.  I  helieve  that  farms  let  as  hi<rh 
now  as  ever  they  did.  There  is  something 
remarkahle  in  this.  Since  the  right  lion. 
Baronet  has  proposed  this  measure,  I  have 
directed  my  attention  to  this  point,  hecause 
I  conceive  that  it  solves  much  of  our  diffi- 
culty. I  have  inquired  of  land  agents, 
land  proprietors,  lawyers,  &c.,  as  to  whe- 
ther land  has  suffered  any  depreciation  in 
value  in  consequence  of  the  proposition  on 
this  suhject  made  hy  the  Government  ? 
Now,  it  is  remarkahle,  hut  land  seems  to 
he  the  only  commodity  not  injuriously  af- 
fected hy  the  proposed  measures  of  the 
Government — that,  though  French  silks 
are  for  the  moment  rendered  almost  un- 
saleahle,  and  though  the  proposed  change 
has  produced  almost  a  paralysis  in  every 
trade  touched,  yet  land  is  letting  and  sell- 
ing for  higher  prices  than  ever.  Now,  I 
will  give  you  an  example.  I  will  mention 
a  case,  and  I  am  at  liherty  to  mention  the 
name.  The  hon.  Memher  for  Somerset 
will  corrohorate  what  I  am  going  to  state. 
Mr.  Gordon,  a  near  neighbour  of  that  hon. 
Memher,  has  made  the  tenants  upon  sixty 
of  his  farms  an  offer  that  he  would  take 
their  land  off  their  hands  on  equitable 
terms  at  Ladyday ;  yesterday  was  the  last 
day  for  giving  notice  of  accepting  his  offer, 
and  not  one  farmer  proposed  to  do  so.  I 
think  it  is  not  very  complimentary  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Souieraet.  Mr.  Gordon 
is  a  near  neighbour  of  his;  and  his  tenants, 
of  course,  have  had  the  privilege  of  hearing 
those  elor^uent  addresses  which  the  hon. 


Member  has  made  in  Somerset,  wherein 
he  has  told  them  that  land  will  not  he 
worth  cultivation  at  all,  or,  at  least,  that 
there  will  be  such  an  avalanche  of  corn 
from  the  Continent  and  from  America  as 
will  quite  supersede  home  cultivation  ;  and 
yet  these  farmers  seem  to  have  so  little 
alarm  that  they  are  willing  to  hold  their 
farms  at  their  present  rents.  Let  me  read 
you,  too,  the  account  that  is  given  me  by- 
a  gentleman  in  the  City,  an  eminent  soli- 
citor, whom  I  have  known  for  some  years, 
and  who  is  largely  interested  in  landed 
property : — 

"  I  have  for  many  years  hccn  connected  with 
the  management  of  landed  property,  and  with  the 
purchase  and  letting  of  estates  in  several  different 
counties,  and  am  at  ttiis  time  negotiatinjif  for  the 
renewal  of  leases  and  letting  of  lands  in  Bedford- 
shire, Herts,  and  Essex.  In  the  latter  county  the 
tenant  who  has  occupied  a  fann  of  500  acres 
for  fourteen  years  under  a  lease,  and  who  has  al- 
ways spoken  of  Ms  rent  as  somewhat  high,  and 
of  his  own  Arming  as  the  best  in  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood, has  now  offered  a  considerable  increase 
of  rent  (15  per  cent)  for  a  new  lease  of  fourteen 
years,  and  to  covenant  to  underdrain  two-thirds 
of  the  farm,  tlio  landlord  finding  draining  tiles, 
now  acknowledging  that  the  cultivation  may  he 
greatly  improved,  so  as  to  meet  the  increase  of 
rent.  The  farmer  has  another  occupation,  and  is 
not,  therefore,  under  any  fear  of  being  without  a 
farm.  lie  is  a  protectionist  in  words,  and  a  sup- 
porter of  Sir  John  Tyrrell.  Under  the  rumour 
that  this  &rm  might  be  given  up,  there  were  eight 
or  ten  most  respectable  applicants  for  it.  In 
Hertfordshire  I  am  at  this  moment  renewing 
leases  upon  two  large  farms,  both  with  the  offer 
of  increased  rents,  and  with  covenants  for  greatly 
improved  cultivation,  particularly  as  to  under- 
draining.  In  Bedfordshire  upon  two  moderate- 
sized  farms  the  same  has  been  the  residt ;  and  on 
the  application  for  one  of  them,  which  the  fiirmer 
is  quitting  in  consequence  of  ago  and  infirmity, 
the  following  conversation  took  place  on  the  a{>- 
plication  to  mo  by  an  intelligent  fiirmcr  for  the 
fiirm :  '  I  understand.  Sir,  tliat  you  have  the  letting 
of  Mr.  L.'s  farm,  as  he  is  quitting. — I  have.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  offer  of  it ;  my  name  is 

,  and  I  can  refer  you  to  the  clergyman  of  my 

parish,  and  to  several  gentlemen,  for  my  character 
and  responsibility.  You  are,  I  presume,  a  farmer  ? 
— Yes,  Sir ;  I  have  one  fiirm,  and  I  should  like 
another  to  extend  my  occupation,  as  I  Iiave 
sufficient  capital.  Y'ou  know  the  iarm,  I  presimie, 
and  the  rent  which  the  present  tenant  pays. — 
Yes,  Sir,  I  know  the  ^irm  and  the  rent ;  and  as 
we  are  no  longer  to  have  any  protection,  and  the 
Corn  Laws  must  now  bo  I'citealed,  I  hope  you  will 
consider  that  point  in  the  rent.  Pray,  as  you  say 
that  the  Com  Laws  will  be  repealed,  what,  in  your 
judgment,  will  be  the  effect  ? — Why,  Sir,  the  first 
will  be  the  waking  up  of  thousands  of  farmers  who 
have  hitherto  been  asleep  ;  and  wo  must  look  to 
increased  efforts  and  increased  production.  With 
respect  to  rent,  I  must  have  a  small  increase,  and 
I  must  require  covenants  for  better  cultivation, 
more  especially  as  to  imderd raining,  which  must 
be  done  very  extensively. — Sir,  iny  intention  is,  if 
I  have  the  farm,  to  underdrain  tlie  whole  of  it, 
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fit  for  human  food.  That  was  entirely  ow- 
ing to  the  want  of  food,  and  that  occurred 
within  three  miles  of  the  very  town  in  which 
there  was  that  large  store  of  maize.  The 
wonder  was  that  they  had  gone  on  so  well 
as  they  had  to  the  present  moment;  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  owing  to  the  existence  of 
this  law;  and  it  was  also  wonderful,  that  in 
a  great  commercial  country  like  England, 
with  a  population  that  was  rapidly  increasing, 
with  adl  the  means  of  ohtaining  from  other 
countries  those  advantages  which  they  did 
not  possess  themselves,  such  a  restrictive 
system  should  continue  to  exist.  But 
whether  some  farmers  were  to  suffer  or  not, 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  opposed 
this  Bill  once  for  all  manfully  tell  them 
what  it  was  they  meant  to  do  ?  He 
wished  to  ask  them,  did  they  think  they 
could  govern  this  country  with  the  Duke 
of  Ricfcnond  as  Prime  Minister?  He  had 
already  i||tated  what  induced  him  to  think 
it  was  impossihle  for  them  any  longer  to 
maintain  this  law;  and  one  of  the  reasons 
why  they  could  not  maintain  the  law  was, 
the  extremely  erroneous  choice  they  had 
made  of  leaders.  He  was  under  a  strong 
impression  that  one  of  the  greatest  mistakes 
that  ever  was  made  hy  the  protection  in- 
terest— ^he  coidd  not  call  it  the  agricultural 
interest,  for  it  was  not  the  agricultural  in- 
terest— ^the  greatest  mistake  that  was 
ever  made  hy  the  protection  interest 
was  the  deposing  of  the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham from  their  leadership,  and  setting 
up  the  Duke  of  Richmond.  The  Duke  of 
Buckingham,  to  the  hest  of  his  knowledge, 
had  never  argued  for  protection  on  the 
starvation  principle;  hut  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond was  only  celehrated  for  two  sayings, 
one  of  which  was,  "In  Sussex  we  don*t  grow 
glass,  hut  we  do  grow  timher,"  which,  if  it 
meant  anything,  meant  ours  is  a  sel- 
fish principle*  He  asked,  could  such 
a  man  wage  a  successful  war  with  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — with  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Stockport — with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  with  the  electoral  con- 
stituencies of  England  ?  He  helieved 
he  could  not.  He  helieved  that  with 
the  Reform  Bill — with  the  new  town  and 
old  county  constituencies — with  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Stockport,  and  others  who 
thought  with  him — ^his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would,  on 
this  question,  heat  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  twenty  like  him..  In  former  times, 
when  the  nohility  of  this  country  had  not 
any  one    of  their  own  rank  sufficiently 


practised  in  puhlic  affairs  to  direct  the  des- 
tinies of  the  country,  and  sway  the  opinions 
of  senates,  they  were  accustomed  to  choose 
as  their  leader  some  commoner  of  practised 
ahility,  and  trust  to  him  to  interpose  the 
segis  of  his  talents  hetween  them  and  the 
civil  tempest.  Five  years  ago  they  found 
such  a  man — ^ready  to  fight  their  hattle  so 
long  as  it  could  he  fought  with  advantage 
to  the  people — the  only  Jionourable  civil 
warfare;  and  now,  when  he  refused  to  lead 
them  against  the  people  and  against  his  own 
honour,  why  they  were  determined  to  get 
rid  of  him,  and  do  the  hattle  of  their  own 
protection  on  their  own  account.  He  did 
not  think  it  was  the  duty  of  a  party  leader 
to  lead  his  party  against  the  interests  of 
the  people.  He  felt  that  the  only  contest 
in  which  he  coidd  take  part  with  advan- 
tage to  his  followers,  was  to  go  with  the 
people,  and  prove  to  the  people  that  the 
interests  which  he  defended  were  not  adverse 
to  their  own.  Why,  now  he  hoped  that  in 
order  there  might  be  no  more  deceiving  the 
farmers  on  this  question,  the  protectionists 
would  tell  their  friends  whether  they 
thought  this  contest  was  to  end  in  the 
triumph  of  protection.  He  wanted  them 
to  tell  the  farmers  plainly  and  honestly, 
whether  they  thought  the  contest  would 
end  in  defeat  or  victory.  If  they  thought 
— and  he  believed  they  did  in  their  con- 
sciences— that  the  issue  must  he  defeat, 
why  not  then  consent  to  put  up  at  once 
with  what  they  could  not  avoid?  Had  they 
not  much  better,  he  asked,  refrain  from 
exasperating  the  people  already  in  a  state 
of  great  want  ?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset  (Mr.  Miles)  said  the 
people  were  not  in  want ;  but  he  wished 
his  hon.  Friend  was  in  the  House  when 
he  stated  what  he  should  not  repeat  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  people  in  his  county. 
He  wished  he  would  inquire  into  the  con- 
dition of  the  people,  and  then  say  whether 
they  were  in  want  or  not.  He  now  said 
they  were  not  in  want;  but  he  was  the 
first  person  that  he  (Mr.  Escott)  ever 
yet  heard  had  the  hardihood  to  deny  that  the 
people  were  at  that  moment  in  a  state  of 
want.  He  would  like  to  know  from  his 
hon.  Friend,  whether  the  famine  to  which 
the  people  were  exposed  at  this  moment 
was  a^state  of  prosperity  ?  He  (Mr.  Escott) 
knew  he  did  not  think  so — ^he  knew  that  if 
he  examined  into  those  things,  he  would 
not  make  those  sort  of  speeches,  or  ex- 
press such  horror  of  plenty.  He  knew  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  took  the  trouble  to  ex- 
amine this  subject,  he  woidd  not  make  such 
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an  e£Port.  But,  barring  these  two  ac- 
cidents—  want  of  capacity,  and  having 
a  sinister  interest — I  defy  any  man  to 
look  into  this  question  honestly,  and  come 
to  any  other  than  one  conclusion.  Then 
why  should  we  not  concur  on  this 
matter?  Why  should  there  be  any  tri- 
umph for  either  ?  I  want  no  triumph. 
Come  down  to  us,  and  let  us  hold  a  free- 
trade  meeting  in  our  hall  at  Manchester  ; 
come  to  U8  now,  protectionists,  and  let  us 
see  whether  we  cannot  do  something  better 
for  our  common  country  than  carrying  on 
this  strife  of  parties.  Let  us  once  for  all 
recognise  this  principle,  that  we  must  not 
tax  one  another  for  the  benefit  of  one  an- 
other. Now,  I  am  going  to  read  you  an 
authority  that  will  astonish  you.  I  am 
going  to  read  you  an  extract  from  a  speech 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  on  the  17th  of  April,  1832.  It 
is  his  opinion  on  taxation  : — 


"  IIo  thought  taxes  were  imposed  only  for  the 
service  of  the  State.  If  they  were  necessary  for 
the  seirice  of  tho  State,  in  God's  name  let  them 
be  paid  ;  but  if  they  were  not  necessary,  they 
ought  not  to  be  paid,  and  the  Legislature  ought 
not  to  impose  them." 

Now  there,  that  noble  Duke,  without  hav- 
ing had  time  to  study  Adam  Smith  or  Ri- 
cardo,  by  that  native  sagacity  which  is 
characteristic  of  his  mind,  came  at  once  to 
the  marrow  of  this  question.  We  must 
not  tax  one  another  for  the  benefit  of  one 
another.  Oh,  then,  divest  the  future  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country  of  that  odious  task 
of  having  to  reconcile  rival  interests  ;  di- 
vest the  office,  if  ever  you  would  have  a  sa- 
gacious man  in  power  as  Prime  Minister, 
of  the  responsibility  of  having  to  find  food 
for  the  people  !  May  you  never  find  a 
Prime  Minister  again  to  undertake  that 
awful  responsibility  !  It  belongs  to  God 
and  to  nature — to  those  laws  of  trade 
which  Burke  says  are  the  laws  of  God  and 
of  nature — ^it  belongs  to  them,  and  to 
them  only,  to  regulate  the  supply  of  food, 
and  of  every  commodity  for  the  use  of 
mankind.  When  you  shall  have  seen  in 
three  years  that  the  abolition  of  these  laws 
is  inevitable,  you  will  be  obliged  then  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  farmer,  and  dissolve 
the  League,  as  in  good  faith  it  will  be  dis- 
,  solved,  I  say  that  when  you  find  it  to  be 
inevitable,  as  inevitable  it  is,  you  will  come 
forward  and  join  with  the  free  traders ;  for 
if  you  do « not,  you  wiQ  have  the  farmers 
coming  forward  and  agitating  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  League.  You  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  gaiu  honour  in  future ;  you  are  in  a 


position,  especially  the  young  Members 
among  you  who  have  the  capacity  to  learn 
the  truth  of  this  question,  they  are  in  a 
position  to  gain  honour  in  this  struggle  ; 
but  as  you  are  going  on  at  present  your 
position  is  a  false  one,  you  are  in  the 
wrong  groove,  and  are  every  day  more  and 
more  diverging  from  the  right  point.  It 
may  be  material  for  you  to  get  right  no- 
tions of  political  economy  ;  questions  of 
that  kind  will  form  a  great  part  of  the 
world's  legislation  for  a  long  time  to  come. 
We  are  on  the  eve  of  great  changes.  Put 
yourselves  in  a  position  to  be  able  to  help 
in  the  work,  and  so  gather  honoiu'  and 
fame  where  they  are  to  be  gained — not  the 
privileged  aristocracy,  I  don't  mean  that, 
but  the  aristocracy  of  improvement  and 
civilization.  We  have  set  an  example  to 
the  world  in  all  ages  ;  we  have  given  them 
the  representative  system.  Why,  the  very 
rules  and  regulations  of  this  House  have 
been  taken  as  the  model  for  every  repre- 
sentative assembly  throughout  the  whole 
civilized  world  ;  and  having  besides  given 
them  tho  example  of  a  free  press,  of  civil  ^ 
and  religious  liberty,  and  of  every  institu- 
tion that  belongs  to  freedom  and  civiliza- 
tion, we  are  now  about  to  offer  a  still 
greater  example;  we  are  going  to  set 
the  example  of  making  industry  free — 
to  set  the  example  of  giving  the  whole 
world  every  advantage  in  every  clime,  and 
latitude,  and  production ;  relying  ourselves 
on  the  freedom  of  our  industry.  Yes,  we 
are  going  to  teach  the  world  that  other 
lesson.  Don't  think  there  is  anything 
selfish  in  this,  or  anything  at  all  discord- 
ant with  Christian  principles.  I  can  prove 
that  we  advocate  nothing  out  what  is  agree- 
able to  the  highest  behests  of  Christianity. 
To  buy  in  the  cheapest  market  and  sell  iiT 
the  dearest.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
maxim  ?  It  means  that  you  take  the  arti- 
cle which  you  have  in  tho  greatest  abund- 
ance, and  obtain  from  others  that  of  which 
they  have  the  most  to  spare,  so  giving  to 
mankind  the  means  of  enjoying  the  fullest 
abundance  of  every  earthly  good,  and  in 
doing  so  carrying  out  to  the  fullest  extent 
the  Christian  doctrine  of  *'  doing  to  all 
men  as  ye  would  they  should  do  unto  you." 
Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  began  his  address 
by  stating  that  in  iJl  former  Corn  Law  de- 
bates, much  extraneous  matter  had  been 
introduceed ;  but  that  there  had  been  more 
in  this  than  in  any  former  one.  It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  he  was  determined 
to  follow  the  example,  for  he  (Mr.  Spooner) 
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of  late  years  that  capital  and  mechanical 
skill  and  chemistry  have  been  applied  to  the 
latter.  It  seems  impossible  to  doubt  that 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  measm-e  must  be 
to  lower  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce; 
and  I  cannot  conceive  that  such  a  result 
will  increase  the  inducement  on  the  part  of 
landowners  and  capitalists  to  invest  capital 
in  the  improvement  of  land.  Sir,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Winchester,  who 
spoke  last,  has  described  the  state  of  the 
small  farmers  in  his  neighbourhood  under 
the  present  law ;  but  what  will  it  be  under 
the  new  one  ?  I  think  many  hon.  Members 
were  not  in  the  House  when  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  South wark  spoke :  I 
consider  one  part  of  his  speech  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members,  and  I  have 
not  heard  it  contradicted.  He  stated  that 
hon.  Members  who  advocate  protection 
called  this  a  tenant's  and  not  a  landlord's 
question ;  and  he  proceeded  to  show  that 
it  concerned  the  landlord  more  than  the 
tenant,  for  the  latter  would  be  able  to  make 
a  new  arrangement ;  but  what  did  he  say 
with  regard  to  the  small  tenants  ?  He  said, 
*•  The  farmer,  that  was  the  farmer  who 
possessed  capital  and  skill,  and  whose  farm 
was  not  confined  within  narrow  limits, 
would  be  benefited;  but  ho  admitted  that 
this  was  the  only  class  of  farmers  who 
would  be  benefited  by  free  trade.  There 
was  another  class  of  farmers,  those  who 
were  the  occupiers  of  small  farms,  that 
class  of  whom  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton gave  a  description  on  a  previous 
night,  and  whose  ruin  he  depicted  in  vivid 
colours,  as  the  consequences  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  free-trade  measures,  would, 
no  doubt,  under  the  influence  of  competi- 
tion, ultimately  cease  to  exist."  If  this  is 
to  be  their  fate,  can  it  be  wondered  at  that 
the  farmers  of  the  counties  of  Dorset  and 
Nottingham  should  be  opposed  to  the  mea- 
sure. I  believe,  Sir,  that  four-fifths  of  the 
farmers  of  England,  and  a  far  larger  pro- 
portion of  those  of  Ireland,  come  imder  this 
denomination.  What  then  is  to  become 
of  them  ?  Are  they  to  be  forced  into  the 
manufacturing  districts,  or  how  are  they  to 
find  means  to  eke  out  a  living  ?  I  have 
not  heard  this  statement  contradicted  ;  and 
think  it  is  well  worth  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers generally.  Sir,  I  deeply  regret  the 
statements  made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  relative  to  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  in  Ireland,  and  the  apprehension  of 
scarcity  in  that  country ;  and  I  rejoice  to 
find  that  measures  to  provide  employment 


for  the  people  of  that  country  have  been 
brought  forward  by  the  Government,  and 
have  passed  this  House ;  and  shall  be  glad 
to  hear  that  they  have  other  similar  mea- 
sures under  consideration.  I  have  recently 
been  in  that  country,  and  made  it  my  duty 
to  inquire  into  the  extent  of  the  disease, 
and  the  prospects  of  the  peasantry  of  that 
country ;  and  fear  there  is  too  much  reason 
to  apprehend  scarcity  of  food  before  sum- 
mer, more  particularly  in  the  south,  where 
they  are  most  dependent  on  potatoes,  and 
least  able  to  buy  wheat  or  oaten  meal.  But 
I  regret  that,  as  one  reason  given  for  the 
necessity  of  passing  this  measure  is  the 
benefit  of  Ireland,  that  part  of  it  which 
is  expected  to  have  that  effect  was  not 
brought  in  as  a  separate  measure,  but  con- 
nected with  others  affecting  so  many  in- 
terests, that  much  time  must  necessarily 
elapse  before  it  can  pass  into  a  law :  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  de- 
clared last  night  that  the  reason  that  hon. 
Members  advocating  the  cause  of  protection 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  willing  that 
the  ports  should  be  opened  now,  is,  because 
no  com  can  come  in  owing  to  the  scarcity 
on  the  Continent :  what  becomes,  therefore, 
of  the  assertion,  that  on  account  of  Ireland 
it  is  necessary  to  pass  the  measure  without 
delay?  I  am  quite  willing  to  admit  the 
beneficial  effects  of  the  Tariff  of  1842 ;  but 
I  believe  there  never  was  a  period  when  so 
many  causes  combined,  independently  of  it, 
to  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  country : 
in  1842,  owing  to  the  previous  depression 
of  trade,  stocks,  both  in  this  country  and 
abroad,  were  very  low  ;  since  then,  the 
improved  state  of  credit  in  the  United 
States,  and  consequent  increase  of  trade 
with  this  country,  the  extension  of  our  trade 
with  China,  and  that  which  I  think  has  not 
been  alluded  to  in  this  debate,  and  which 
has  been  most  important  in  its  effects — the 
large  crops  of  cotton  in  the  United  States, 
and  consequently  unprecedentedly  low  price 
of  cotton,  which  has  enabled  our  manufac- 
turers greatly  to  increase  their  exports. 
To  these  causes  are  to  be  added  the  bles- 
sings of  abundant  harvests,  and  the  demand 
for  employment  caused  by  the  railroads  in 
progress.  The  present  prosperous  state  of 
the  country,  therefore,  cannot  be  attributed 
solely  to  the  Tariff  of  1842 ;  but  even  if  it 
were  so,  it  would  not  follow,  that  because 
the  removal  of  all  duties  on  raw  materials 
used  in  manufacture,  as  well  as  those  of  a 
prohibitory  character,  and  the  gradual  re- 
duction of  protective  duties,  have  proved 
beneficial,  that  the  withdrawal  of  all  pro- 
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The  noble  Lord  compares  Governments 
fettered  with  the  restraints  of  the  old  mer- 
cantile system,  and  encouragements  not 
wisely  given,  to  a  gouty  patient  whom  some 
visionary  physician  ordered  to  leave  off  all 
stimulants,  and  to  take  to  a  diet  of  vege- 
tables and  water.  A  more  experienced 
physician  would  recommend  a  system  more 
wholesome  and  natural  than  the  one  hitherto 
pursued,  yet  one  adapted  to  the  artificial 
wants  which  an  inveterate  habit  had  created. 
Now  these  were  the  views  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  had  treated  with  so 
much  derision.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton had  last  night  produced  some 
figures  to  show  that  there  might  be  a  very 
considerable  increase  in  the  importation  of 
foreign  com,  and  at  the  same  time  a  consi- 
derable increase  of  our  bullion  ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately for  hira,  he  was  not  borne  out  by 
facts.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
was  that  of  four  years  of  import,  namely, 
from  1838  to  1842  ;  in  the  first  year,  the 
gold  in  the  Bank  was  reduced  from  nine  to 
two  millions ;  in  the  second  it  continued 
depressed  ;  in  the  third  it  began  to  rise ; 
and  in  the  fourth  it  came  again  to  its 
original  point.  By  admitting  that  in  the 
first  year  the  effect  was  an  exportation  of 
bullion,  the  hon.  Member  admitted  all  for 
which  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  contended,  namely, 
that  the  immediate  effect  of  a  freb  impor- 
tation of  com  would  be  an  immediate  ex- 
portation of  bullion,  greatly  affecting  the 
circulation  of  the  country,  thus  producing 
the  most  disastrous  consequences.  But 
there  were  other  causes  in  the  four  years 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred, 
besides  importation  of  com  creating  those 
fluctuations  in  the  bullion.  ['*  Divide,  di- 
vide."] He  valued  too  highly  the  good 
opinion  of  the  House  to  endanger  the  loss 
of  it  by  attempting  to  intrude  himself  on 
their  notice  against  their  will  and  without 
their  consent ;  and  as  he  perceived  they 
were  not  prepared  to  hear  him  further,  he 
woidd,  with  perfect  good  humour,  resume 
his  seat,  and  reserve  what  he  had  to  say  for 
a  more  favourable  opportunity. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK  said:  I  can  assure 
hon.  Gentlemen  I  have  no  choice  in  this 
matter  ;  I  am  under  the  necessity  of  vot- 
ing not  silently,  but  with  a  very  brief  ex- 
planation of  the  grounds  of  ray  vote  ;  and 
I  put  it  to  the  House  whether  they  will 
not  hear  me.  If  I  had  had  the  good  for- 
tune to  obtain  a  hearing  at  an  earlier 
hour,  I  might  have  taken  the  liberty  of 
making  a  few  remarks  on  the  able  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Winchester  ;  but 


was  over  ;  it  had  served  it«  turn,  a  cause 
had  been  gained  by  the  use  of  it,  and  now 
it  was  flung  aside  ;  and  the  pleader,  whose 
eloquence  it  had  inspired,  was  prepared  to 
take,  nay,  had  already  taken  another  brief 
from  the  other  side,  to  plead  with  equal 
eloquence  the  adverse  cause.  No  !  he  was 
not  going  to  quote  Hansard.  The  work 
he  held  in  his  hand  was  the  work  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell),  which  woidd  be 
handed  down  to  posterity  as  containing 
the  opinions  of  a  statesman  and  an  author. 
He  had  said,  in  his  work  on  the  British 
Constitution,  that  nations  are  subject  to 
great  vicissitudes: — 

"  We  naturally  look  to  those  whose  study  is 
the  wealth  of  nations,  for  a  remedy  ;  but  they  are 
occupied  only  with  general  truths.  The  transition 
from  one  state  of  employment  to  another  does  not 
seem  to  occupy  their  thoughts.  They  keep  their 
eyes  fixed  on  the  end,  and  do  not  afTord  us  any 
defence  against  the  evils  to  be  met  with  on  their 
way.  Whatever  your  complaint  is,  they  repeat 
their  abstract  dogma,  and  a  nation  may  be  ruined 
before  it  can  hope  to  have  the  benefit  of  their 
precepts.  Adam  Smith  was,  to  a  great  degree, 
free  from  this  error.  In  laying  down  the  principle 
of  free  trade,  he  says,  '  Thero  are  two  cases  when 
it  may  be  advantageous  to  lay  some  burden  upon 
foreign  for  the  encouragement  of  domestic  in- 
dustry. First,  when  some  particular  sort  of  in- 
dustry is  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  country ; 
secondly,  when  some  tax  is  imposed  at  home  upon 
the  produce  of  domestic  industry,  it  may  be  some- 
times a  matter  of  deliberation  how  far  and  in 
what  manner  it  is  proper  to  restore  the  free  im- 
portation of  foreign  goods,  when  particular  ma- 
nufactures, by  means  of  high  duties  or  prohibitions, 
have  been  so  &r  extended  as  to  employ  a  groat 
multitude  of  hands.  Humanity  may  in  this  case 
require  tliat  the  fi-eedom  of  trade  should  bo  re- 
stored only  by  slow  gradations,  and  with  a  good 
deal  of  reserve  and  circumspection.'  These  are 
wise  restrictions  ;  but  they  tend  so  much  to  limit 
the  action  of  political  economy,  that  many  of  its 
modern  professors  seem  to  throw  them  entirely 
aside.  If  any  one  objects  to  their  sweeping  laws, 
that  numbers  will  bo  thrown  out  of  employment, 
they  wonder  at  the  ignorance  which  docs  not 
know  that  if  one  employment  is  lost,  anoftier  and 
a  better  will  be  found ;  yet,  in  spite  of  tliis 
clamour,  a  temperate  man  knows  that  the  process 
of  converting  silk  weavers  into  blacksmiths,  or 
farmers  into  cotton  spinners.  Is  one  of  pairt  and 
Buffering.  A  want  of  attention  to  the  distinctions 
and  modifications  required  by  the  divisions  of  the 
world  into  many  independent  nations  is  apparent. 
Were  there  no  such  thing  as  war — ^no  such  thing 
as  commercial  disputes  —  no  such  thing  as  a 
national  debt — it  might  be  easy  for  the  &liuisters 
of  different  communities  to  come  to  an  under- 
standing to  regulate  the  world  according  to  the 
rules  of  commercial  liberty  ;  but  the  existing  fiict 
is — ^that  every  nation  is  obliged  to  guard  its  inde- 
pendence with  the  utmost  jealousy  ;  to  avoid,  with 
the  greatest  care,  putting  itself  under  the  control 
or  any  other  Power  ;  and  to  check  its  industry  by 
taxes,  which  arc  absolutely  necessary  for  the  prc- 
serv.ition  of  its  sepamte  existence," 


t 


297 


Adjowaed  Dehaie 


{Feb.  27} 


^(  Tmlfth  Night). 


298 


I  will  waive  that  advantage,  merely  an- 
Bwering,  as  I  pass,  the  question  which  he 
has  put,  whether  the  country  could  he 
governed  hj  a  Ministry  with  the  Duke  of 
Kichmond  at  its  head  ?  Sir,  we  sit  here  as 
the  puhlic  counsellors  of  Her  Majesty,  and 
it  is  not  our  duty  to  answer  the  hon.  Gen> 
tleman  whether  the  country  could  he  go- 
verned hy  any  particular  Ministry.  It 
is  our  duty  to  answer  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  tell  him  whether,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  this  House,  and  of  the  country,  hy 
whom  this  House  was  elected,  the  mea- 
sure which  he  proposes  is  in  itself  right, 
or  in  itself  wrong.  The  choice  of  her 
Ministers  helongs  to  Her  Majesty  alone. 
I  could  not  have  helieved,  if  I  had  not 
heard  it,  that,  one  after  one.  Gentlemen  of 
the  acknowledged  ability  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  and  of  those  who  now 
sit  on  the  Treasury  bench,  would,  upon 
a  question  so  grave  as  this,  which  now 
agitates  the  House  and  the  country,  hav^ 
offered  arguments  so  contradictory  of 
each  other.  Yet  so  it  is.  Men,  the 
most  practised  in  debate,  the  most  ac- 
complished in  argument,  have  succes- 
sively poured  each  into  his  speech  so  many 
contending  elements  that,  like  a  well- 
conducted  experiment  in  chemistry,  it  has 
passed  off  in  the  effervescence  of  its  own 
brilliancy,  leaving  nothing  behind  but  the 
crude  though  comfortable  residuum  of  a 
vote  in  favour  of  theBill.  Although,  Sir,  my 
feelings  and  opinions  upon  this  great  ques- 
tion are,  like  the  opinions  and  feelings  of 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  preceded 
me,  at  direct  and  irreconcilable  variance, 
yet  I  cannot  persuade  myself  to  attempt 
the  expression  of  both — ^to  record  a  vote 
in  favour  of  my  inclination,  and  to  pro- 
nounce a  speech  in  conformity  with  my 
conviction.  I  must  be  contented  to  follow 
the  antiquated  but  equitable  course  of  be- 
stowing my  vote  where  I  inflict  my  speech ; 
and,  whatever  may  be  my  respect  for  the 
distinguished  examples  which,  in  this  de- 
bate, have  sanctioned  the  opposite  prac- 
tice— however  surely  my  avowal  may  in- 
cur the  reproach  of  a  strong  prejudice  and 
a  feeble  understanding — I  must  frankly 
admit  the  great  probability  that  I  shall 
continue  of  one  mind,  at  least  until  I  re- 
sume my  seat.  This  I  am  aware  is  un- 
fashionable, and,  in  sooth,  I  do  not  know 
how  to  atone  for  it.  I  can  lay  no  claim  to 
magnanimity  for  opinions  changed,  prin- 
ciples discarded,  pledges  broken,  or  friends 
betrayed.  Such  sacrifices  I  have  none  to 
0ffer  at  the  0hrine  of  a  new  policy  or  a  do- 


minant powef.  I  stand  here.  Sir,  having 
altered  no  opinions.  In  1 841 , 1  voted  against 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  and 
supported  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whom  I 
then  assisted  in  his  efforts  to  displace  him 
from  power.  I  stand  here  with  my  opinions 
unchanged  from  that  time ;  and  I  believe 
that  my  constituents,  if  I  had  changed  those 
opinions,  would  have  had  a  just  right  to 
have  demanded  of  me  an  opportunity  of 
constitutionally  endeavouring  to  be  repre- 
sented in  this  House  in  a  manner  con- 
sistent with  their  expressed  opinions  and 
wishes.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
occupy  the  Treasury  bench  have  failed  to 
convince  me  that  the  principles  upon  which 
they  assumed,  and  upon  which  they  have 
hitherto  exercised,  their  liigh  functions,  are 
fabe  and  dangerous  ;  or  that  we,  in  help- 
ing them  to  power  and  maintaining  them 
in  office,  were  outraging  the  obhgations 
of  patriotism,  and  violating  the  dictates  of 
common  sense.  I  will  go  further,  and 
confess  that  if  they  had  succeeded  in 
establishing  all  this — ^if  I  could  be  brought 
to  believe  it — ^wherever  for  the  future  my 
confidence  might  be  placed,  it  could  nei- 
ther be  in  the  soundness  of  their  wisdom, 
nor  in  the  sanity  of  my  own  judgment.  But» 
Sir,  the  question  before  us  is  in  itself  so 
important,  in  its  extent  so  vast,  in  its  issues 
so  multiform  and  momentous  ;  it  is,  be- 
sides, propounded  to  our  consideration  un- 
der circumstances  so  strange,  and  we 
stand  towards  it  in  relations  so  novel  and 
extraordinary,  that  I  know  not  how  to 
over-estimate  the  awfiil  responsibility  at- 
taching to  every  vote  which  shall  contri- 
bute to  its  decision.  It  is  not,  as  the  right 
hon.  the  Secretary  at  War  has  affirmed, 
the  relaxation  merely,  or  removal,  of  a 
fiscal  impost,  nor  are  its  consequences,  as 
others  have  maintained,  limited  to  any  one 
class  of  Her  Majesty *s  subjects.  It  has 
been  more  justly  defined  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Administration, 
as  embracing  **  two  points,  each  of  great 
importance  :  the  manner  in  which  a  great 
party  ought  to  be  conducted;  and  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  commercial  policy  of  a 
great  Empire  shall  for  the  future  be  govern- 
ed.*' The  scheme,  therefore.  Sir,  proposes 
the  adoption  of  a  commercial  system,  new 
to  the  practice,  and,  as  I  think,  opposed  to 
the  polity,  of  this  great  Empire.  It  is,  in 
itself,  avowedly,  a  great  commercial — ^in 
its  results,  I  firmly  believe,  a  great  social 
and  political  revolution.  This  is  to  be 
proved.  I  presume,  then,  to  take  the  mea- 
sure, and  the  discmssion  upon  it,  as  pre* 
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Bcnted  to  tho  House — not  bj  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  at  War,  who  makes  it  a  mere 
question  of  fiscal  import,  nor  by  the  right 
hon.  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  who  contends  that  it  is  a  step  on- 
wards in  the  same  path  in  which  we  have 
been  constantly  proceeding,  but  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Adminis- 
tration, who  fully  admits  its  magnitude, 
distinctly  foresees  its  results,  and  gal- 
lantly affronts  its  difficulties  and  its  dan- 
gers. Two  points,  says  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  are  inrolyed  in  this  inquiry :  "  the 
manner  of  conducting  a  great  political 
party ;  and  the  principles  upon  which  the 
commercial  policy  of  a  great  Empire  shall 
for  the  future  be  governed."  Of  the 
former,  and,  as  he  says,  less  considerable 
of  these,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fa- 
voured the  House  with  no  definition.  He 
disposed  of  the  subject  by  declaring,  that 
the  measures  now  before  us  are,  "  for  mere 
party  purposes,  the  very  worst  that  could 
be  devised.'*  Now,  I  own  I  cannot  dis- 
miss this  part  of  the  question  so  summarily. 
•*  Mere  party  purposes"  is  a  somewhat  un- 
certain—  I  had  almost  said,  invidious — 
phrase.  It  may  mean  the  sinister  objects 
of  faction,  seeking  only  to  reach  or  to  re- 
tain power,  or  it  may  describe  the  high 
aims  of  true  patriotism  labouring  to  achieve 
the  amelioration  of  mankind.  In  the  former 
sense,  the  **  worst  possible  measures  for 
party  purposes"  would  probably  be  the 
very  best  measures  for  the  purposes  of  the 
country.  In  the  latter,  bad  measures  for 
a  party,  must  likewise  bo  measures  injuri- 
ous to  the  commonwealth.  In  which  mean- 
ing does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speak  ? 
If  in  the  latter,  then  the  scheme  which 
hurts  his  party,  must  wound  his  cotmtry 
too ;  and  if  in  the  former,  then  is  the 
mighty  Conservative  phalanx  which  he  has 
formed  and  led — ^to  form  and  lead  which 
he  has  declared  to  be  the  great  object  of 
his  political  life — no  better  than  a  miser- 
able faction ;  if  able,  degraded  by  selfish- 
ness; if  honest,  by  ignorance  and  incapa- 
city. But  is  this  so  ?  I  think  other- 
wise. I  think  the  country  is  of  another 
and  an  opposite  opinion.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  people  of  England  have  forgotten, 
or  that  posterity  will  cease  to  remember,  the 
high  and  important  services  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  behalf.  It  would 
ill  become  me.  Sir,  humble  as  I  am,  to 
speak  on  this  matter  words  of  bitterness 
or  reproach.  Earnestly,  God  knows,  how- 
ever humbly,  and  as  one  of  many,  to  assist 
him  in  his  great  work,  I  have  spent  the 


best — I  trust  in  heaven,  the  most  anxious 
— ^years  of  my  life.  My  confidence  not  only 
in  his  consummate  administrative  ability 
and  sound  financial  wisdom,  but  in  his  ge- 
neral policy,  remained  undiminished  until 
I  heard  these  measures  announced  by  his 
own  lips.  It  has  been  said  of  Bona- 
parte that  he  could  never  have  been 
conquered  but  by  himself.  I  can  say  for 
myself,  and  I  think  I  may  say  for  others, 
infinitely  more  important  than  I  can  ever 
be,  that  no  combinations  of  adverse  factions 
—no  efforts  of  party  strategy— nothing,  in 
short,  but  his  own,  I  must  say,  somewhat 
abrupt  direction,  to  stand  out  of  his  way, 
and  allow  the  helm  to  traverse,  could  have 
shaken  our  faith  in  his  leadership — ^much 
less  scattered  our  forces  from  his  defence. 
Yet  we  wished  not  to  impede  the  action  of 
the  rudder— we  had  firm  confidence  in  his 
skill  to  steer.  We  never  required  the  ves- 
sel to  be  guided  in  1846  by  observations 
taken  in  1842.  We  knew  that  as  we 
made  way  onward  the  aspect  of  the  hea- 
vens must  change,  and  tho  landmarks  must 
appear  in  altered  relation  to  the  ship.  All 
this  we  knew;  and  we  trusted  our  pilot, 
until  he  himself  told  us  hero  on  deck,  that 
in  clear  weather,  and  with  fair  wind,  he  was 
determined  to  turn  the  vessel  back  upon 
her  course,  and,  instead  of  steering  as  he 
had  promised  for  tho  smooth  harbour  of 
protected  industry,  we  were  to  sail  into  tho 
dark,  troubled,  and  untried  waters  of  free 
trade.  I  have  said,  Sir,  that  I  cannot  pre- 
sume to  uso  language  of  reproach.  I  know 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  an  ex- 
traordinary position,  he  has  lived  through 
extraordinary  times.  He  has  had  to  con- 
tend— I  do  not  speak  of  this  question — 
with  unexampled  difficulties.  The  thirty 
years  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much  in 
this  debate,  date  from  the  termination  of 
that  great  European  struggle  which  had 
conquered  the  form,  but  not  eradicated  the 
poison,  of  the  earlier  revolution  in  France. 
It  is  now  thirty  years  since  the  thunders  of 
Napoleon's  wars  have  been  hushed,  and 
since  Europe  has  been,  as  men  say,  at 
peace.  Yet  what  a  peace  ?  Stillness  in- 
deed; but  not  tho  stillness  of  calm  and 
healthful  repose.  Everywhere,  on  the  con- 
trary, we  have  seen  uneasy  and  convulsive 
movements— denoting  the  presence  of  a 
feverish  dream — ^the  pressure  on  the  seat 
of  life,  of  some  strange  and  terrible  disease. 
During  this  ghastly  peace,  the  spirit  of 
war,  scarcely  disguised,  has  been  busy  in 
its  mission.  Thrones  the  most  stable  have 
been  oTertumed.     Dynasties  the  most  am 
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dent  hare  been  removed.  Systema  and 
insiituiions  the  most  surelj  established  and 
Tenerable  hare  been  altered  or  deracinated. 
The  genius  of  innovation  had  reached  our 
own  islahd.  The  social  elements  heaved 
with  ominouB  commotion.  It  was  in  this 
state  of  things — ^to  use  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself  in  his  speech  to 
the  electors  of  Tamworth,  and  through  them 
to  eountrjy  in  the  year  1841 — 

"  It  was  at  that  period,  that  those  events  took 
place  in  a  neighbouring  country  (France)  which 
exhibited  to  the  world  physical  force  triumphant 
orer  established  €k>Temment — ^those  erents  which 
led  to  a  groat  revolution,  not  alone  in  that  country, 
but  in  Europe}  and  which  finally  expelled  a  second 
time  from  the  throne  of  that  kingdom  the  elder 
branch  of  the  House  of  Bourbon.  Gentlemen, 
those  eyents  made  a  most  profound  impression 
throughout  the  whole  of  Europe.  It  agitated  all 
eountries  in  Europe — ^it  led  to  revolution  in  some 
of  them,  and  none  escaped  their  great  influence. 
This  country  was  not  exempt  from  it,  and  the 
consequence  was  a  fundamental  alteration  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Gentle- 
men, I  then  foresaw — ^for  the  alteration  was  accom- 
panied by  a  useless  and  eager  desire  for  still  further 
change — I  then,  I  say,  foresaw  the  good  that 
might  result  from  laying  the  foundation  of  a  great 
Conservative  party  in  the  State,  attached  to  the 
fundamental  institutions  of  the  eountry,  not 
opposed  to  any  national  change  in  it  which  the 
lapse  of  years  or  the  altered  eireumstances  of 
society  might  require,  but  determined  to  maintain 
on  their  ancient  footing  and  foundation,  our  great 
institutions  in  Church  and  State.  Gentlemen, 
the  great  object  of  my  publio  life  was  not  to  gain 
for  myself  a  position  of  political,  that  is  to  say,^  of 
ofiicial  power,  but  to  build  up  that  great  party 
which  has  been  graduallv  acquiring  strength  in 
this  country,  which  has  been  gradually  widening 
the  foundations  on  which  it  stands ;  that  great 
party  which  has  drawn  from  time  to  time  its 
support  from  its  opponents ;  that  party  which  at 
first,  not  exceeding  I'OO  in  number,  now  presents 
a  compact  phalanx  of  300  Members  of  Parliament 
— a  body,  too.  Gentlemen — not  even  so  strong  in 
point  of  numbers  as  it  is  strong  in  the  confidence 
of  the  country.'' 

Here  the  report  says,  there  were  cheers 
and  a  slight  interruption  in  the  crowd. 

**  I  may  not  be  strong  in  your  confidence," 
continued  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  addressing 
the  party  who  caused  the  interruption.  **  1  see 
here  below  me  two  or  three  boys  and  girls  who 
deny  my  proposition  ;  but  still  I  say  that  the 
Conservative  party  have  the  confidence  of  the 
great  proportion  of  the  intelligence  and  respecta- 
bility of  the  country." 

I  wonder,  by  the  way,  what  these  boys 
and  girls  would  say  now,  or  whether  they 
too  have  changed  their  opinion,  and  with 
that  one  sentence  disposed  of  aU  their  for- 
mer speeches.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the 
Gonserrative  party  had  then  the  con^dence 
of  the  country — it  has  it  still — and  the 
righlhon,  GrenUeoian  had  tho  confidence 


of  both.  How  stands  that  account  now  ? 
It  was  said  on  a  hustings  in  this  city,  the 
other  day,  that  his  party  were  deserting, 
shamefully  deserting,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. His  party  deserting  him!  Is  it  not  he, 
rather,  who  has  without  notice  deserted, 
and  so  shaken,  if  not  shattered,  his 
party  ?  Alas,  Sir  !  when  we  look  at  the 
last  ten  years,  and  then  at  tho  last  ten 
weeks,  what  feeling  is  it  that  possesses  our 
minds  ?  Here  is  a  great  party  —  tho 
strongest  and  most  united,  perhaps,  that 
ever  sustained  a  Minister  by  its  votes,  or 
animated  him  by  its  faith — stricken  down 
by  the  man  whom  it  was  its  pride  to  uphold. 
Is  it,  then,  wonderful,^  if  this  party — ^not 
his  slave — (on  his  part  there  never  was  the 
superciliousness  of  dictation,  nor  on  ourft 
the  abjectness  of  servility) — ^not  his  slave, 
but  his  companion,  his  friend,  with  whom 
he  took  sweet  counsel,  what  time  ho 
*'  walked  in  the  open  light  and  dirbct  paths 
of  the  Constitution** — is  it  strange,  I  ask, 
if  this,  his  friend,  the  partner  of  his  toils 
and  sharer  of  his  triumphs,  having  resisted 
the  attack  of  the  Leagued  conspiracy  yonder 
— ^having  averted  the  stroke  of  Casca — 
having  felt,  but  not  faltered,  under  the 
keener  steel  of  Cassias,  conscious  at  last  of 
a  blow  which  has  reached  the  seat  of  life, 
and  turning  to  perceive  that  it  has  been 
directed  by  that  arm  to  which,  of  all  others, 
we  looked  for  defence — ^that  arm  which  our 
own  strength  had  nerved,  it  should  be, 
with  the  bitterness,  not  of  death,  but  of  a 
sharper  pang  than  death  knows — disap- 
pointed faith — ^that  we  exclaim—**  Et  tu 
Brute!**  Ay;  and  if,  in  future  times, 
posterity — as  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman justly  hopes — shall  ratify  the  de- 
cision of  every  calm  judgment  now,  and 
admit  that,  if  he  made  this  great  sacnfice 
— if  '*  he  slew  his  best  love,  it  was  for" 
what  he  deemed  **  the  good  of  Rome  *' — 
be  yet  sure  that,  when  the  youth  of  future 
times,  haply  in  those  same  halls,  once  as- 
sociated mitt  his  position  in  this  House,  and 
still  familiar  with  the  echoes  of  his  early 
fame,  shall  debate  of  him  as  our  youth  do 
now  of  the  great  example  I  have  named — 
they  will  say  it  had  been  better  for  the  name 
of  .Brutus — ^better  for  the  fate  of  Rome — ; 
better  for  the  myriads  who,  like  us,  are  des- 
tined to  be  ruled — better  for  the  few  who, 
like  him,  are  bom  to  govern — that  if  Casar 
must  fall,  he  had  fallen  by  another  hand.  S  ir, 
this  is  no  light  matter.  If  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet is  correct  in  his  own  definition  of  party 
purposes,  the  question  of  party  is  in  this  de- 
bate one  of  the  utmost  consequence.  If  the 
Conservative  party  are  formed  to  maintain 
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the  integrity  of  the  British  Constitution,  to 
preserve  our  country  from  the  shock  of 
Continental  revolutions— -of  changes  which 
exhibit  the  principle  of  "physical  force" 
tnumphant  over  established  Government 
— what  can  that  measure  be  which,  for  the 
purposes  of  such  party,  is  the  very  worst 
that  can  be  devised  ?  With  this  definition 
of  his  pai*ty,  and  this  of  his  measure,  how 
can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  blame  me, 
if,  adhering  to  the  one  which  he  says  formed 
tlie  great  object  of  his  political  life,  I  feel 
myself  compelled  to  oppose  the  other,  which 
he  avows  is  calculated  to  defeat  it.  Sir,  if  the 
measure  before  us  were  in  principle  accept- 
able to  the  House,  what  is  it  in  the  appli- 
cation of  that  principle  ?  If  the  doctrines 
of  free  trade  bo  the  doctrines  of  common 
sense,  then  never  was  there  a  greater  in- 
sult to  common  sense  than  the  measure  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  It  asserts  with  a  loud 
and  clamorous  tongue — it  applies  with  a 
feeble,  uncertain,  and  timid  hand.  It  is 
universal  in  rule;  it  is  partial  in  application; 
it  is  bold,  but  its  boldness  is  the  daring  reck- 
lessness of  hazard  and  speculation,  not  the 
sound  courage  of  honest  enterprise.  It  pro- 
tects the  cane  piece  of  Jamaica —it  exposes 
to  competition  the  com  field  of  England.  It 
asserts  that  protection  is  the  bane  of  agri- 
culture; but  it  administers  the  bane  for  three 
more  years.  **  This  is  poison,**  says  the 
Minister;  "but  that  you  may  live,  I  ad- 
vise you  to  drink  it  for  such  a  time.**  Sir,  I 
feel  I  have  to  apologize  to  the  House  for 
having  risen  at  so  late  an  hour.  I  felt  I 
had  no  choice;  but  one  more  word,  and  I 
shall  sit  down.  In  replying  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  delivered  a  speech 
which  he  supposed  himself  to  make  to  a 
farmer.  The  House  will  remember  that 
speech — I  need  not  repeat  it.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  had,  for  the 
sake  of  his  argument,  assumed  the  position 
of  a  free-trade  landlord.  In  answering 
it,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proved  that  the 
free  traders  had  indeed  got  his  head,  but 
that  we  still  retained  his  heart — ^his  under- 
standing had  been  confused,  but  his  prac- 
tice was  right ;  for,  instead  of  pronouncing 
to  his  own  tenants  the  speech  of  a  free 
trader,  he  spoke  the  very  words  of  a  sound 
protectionist.  I  will  not.  Sir,  at  this  hour, 
detain  the  House  longer,  but  reserve  myself 
for  the  Committee,  as  I  am  anxious,  in 
common  with  the  House,  that  we  should 
divide. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  Sir  I  can  as- 
8iu*c  the  House  that,  in  asking  for  its  pa- 
tience, while  I  endeavour  to  answer  some 


of  the  arguments  wliich  have  been  ad- 
vanced on  the  other  side,  there  is  no  man 
within  its  walls  who  feels  so  much  as  I  do 
my  unworthiness  to  ask  for  its  indulgence. 
I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House  in  eight  Parliaments;  but  have 
never  yet  once  ventured  to  trespass  upon 
its  time  on  any  subject  of  great  debate. 
We  oppose  your  leaving  the  chair.  Sir, 
not  only  because  we  object  to  the  great 
change  that  is  proposed  to  be  made  in  re- 
ference to  the  agricultural  interest,  but 
because  we  object  in  principle  to  the  entire 
measure  upon  the  details  of  which  it  is 
proposed  that  we  should  go  into  Commit- 
tee. We  see  in  that  measure  a  proposi- 
tion effecting  a  change  in  regard  to  no 
fewer  than  1100  articles — a  great  com- 
mercial revolution,  which  we  are  of  opin- 
ion that  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
do  not  by  any  means  require.  Sir,  it  is 
not  only  that  we  object  to  the  removal  of 
protection  from  the  agricultural  interest, 
but  we  object  also  to  the  removal  of  pro- 
tection from  the  shipping  interest,  from 
the  silk  trade,  and  from  all  the  other  in- 
terests connected  with  domestic  industry 
which  are  injuriously  affected  by  this  pro- 
posed measure.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  at  War  (Mr.  S.  Herbert),  has 
called  upon  the  agricultural  interest  to 
submit  to  this  great  change  now,  whilst, 
in  his  opinion,  it  can  be  accepted  with 
honour,  and  before  it  is  extorted  from  us 
by  force,  coupled  with  loss  of  honour,  loss 
of  character,  loss  of  influence  with,  and 
loss  of  station  in,  the  country.  Sir,  I 
wish  to  God  I  thought  that  this  change 
coiUd  be  carried  by  this  House  of  Com- 
mons with  honour,  without  loss  of  cha- 
racter, loss  of  influence,  and  loss  of 
station  with  the  country.  Vicious  as  I 
think  this  measure,  and  injurious  as  I  con- 
sider it  to  all  the  great  interests  of  this 
country,  I  think  I  should  feel  it  was  de- 
prived of  half  its  vice  if  it  could  be  car- 
ried by  this  House  without  loss  of  honour, 
damage  to  reputation,  and  forfeiture  of 
public  charticter,  to  a  vast  many  Gentle- 
men who  are  now  seated  w^ithin  its  walls. 
It  is  but  candid  to  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
Stay  that  their  honour  is  not  arraigned ; 
for  they  have  been  the  consistent  advocates 
of  free- trade  principles,  and  came  to  this 
House  pledged  to  maintain  free-trade  princi- 
ples on  which  they  avowedly  solicited  the 
suffrages  of  their  constituents,  and  are  now 
with  honesty  and  fidelity  maintaining.  But 
when  we  are  told  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  and 
more  especially  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  that  this  is  not 
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a  protection  Parliament,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
imderstand  upon  what  principles  they  and 
he  gi'ound  their  assertion.  Why,  was  not 
the  suhject  of  free  trade  in  corn  discussed 
over  and  over  again  prior  to  the  dissolu- 
tion of  1841  ?  Sir,  may  1  not  ask  if  it 
were  not,  emphatically,  u^n  the  question 
whether  or  not  we  were  to  have  a  fixed 
duty  of  Ss.  a  quarter,  or  whether  we  were 
to  have  a  higher  protection,  that  Her  Ma~ 
jesty  appealed  to  the  people  in  the  year 
1841  ?  Sir,  upon  this  suhject  there  can 
he  no  mistake.  It  was  not  only  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  now  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, then  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position, who  challenged  his  opponents, 
and  made  the  accusations  against  them 
that  they  were  going  to  dissolve  the  Par- 
liament upon  a  cry  of  '*  cheap  hread;'* 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  followed  in  the  same  wake, 
and  not  only  charged  the  Government  with 
the  intention  to  dissolve,  but  in  making 
the  accusation,  charged  them  with  the 
malice  of  the  devil  himself.  Nay,  he  even 
charged  them  with  something  more  than 
the  malice  of  the  devil  himself ;  for,  apos- 
trophising the  speech  of  Mr,  Tiemey  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Canning  in  1807 — in  which 
he  charged  the  Government  of  that  day 
with  something  more  than  the  maUce  of 
the  devil  himself,  for  devising  a  scheme 
such  as  a  dissolution  of  Parliament  upon  a 
cry  of  "the  Church  in  danger"  —  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  upon  being 
ironically  cheered  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  (Lord  John  Russell), 
exclaimed,  ''Well,  you  cheer  that ;  but  let 
me  ask  is  a  cry  of  *  the  Church  in  danger ' 
half  so  maddening,  half  so  exciting  to  the 
feelings  of  the  people,  as  the  cry  of  '  cheap 
bread'  when  raised  from  the  Treasury 
bench.**  1  should  like  to  know  what  cry  has 
been  raised  now  from  the  Treasury  bench  ? 
Have  we  not  had  the  cry  of  "cheap 
bread**  from  the  Treasury  bench  ?  Have 
we  not  heard  from  mv  right  hon.  Friend 
that  this  is  a  landlord  s  question,  and  that 
he,  for  one,  will  no  longer  condescend  to  eke 
out  his  rents  from  the  sufferings  of  the 
poor  ?  But,  to  return  to  1841,  what  was 
the  course  of  proceeding  at  that  time  ?  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
of  that  day  found  himself  defeated  by  a  vote 
of  DO  confidence,  by  a  majority  of  312  to 
311ft  Mid  then  the  noble  Lord  advised  Her 
Majesty  to  dissolve  the  Parliament.  But 
what  was  the  language  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 


when  proroguing  the  Parliament  prepara  • 
tory  to  the  dissolution  in  1841  ?  Her  Ma- 
jesty appealed  to  the  sense  of  the  people  in 
these  words  : — 

"  On  a  full  consideration  of  the  present  state  of 
public  atfairs,  I  have  oome  to  the  determination  of 
proroguing  Porliament,  with  a  view  to  its  inune* 
diate  dissolution.  The  paramount  importance  of 
the  trade  and  industry  of  the  country,  and  my 
anxiety  that  the  exigencies  of  the  public  service 
should  be  provided  for  in  the  manner  least  burden- 
some to  the  community,  have  induced  me  to  resort 
to  the  moans  which  the  Constitution  has  entrusted 
to  me,  of  ascertaining  the  sense  of  my  people  upon 
matters  which  so  deeply  concern  their  welfare." 

After  that  declaration  from  the  Throne,  I 
cannot  help  saying  that  every  Member  who 
was  returned  to  Parliament  at  the  general 
election  which  ensued  was  returned  pledged 
by  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  1  appeal 
to  the  sense  of  this  House — I  appeal  to  the 
sense  of  the  country — ^whether,  after  that 
speech,  every  Member  who  occupied  a  seat 
in  this  House,  must  not  be  considered  as 
having  been  returned  pledged  to  either  one 
course  or  the  other?  [**No,  no.**]  Well, 
Sir,  though  1  hear  a  few  cries  of  '*  No,  no,** 
that  is  my  view  of  the  matter,  and  as  it 
appears  to  me  it  is  the  only  correct  view  of 
the  matter;  and  being  of  this  opinion,  I 
must  repeat  that  in  my  opinion  no  Member 
of  the  old  majority  of  this  House  can  give 
his  consent  to  this  measure,  as  proposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws,  without  dishonour.  But» 
Sir,  we  are  told  that  there  has  been  some 
change  of  circumstances,  and  that  the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  three  years  has  proved 
that  the  recent  commercial  pohcy  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  been  attended  with 
the  happiest  results,  and  that  the  policy 
pursued  during  the  last  thirty  years  has 
been  quite  erroneous.  Sir,  the  country 
will  not  be  satisfied  with  three  years*  ex- 
perience of  any  system.  Three  years*  ex- 
perience, I  contend,  is  not  sufficiently  ex- 
tensive to  afford  a  proper  criterion  by  which 
to  decide  the  failure  or  success  of  any  de-> 
scription  of  policy  whatsoever.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  hasmore especially  founded  his 
present  belief  in  doctrines  contrary  to  those 
which  he  has  heretofore  uniformly  main- 
tained, on  the  assumption  that  the  price  of 
com  will  not  be  much  reduced,  and  has  ar- 
gued that  in  the  case  of  cattle  and  other 
commodities  included  in  his  Tariff  of  1842, 
no  diminution  of  price  has  resulted  as 
a  consequence  of  the  relaxation  of  pro* 
tective  duties.  He  is  also  sanguine  of 
success  from  the  supposed  results  of  free 
trade  upon  the  silk  trade,  and  has  chal* 
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lenged  the  Houi^e  to  instance  any  one 
single  example  of  a  case  in  which  the  re- 
duction of  dutj  had  not  prored  equally 
beneficial  to  the  consumer  and  the  produ- 
cer. I  accept  his  challenge.  I  will  meet 
iny  right  hon.  Friend  in  his  challenge  in 
regard  to  silk;  and  I  am  also  ready  to  en- 
counter him  as  well  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Memher  for  Sheffield  on  the  article  of  wool. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  Sheffield 

SMr.  Ward)  distinctly  challenged  my  hon. 
I'riend  the  Memher  for  Somersetshire  (Mr. 
Miles)  on  the  article  of  wool;  hut  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Memher  for  Somerset  forgot  to 
answer  him,  hut  I  will  do  so  for  him;  and  I 
am  also  prepared  to  accept  the  challenge 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
GoTemment  in  the  matter  of  timher,  and 
engage  to  show  him  the  injurious  effects 
of  free  trade  in  timher  upon  the  prices  of 
English  oak,  whilst  I  am  at  the  same  time 
prepared  to  demonstrate  the  evil  conse- 
quences to  the  carrying  trade  of  Great 
Britain,  which  have  already  resulted  from 
the  past  measures,  and  must  still  more  re- 
sult from  the  proposed  measures  yet  fur- 
ther reducing  the  differential  duties  he- 
tween  foreign  and  colonial  timher.  There 
is  also  another  article,  which  was  men- 
tioned the  other  night  hy  the  hon.  Mem- 
her for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz)  —  I 
allude  to  spelter.  The  right  hon.  Memher 
for  Stamford  attempted  to  answer  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Birmingham  wheu  he  asserted 
that  the  spelter  manufacture  had  heen  de- 
stroyed hy  the  reduction  of  the  protec- 
tive duties;  hut  utterly  failed  to  over- 
throw his  statements.  The  hon.  Memher 
for  Birmingham  stood  up  as  a  witness,  and 
as  he  is,  I  helieve,  in  his  character  of  a 
hardware  manufacturer,  the  consumer  of  a 
seventh  part  of  all  the  spelter  that  is  used 
in  Great  Britain,  his  evidence  ought  to 
he  most  valuahle  in  this  House.  He  has 
told  us,  that,  although,  perhaps,  his  hranch 
of  trade  may  have  heen  assisted  hy  the  re- 
laxation of  prohihitory  duties,  the  result  of 
that  relaxation  has  heen  utterly  to  annihi- 
late every  single  concern  for  the  raising 
and  manufacture  of  zinc  in  its  raw  state. 
I  think  the  hon.  Memher  said  there  was 
one  exception,  and  that  was  in  a  case 
where  the  lessee  of  the  spelter  mine  had 
had  the  good  fortune  to  hold  the  lease  of  a 
ooal  mine  in  conjunction  with  the  spelter 
concern  at  a  very  low  rent;  hut  with  that 
solitary  exception  the  result  of  free  trade 
as  applied  to  spelter  has  heen  utterly  to 
annihilate  it.  This  statement  remains  up 
to  the  present  hour,  mif  1  take  it,  will  con- 


tinue to  remain  uncontroverted  and  uncon- 
trovertihle.  I  now,  Sir^  approach  the  suh- 
ject  of  wool.  Let  us  see,  then,  whether 
the  experience  of  the  past  three  years, 
with  respeet  to  that  coiAmodity,  has  heen 
such  as  to  afford  a  valid  argument  why 
the  duty  on  com  should  he  repealed.  Sir, 
this  "  wool"  argument  is  a  most  conve- 
nient weapon  in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  In  1846  the  refiults  of  a  free 
trade  in  wool  afforded  mV  rii^ht  hon.  Friend 
a  moBt  in^dotible  argument  to  his  mind  in 
favour  of  free  trade  in  com;  the  happy  re- 
sults which  he  sees  in  1846,  of  the  removal 
of  Id.  per  Ih.  duty  on  foreign  wool  in  1842, 
convince  him  of  the  induhitahle  policy  of 
an  entire  removal  of  all  protection  to  home- 
grown com  and  to  the  landed  interests  of 
the  British  Empire.  But,  Sir,  I  well 
rememher  my  right  hon.  Friend,  in  a 
speech  which,  from  its  Surpassing  ahility^ 
will  never  he  forgotten,  triumphantly  ap- 
pealed in  1839,  not  to  three  years'  expe- 
rience, hut  to  twenty  years'  experience,  of 
the  operation  of  a  protecting  duty  on  wool, 
as  the  hest  possihle  reason  why  we  should 
maintain  high  duties  on  com.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memher  for  Sheffield,  when 
he  challenged  my  hon.  Friend  helow  me 
(Mr.  Miles)  on  this  suhject,  facetiously  oh- 
served  that  the  agricultural  interests  were 
wholly  incapahle  of  taking  care  of  them- 
selves; that,  in  fact,  you  could  not  do  them 
so  great  an  unkindness,  indeed  you  could 
not  inflict  so  great  a  cruelty  upon  them,  as 
to  indulge  them  in  their  taste  and  passion 
for  protective  legislation ;  and,  referring  to 
the  year  182d,  he  said  that  in  one  of  these 
fits  of  foolishness  they  had  resisted,  tooth 
and  nail,  the  friendly  efforts  of  the  late 
Mr.  Huskisson  to  remove  the  6d.  protect- 
ing duty  on  foreign  wool,  which  was  their 
hane.  Happily,  however,  for  these  poor 
misguided,  henighted  agriculturists,  who 
were  so  hlind  to  their  own  interests,  Mr. 
Huskisson  was  too  stronff  for  them,  and,  in 
spite  of  them,  succeeded  in  taking  off  the 
duty;  ''  and  what,"  triumphantly  exclaimed 
my  hon.  Friend,  *'  was  the  result?"  An- 
swering his  own  inquiry,  he  said — 

"  The  result  was,  that  the  price  of  English  wool 
instantlj  rose  higher,  and  for  the  next  five  years, 
continaed  higher  than  it  was  ever  known  before.** 

Undouhtedly,  Sir,  this  was  a  wonderful 
statement,  if  tme ;  hut  let  us  first  examine 
into  the  matter  of  fact;  and  here  I  will 
appeal  to  an  authority  which  will  not  he 
douhtedy  at  least  on  the  Treasury  hench— 
1  appeal  to  the  authority  of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
in  1839.     Sir  Robert  Feel,  in  1839,  stated. 
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in  hid  place  from  the  benches  opposite,  that 
a  duty  of  6d.  per  lb.  was  placed  on  foreign 
wool  in  December,  1819,  and  that  this 
duty  was  continued  until  the  10th  or  20th 
of  December,  1824.  Well,  what  does  he 
say  was  the  effect  and  consequence  of  this 
protecting  duty  of  GcJ.  per  lb.  on  foreign 
wool?  He  says,  the  consequence  was,  that 
the  price  of  wool  remained  steady  and  un- 
wavering at  Is.  Qd,  per  lb.  for  five  entire 
years,  that  is  to  say,  from  1820  to  1824, 
both  years  inclusive.  In  December,  1824, 
the  protecting  duty  of  Qd,  per  lb.  was  re- 
duced to  Id.  What  happened  ?  Did  "  Eng- 
lish Southdown  wool  rise  higher  the  next 
fire  years  than  ever  was  known  before," 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field ?  No  such  thing.  Sir  ;  far  from  ris- 
ing, it  fell  from  I*.  6d.  per  lb.  in  1824,  to 
1«.  per  lb.  in  1825  ;  it  remained  at  Is.  per 
lb.  in  1826.  In  1827,  there  was  a  still  fur- 
ther fall  to  9(1.  per  lb.,  and  it  remained  at 
9d.  per  lb.  in  1828,  and  9d.  per  lb.  in  1829. 
The  House  and  the  country,  therefore, 
will  see  that  so  far  from  the  price  of 
English  Southdown  wool  having  been  en- 
hanced, as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield,  it  was  greatly  reduced, 
as  the  natural  and  direct  consequence 
of  the  reduction  of  the  protecting  duty. 
Have  I  not  now,  then,  met  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  challenged  us  to  instance  a 
case  where  the  reduction  of  duty  had 
proved  disadvantageous  either  to  consumer 
or  producer  ?  Is  it  not  manifest  that  in 
the  caso  of  wool,  at  all  events,  the  pro- 
ducer has  been  materially  injured  ?  I  think 
I  ought  to  mention  at  the  same  time,  that 
during  these  five  years,  when  the  duty  of 
6d.  was  imposed,  it  did  not  interfere  with 
the  prosperity  of  the  import  trade;  for  I 
find,  on  looking  to  the  returns,  that  the 
imports  in  wool  amounted  to  10,000, 000 lbs. 
in  1820,  and  that  in  1824  they  rose  to 
22,000,000  lbs.  This  proves  that  the  pro- 
tective duty  of  6d.  maintained  the  price  at 
home,  and  did  not  prevent  the  importation 
of  such  additional  supply  as  might  be  re- 
quired to  supply  the  wants  of  the  manufac- 
turing interest.  I  believe  the  duty  on 
foreign  wool  imported  into  this  country  in 
1823  amounted  to  375,0002. ;  and  in  the 
present  state  of  this  country  are  we  to  be 
told  that  the  loss  of  such  a  source  of  re- 
venue is  a  mean  and  insignificant  consider- 
ation ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  when  alluding  to  the  subject  of 
wool,  went  back  to  1842,  selecting  a  year 
of  great  depression,  when  he  told  you  the 
price  of  wool  was  down  at  11 W.  per  lb.  ; 


but  that  m  1844  and  1845  it  rose  to  U.  2d. 
per  lb.  He  also  told  you  that  the  im-> 
portation  of  foreign  wool  was  only 
45,880,000  lbs.  in  1842,  that  in  1844  there 
were  65,079,000  lbs.  imported;  and  in  ten 
months  of  the  last  year  the  importation 
amounted  to  65,216,000  lbs.  (which  quan- 
tity, it  appears  by  the  return  since  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  has  been  further  increased 
to  upwards  of  76,000,000  lbs.);  and  that 
this  increase  of  importation,  and  increase 
of  price  was  **  all  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
duction of  duty.*'  If  he  had  gone  back  to 
1836,  ten  years  ago,  diuing  the  reign  of 
his  rivals,  the  Whigs,  he  would  have 
found  that  the  importation  was  upwards  of 
64,000,0001bs.,  and  that  in  1835  the  price 
of  wool  was  not  Is.  2d.y  but  \s.  lOd.  ;  in 
1836,  Is.  M.  ;  in  1837,  Is.  M. ;  in  1838, 
Is.  4d.  ;  in  1839,  Is.  3d.,  a  great  deal 
higher  than  under  his  much-vaunted  three 
years  of  free  trade.  It  is  much  to  be  la- 
mented, I  think,  that  the  right  hoti.  Ba- 
ronet should  havo  restricted  his  view  to 
three  years  only.  If  he  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  the  years  which  I  havo 
specified,  it  is  probable  he  would  have 
come  to  a  different  conclusion  from  that 
at  which  he  has  arrived.  Having  disposed 
of  wool,  I  will  now  examine  how  far  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  justified  in  introducing 
so  mighty  a  change,  as  regards  the  landed 
interest,  as  an  entire  repeal  of  the  Oom 
Laws,  upon  what  ho  considers  the  per- 
fectly successful  and  satisfactory  results  of 
a  similar  experiment  in  regard  to  cattle. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  reverted  to  the  fears 
entertained  by  the  agricultural  interest,  in 
1842,  at  his  proposal  to  admit  cattle  at  a 
low  duty,  and  triumphantly  appealed  to  the 
results  of  that  measure,  in  proof  not  only 
of  the  visionary  character  of  the  fears  of 
the  agriculturists,  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
even  went  the  length  of  arguing,  that  the 
free  admission  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs, 
had  actually  improved  the  prices  of  meat  in 
England,  and  in  proof  of  the  truth  of  this 
argument  he  gave  these  as  the  contract 
prices  of  fresh  beef,  salt  beef,  and  pork  for 
the  navy,  in  the  years  1844  and  1845  : — 

1844.  1845. 

Fresh  Beef £114    9  £2    2    9 

Salt  Beef 3  18    2  688 

Pork • 3  15  10  6  12    0 

Arguing  that  this  extraordinary  rise  in  the 
price  of  meat  **  was  all  in  consequence  of 
the  reductions  in  the  Tariff  of  1 842.  *  *  Now, 
Sir,  whilst  I  cannot  help  observing  as  I 
pass  that  those  engaged  in  supplying  Her 
Majesty's  navy  cannot   have  been  very 
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happy  in  the  markets  to  which  they  went 
in  1845,  1  must  take  leave  to  say  that  if, 
instead  of  restricting  his  view  to  1845,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  had  only  taken  a  view  of 
the  prices  of  meat  for  the  last  seven  years, 
he  wonld  have  found  very  different  results, 
and  probahly  have  come  to  very  opposite 
conclusions.  Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  the 
contract  prices  of  provisions  in  the  work- 
houses of  a  number  of  Unions  in  various 
parts  of  the  Empire  for  the  last  seven 
years;  but,  for  fear  of  wearying  the  House, 
I  will  be  content  to  quote  one  or  two  only. 
I  will  first  take  a  metropolitan  parish,  St. 
George's,  Hanover-square ;  it  is  a  return 
of  the  contract  prices  for  the  third  week  in 
January  in  each  year  :— 

Contract  price  of  meat, 
per  8lbfl. 

/'Average  of  two  years  pre- 
<      vious  to  thopacMin^ofthe 
(    new  Tariif,  3*.  ^d. 

Average  of  four  yean  sub- 
sequent to  the  passing  of 
ditto,  2«.  \\\d,  2-4ths. 

Thus,  instead  of  an  avorage  rise  of  price  in 
consequence  of  the  new  Tariff,  the  average 
prices  of  meat  were  nearly  30  per  cent, 
higher  during  the  two  years  previous  to  the 
new  Tariff  than  they  have  been  upon  an 
average  of  the  four  years  subsequent  to  it. 
The  Liverpool  workhouse  shows  similar 
results : — 

Contract  price  of  meat. 
Cwt. 

1841-4C.    Bd.\     dent  to  the  passuig  of  the 

i^    new  Tariff,  47».  2d.  per  cwt. 
184!^-49«.    0<£.  ^ 

Average  of  four  years  sub- 
sequent to  ditto,  4 Is.  (i\d. 


1841-^. 
1842— 4«. 


6<f. 
Id. 


1843— d«.     U, 
1844— 2«,     7W. 
1845— 2#.  lli 
1846— 3«.     2d, 


1843--37«.  Ad. 

1844— n37<.  M. 

1845 — 42«.  l\d. 

1846— 46<.  Sd. 


This  is  the  statement  of  the  contract  prices 

of  meat  for  the  last  quarters  in  each  year 

at  the  Union  Workhouse  in  the  Borough 

of  King's  Lynn,  which  I  myself  represent. 

Beef  per  stone. 
1840 — 6«.  6</.>  Average,  6«.  0</.,  antecedent  to 
1841— 7«.  Orf./     the  new  Tariff. 
1842— 6#,  iSd.^ 

1843 — 5«.  dd.    Average     subsequent    to    the 
1844—6*.  erf.        new  Tariff,  6*.  \\\d. 
1846— 6«.  Orf.j 

But,  Sir,  whilst  I  thus  state  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  if  not  absolutely  wrong  in 
his  facts,  has  at  least  given  a  false  colour- 
ing to  the  effects  of  his  Tariff,  by  selecting 
particular  years  to  suit  his  purpose,  let  me 
not  be  misunderstood  as  meaning  to  convey 
^  this  Ilouse  that  the  importation  of  such 


an  insignificant  quantity  of  cattle  as  twenty- 
four  thousand,  can  have  affected  the  prices 
of  cattle  either  for  good  or  for  evil.  It 
must  be  clear  to  every  one  that  as  regards 
the  importation  of  cattle,  the  new  Tariff 
has  been  entirely  inoperative.  And  recol- 
lecting as  I  do  how  strenuously  my  right 
hon.  Friends  on  the  Treasury  bench,  pre- 
viously to  the  introduction  of  that  measure, 
urged  upon  their  then  agricultural  Friends 
that  this  would  be  the  case — assuring  us 
that  there  were  no  foreign  cattle  to  come, 
and  the  sole  object  was  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  agricultural  interest  as  re- 
garded more  essential  and  more  effectual 
protections,  by  removing  from  them  the 
odium  of  a  nominal  protection,  which, 
practically,  was  no  protection  at  all,  it  is 
hardly  ingenuous  in  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  turn  round  upon  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, and  say,  '*  See  how  I  have  raised 
the  price  of  meat  in  1845  by  my  Tariff  of 
1842,  and  the  consequent  introduction  of 
24,000  head  of  foreign  catUe. ' '  My  right 
hon.  Friend  knows  full  well  that,  as  re* 
gards  cattle,  his  Tariff  of  1842  has  been, 
virtually,  as  he  intended  it  to  be,  wholly 
inoperative.  Convinced  by  my  right  hon. 
Friends,  in  1842,  that  such  would  be  the 
case,  I  gave  my  cordial  support  to  that 
measure.  Sir,  I  will  now  meet  the  chal- 
lenge of  Iler  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  es- 
pecially that  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  in  regard  to  silk. 
The  silk  trade  has  been  made  the  great 
battle  horse  of  the  Ministry;  and  the  great 
success,  as  alleged,  of  the  free  trade  in  silk, 
has  been  put  forth  with  great  parade,  as  an 
unanswerable  argument  why  free  trade  in 
com  cannot  fail  to  benefit  all  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  producers  as  well  as 
consmners.  Sir,  I  imdertaketo  show,  that 
free  trade  in  silk  has  proved  a  signal  failure. 
But  before  1  go  into  the  details  of  the 
silk  question,  I  must  explain  to  the  Ilouse 
that  there  are  three  descriptions  of  silk  : 
first  there  is  **  raw  silk,'*  varying  in  value 
from  14«.  to  20«.  per  lb.;  then  there  is 
**  thrown  silk,"  varying  in  value  from  20*. 
to  28«.  per  lb. ;  and  lastly,  there  ore ''  knubs 
and  husks,"  which  mean  the  "  scales,  ex- 
crements, and  offals  of  the  silkworm," 
worth  no  more  than  from  6d.  to  \M.  per 
lb.,  and  which  no  more  resemble  and  no 
more  compare  with  raw  silk,  than  chaff  or 
straw  can  compare  with  the  grain  of  wheat, 
or  than  the  oftals  of  cattle  resemble  beef. 
To  work  up  2,000  lbs.  weight  of  •'  knubs 
and  husks,'  would  occupy  sixty  or  seventy 
persons  no  longer  time  than  it  would  oc- 
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cupy  700  or  800  persons  to  work  up  and 
manufacture  the  same  weight  of  raw  or 
thrown  silk,  that  is,  one  week.  It  will  he 
clear,  therefore,  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country,  that  to  mix  up  *  *  raw  silk, "  *  *  thrown 
silk,*'  and ''  knuhs  and  husks,'*  in  one  com- 
mon mass,  would  he  to  play  off  a  complete 
delusion  upon  this  House  and  upon  the  coun- 
try ;  yet  such.  Sir,  was  the  course  adopted 
hy  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Fiyst  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  such  was  also  the  course 
pursued  hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
This  was  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  Affcer  adverting  to  the  hard  names 
applied  to  Mr.  Huskisson  some  twenty 
years  ago  hy  the  friends  of  the  silk  wea- 
rers, the  right  hon.  Baronet  went  on,  the 
other  night,  to  ask  what  was  the  result  of 
Mr.  Huskisson  *s  measures  : — 

Were  hundreds  of  thousands  of  silk  manufacturers 
thrown  out  of  employment  ?  Have  the  poor  rates 
been  burdened  for  their  subsistence  ?  Have  wo 
been  unable  to  compete  with  foreigners  ?  In  the 
decennial  period  ending  in  1823,  the  quantity 
of  silk  entered  for  home  consumption  was 
10,409,023  lb.;  for  the  ten  years  ending  1833, 
89,681,248  lb.,  immediately  after  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  ;  for  the  ten  yeai*8  ending  1843, 
52,007>1 18  lb.  The  aggregate  annual  consumption 
of  the  successive  decennial  periods  was  1,040,000 
lb.,  for  the  ten  years  ending  1823  ;  3,968,124  lb. 
for  the  ten  years  endmg  1833;  5,200,711  lb.,  for 
the  ten  years  ending  1843,  a  further  reduction  of 
duty  having  taken  place  in  1842;  whereas  now  the, 
consumption,  which  for  the  ten  years  ending  in 
1823  was  1,940,902  lb.,  is  now  (for  the  single  year 
1844)  6,208,028  lb.  Which  is  the  true  philanthro- 
pist ?  Is  it  the  man  who  cries  out  against  the 
admission  of  French  papers  ?  Was  it  the  man  who 
cried  out  against  the  admission  of  French  silks  ? 
Or,  was  it  the  Minister  who  said,  *  Good  God  ! 
don*t  suppose  I  do  not  sympathize  with  distress. 
Don't  load  me  with  the  reproach  of  causing  ruin  to 
thousands  when  I  am  endeavouring  to  benefit 
them  !'  I  have  seen  Spitalficlds  at  the  point  of 
starvation;  let  me  trace  the  cause  of  such  calami- 
ties, and  trjjRhethcr  by  bringing  in  the  free  air  of 
competition,  I  cannot  diminish  or  remove  the 
sources  of  such  calamities." 

Sir,  with  the  leave  and  indulgence  of  the 
House,  I  will  tell  you  how  all  this  was;  hut 
I  must  commence  hy  explaining  to  the 
House  that,  prior  to  the  25th  of  March, 
1824,  whilst  there  was  either  ahsolute  pro- 
hihition,  or  else  duties  practically  amount- 
ing to  prohihition,  upon  all  silken  articles 
of  foreign  manufacture,  there  existed,  at 
the  same  time,  high  revenue  duties  upon 
the  importation  of  thrown  and  upon  the  im- 
portation of  raw  silk,  annually  bringing  in, 
as  I  shall  show  you,  a  large  harvest  of  re- 
venue to  the  Exchequer.  The  duties  on 
raw  silk  until  the  25th  of  March,  1824, 


were  5*.  6d.  per  lb.  ;  these  duties  were 
then  reduced  to  3d.  per  Ih.  ;  but  were 
finally  reduced  on  the  5th  July,  1826,  to 
Id.  per  lb.  In  like  manner,  the  duties  on 
thrown  silk,  which,  up  to  the  25th  of  March, 
1825,  were  14«.  Sd.  per  lb.,  were  reduced 
on  that  day  to  7«.  6d.  per  lb.  ;  on  the 
15th  of  November  in  the  same  year  to  5$. 
per  lb.  Further  reductions  took  place  in 
July,  1829,  whereby  thrown  silks  were 
classed  according  to  value,  singles  paying 
Is.  Qd.,  trams  28.,  and  organzines  3^.  Qd.; 
and  finally,  in  1842,  all  were  charged  alike 
Is.  and  three-fifths  of  a  Id.  per  lb.  Having 
thus,  I  fear,  at  too  great  length  explained 
the  exact  history  and  position  of  the  silk 
trade,  I  will  now  proceed  to  contrast  the 
progress  of  the  silk  trade  in  its  protected 
state  previous  to  1824,  with  its  progi^ess 
subsequent  to  1824,  "  when  breathing  the 
free  air  of  competition.*'  Sir,  that  the  ac- 
curacy of  my  statement  may  be  above  dis- 
pute, I  have  selected  my  data  as  regards 
the  period  of  protection,  from  the  tables  of 
the  late  Mr.  Deacon  Hume;  and  I  have 
taken  three  triennial  periods,  commencing 
with  1815,  and  concluding  with  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  protected  trade  in  1823,  the  last 
triennial  period  being  six  years  in  advance 
of  the  first.  This  then  is  the  state  of  the 
trade  whilst  fostered  and  cherished  by  high 
protecting  duties : — 

UNDER  PBOTECTION. 

Raw  silk,  worth  14«.  to20«.  per  lb.,  1815,  1816, 
1817— average,  1,095,000  lb.;  1818,  1819.  1820— 
average  1,504,000  lbs.;  1821,  1822, 1823— average 
1,970,000  lbs.;  increase  as  compared  with  triennial 
period  1815-16-17,  90  per  cent. 

Homo  consumption — Thrown  silk,  worth  20«. 
to  28».  per  lb.,  1815,  1810,  1817— average 
293,000  lbs.;  1818,  1819,  1820— average  340,000 
lbs.;  1821,  1822,  1823  — average  366,000  lbs.; 
increase  as  compared  with  ti-iennial  period  1816- 
16-17,  23  percent. 

Knubs  and  husks,  viz.,  the  scales,  nests,  excre- 
ments and  offiils  of  the  silkworm,  worth  from  6<f. 
to  lOd.  per  lb.,  1815,  1816,  1817  —  average 
27,062  lbs.;  1818,  1819,  1820— average  84,984 
lbs.;  1821,  1822,  1823  — average  74,110  lbs.; 
increase  as  compared  with  triennial  period  1815- 
16-17,  170  per  cent. 

Duty  received  on  foreign  silk  and  silk  manufac  • 
tures,  1816,  1816, 1817— <ivcrage  466,000/. ;  1818, 
1819, 1820— average  630,300/. ;  1831,  1833,  1833 
— average  764,000/. ;  increase  as  compai-ed  with 
triennial  period,  1815-16-17,  64  percent. 

Showing,  under  protection,  a  steady  pro- 
gress of  the  silk  trade  to  the  amount  of  90 
per  cent  in  the  home  consumption  of  raw 
silk  ;  23  per  cent  in  respect  of  thrown 
silk  ;  of  170  per  cent  in  knubs  and  husks  ; 
and  last,  but  not  least,  of  64  per  cent  in 
the  amount  of  re^^enue  paid  into  the  public 
Exchequer.     Now,  Sir,  let  us  contrast  this 
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picture  vith  that  of  the  silk  trade  under 
free  trade.  And  here  I  beg  leave  to  state 
that  I  am  obliged  to  take  not  a  triennial 
period  eix  years  in  advance,  but  a  triennial 
average  nine  years  in  advance  of  the  last 
triennial  period  under  the  system  of  high 
protection.  The  House,  therefore,  will  see 
that  the  comparison  is  highly  advantageous 
to  the  argument  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  to  the  same  extent  disadvantageous  to 
my  argument ;  but  I  shall  show  the  House 
that  the  silk  trade  under  protection  can 
spare  even  so  great  a  disadvantage  in  the 
compaiison.  The  reason  I  cannot  take,  as 
in  fairaess  to  my  own  argument  I  ought  to 
take,  the  triennial  period  1827,  1828,  and 
1829,. is,  that  during  the  first  five  years  of 
the  free-trade  experiment,  **  knubs  and 
husks**  were  mixed  up  in  one  common  mass 
with  **  raw  silk;**  so  it  is  practically  im- 
possible to  come  to  any  just  or  sound  con- 
clusion as  to  the  progress  of  the  silk  trade 
during  those  years.  I  shall  take,  there- 
fore, the  first  triennial  period  free  from  this 
objection.  1  shall  now  give  the  state- 
ment : — 

«'  Raw  Bilk— 1830, 1831, 1882,  average  8,403,082, 
increase  in  nine  years  72  per  cent;  1842,  1843, 
1^44,  average  3,809,328  lbs.,  increaao  in  twenty- 
one  years,  100  per  cent. 

"  Thrown  silk— 1830,  1831,  1832,  426,902  lbs., 
increase  in  nine  years,  10  per  cent ;  1842,  1843, 
1844,  394,958  lbs.,  increase  in  twenty-one  years, 
101  per  cent. 

Knubs  and  husks— 1830,  1831,  1832,  835,985 
lbs.,  increase  in  nine  years,  730  per  cent ;  1842, 
1843,  1844,  1,648,064,  increase  in  twenty-one 
years  2,000  per  cent. 

"  Duty  received  on  foreign  silk  and  silk  manu- 
factures—1830,  1831,  1832,  210,973/.,  revenue 
sacrificed,  643,027/.;  1842,  1843,  1844,  286,768/. 
— absolute  loss  and  sacrifice  of  revenue,  468,232/." 

The  result  being  that,  whilst  under  a  highly 
protected  trade,  the  home  consumption  of 
raw  silk  advanced  at  the  rate  of  90  per 
cent  in  six  years,  and  that  of  thrown  silk 
23  per  cent  in  the  same  period,  the  public 
revenue  at  the  same  time  increasing  at 
the  rate  of  64  per  cent ;  under  the 
blasting  effects  of  free  trade  the  pro- 
gress of  the  silk  trade  fell  down  to 
an  increase  of  only  72  per  cent  in  nine 
years,  and  no  more  than  100  per  cent 
in  twenty-one  years  in  respect  to  the 
home  consumption  of  the  raw  silk,  whilst 
in  thrown  silk  the  home  consumption, 
which  in  the  first  nine  years  of  free 
trade  had  increased  19  per  cent,  as  com- 
pared with  23  per  cent,  in  the  six  years 
under  protection,  actually  fell  down  to  an 
iocreasc  of  only  10 J  per  cent  upon  the 
whole  period  of  21    years ;  and  as   re- 


gards revenue,  instead  of  an  increase  of 
64  per  cent  in  six  years,  under  protection, 
an  absolute  loss  of  no  less  than  468,2322. 
per  annum  had  to  be  submitted  to  by  the 
Exchequer,  a  great  portion  of  which  im- 
questionably  must  have  been  extracted 
from  the  industry  and  from  the  pockets  of 
Italians  and  Frenchmen,  Lastly,  as  re- 
gards the  silk  trade,  I  come  to  the  most 
important  and  painfid  bearing  of  free  trade 
upon  the  wages,  the  comforts,  and  the 
morals  of  the  unfortunate  people,  engaged 
in  the  lower  ranks  of  the  trade.  With  re- 
spect to  the  operation  of  ft'ee-trade  mea- 
sures on  the  silk  weaver,  I  will  (continued 
the  noble  Lord)  take  the  evidence  adduced 
before  a  Committee  which  sat  in  1832. 
The  first  witness  to  whose  evidence  I  will 
refer,  is  Mr.  Grout,  an  extensive  silk  ma- 
nufacturer in  Norwich.  He  states  that, 
up  to  1824,  the  number  of  hands  employed 
was  3,594,  and  that  their  wages  averaged 
85.  l^d,  per  week.  In  1831,  the  number 
of  hands  fell  to  1,877,  and  their  wages  to 
3s,  S\d.  Thus,  the  gross  amount  of  wages, 
which  up  to  1824  amounted  to  60,000/., 
had  fallen  off  to  16,000/.  in  1831  ;  show- 
ing a  reduction  in  wages  of  44,000/.  So 
much  for  the  beneficial  effects  of  the  re- 
laxation of  protective  duties,  as  far  as  the 
employment  of  silk  weavers  is  concerned. 
Now  I  wiU  refer  to  the  moral  condition  of 
the  weaver,  as  detailed  in  the  evidence  of 
the  same  witness.  He  said  it  was  not  only 
a  reduction  of  wages  that  they  had  to  sub- 
mit to,  but  he  had  been  obliged  to  dis- 
charge a  great  number.  Some  of  the  men 
had  emigrated;  others  had  gone  to  the 
poorhouse  ;  and  many  of  the  females  had 
gone  to  a  state  of  prostitution  from  neces- 
sity. **  Their  condition,"  he  added,  **  is 
most  abject,  and  much  to  be  pitied."  Mr. 
Brocklehurst,  a  Member  of  this  House, 
was  also  examined  before  the  same  Com- 
mittee.    He  was  asked — 

"  What  has  been  the  condition,  since  1826,  of  the 
people  employed  in  the  mills  V* 

He  answered — 

**  In  1826,  when  overtaken  by  this  change,  they 
were  living  in  comfortably  iurnished  houses,  and 
were  amply  provided  for.  When  distress  first 
assailed  them  they  fell  back  on  their  little  pro- 
perties, which  they  gradually  disposed  of  They 
are  now  reduced  to  a  state  of  utter  destitution ; 
hundreds  of  them  are  without  change  of  clothes, 
and  in  many  instances  without  a  bed,  sleeping  on 
straw,  and  covered  with  their  clothes  worn  in  the 
day.  Gross  demoralization  has  been  the  result, 
and  the  once  respectable  and  industrious  artisan  is 
now  broken-hearted,  and  reduced  to  pauperism. 
Two-thirds  of  the  people  are  found  to  be  in  want 
of  the  common  necessaries  of  life." 
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These  are  the  fruita  of  your  much-lauded 
free  trad^.  The  duties  on  silk  manufac- 
tures had  then  heen  reduced  to  something 
like  30  per  cent.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
reduce  the  protection  to  half  that  amount. 
Now,  let  us  see  what  was  the  operation  of 
that  original  reducUon  of  protection  upon 
wages.  The  silk  weavers  assured  me  that, 
up  to  1823,  when  their  wages  were  regu- 
lated hy  Act  of  Parliament,  for  weaving 
the  article  I  hold  in  my  hand,  which  is 
called  royal  floret,  they  earned  2«.  4d,  a 
day.  In  1825  their  wages  were  reduced 
to  14d,  a  day.  And  now,  in  consequence 
of  the  intended  reduction,  their  wages  were 
to  he  further  reduced  from  14d.  to  12d. 
a  day.  My  informant  assured  me,  that 
he  coidd  weave,  with  great  industry,  20 
yards  of  royal  floret  in  a  week,  conse- 
quently a  reduction  of  2d,  per  yard  would 
be  equivalent  to  a  reduction  upon  the  aggre- 
gate work  of  a  week  of  3i,  M.  1  ask  you, 
then,  whether  you  think  that  the  silk 
weavers  will  he  benefited  by  free  trade  ? 
I  think  they  were  not  far  wrong,  when 
they  stated,  in  the  petition  which  I  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  that  for  a  period  of 
twenty  years,  experience  and  common 
sense  had  taught  them  that  cheap  bread 
was  of  no  use  to  man,  woman,  or  child 
unless  they  could  obtain  wages  adequate 
to  purchase  it.  ["Divide,  divide."]  I 
trust  the  House  will  recollect  that  I  am 
now  fighting  the  battle  of  a  party  whose 
leaders  have  deserted  them;  and  if  I  can- 
not wield  my  weapons  with  the  same  skill 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury benches  do  theirs,  I  trust  the  House 
will,  for  the  sake  of  the  cause  I  am  sup- 
porting, show  me  some  forbearance.  I 
shall  now  go  to  an  article  termed  ladies' 
fine  velvet.  So  long  as  the  trade  was  pro- 
tected, the  silk  weavers  received  4«.  3d. 
a  yard  for  manufacturing  this  article;  and 
I  understand  that  a  very  superior  journey- 
man, with  great  labour,  may  manufacture 
froni  eight  to  ten  yards  per  week.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  diminution  in  the  protec- 
tive duties  their  wages  were  reduced,  in 
1825,  to  2tf.  6d.  a  yard;  and  on  Thursday 
week  last,  on  account  of  the  proposed  mea- 
sure, they  received  notice  of  a  further  re- 
duction of  3d.  a  yard.  Now,  Sir  I  leave 
it  to  the  House  whether  a  man,  who  can 
manufacture  te^  yards  a  week,  and  has  his 
wages  reduced  3d.  a  yard  (amounting  to 
2s.  6d.  a  Week,  or  130«.  a  year),  can  de- 
rive any  advantage  from  cheap  bread  equi- 
valent to  that  reduction  of  wages  ?  It  is 
well  known  to  every  Gentleman  in  this 


House,  that  the  estimated  consumption  of 
each  maa  per  annum  is  one  quarter  of 
wheat.  I  leave  it,  then,  to  the  House  and 
the  country  to  decide,  whether,  on  the 
supposition  that  a  man  by  his  own  labour 
has  to  sustain  himself,  a  wife,  and  three 
children  on  a  quarter  of  wheat  each,  any 
difference  that  can  arise  in  the  price  of 
wheat  in  consequence  of  free  trade,  will 
compensate  him  for  the  loss  of  3d.  per 
yard  on  the  article  of  his  manufacture 
of  which  he  manufactures  ten  yards  in 
the  course  of  a  week  ?  Why,  it  is 
clear  to  every  one  that  the  poor  silk  wea- 
ver would  be  better  off  with  his  old 
wages  and  wheat  at  70s.  a  quarter,  than 
he  will  be  now  with  his  wages  reduced 
3d.  a  yard,  with  wheat  reduced  to  45«. 

{)er  quarter.  ["No.'*]  No!  why,  I  be- 
ieve  five  times  twenty-five  make  125^., 
while  the  loss  on  his  wages  amounts  to 
130s.  I  challenge  any  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  refute  that  statement.  I  ask, 
would  not  the  silk  weavers  be  better  off 
with  wheat  at  70^.  a  quarter,  with  their 
wages  unreduced,  than  they  will  be  with 
reduced  wages — ^with  wages  reduced  2s.  6d. 
a  week  under  the  free-trade  system,  though 
the  price  of  wheat  shoidd  be  reduced  to 
45^.  a  quarter?  Great  stress  has  been 
laid  upon  the  argument,  that  by  opening 
the  trade  in  com  you  will  be  conferring  a 
benefit  on  the  labouring  classes;  and  for 
the  first  time  that  I  ever  heard  such  a 
strange  doctrine  propounded,  we  had  heard 
it  maintained  from  the  Treasury  bench, 
"  that  the  rate  of  wages  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  price  of  corn;"  nay,  even  more 
than  this,  that  the  rate  of  wages  rises  and 
falls  in  the  inverse  ratio  to  the  rise  and  fall 
in  the  price  of  com.  I  confess  this  novel 
doctrine  sounded  strangely  in  my  ears, 
more  especially  when  I  heard  it  propounded, 
not  only  by  fhe  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
but  also  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment; for  I  thought  I  could  remember  a  ce- 
lebrated address  to  the  landowners  of  Eng- 
land, wherein  my  right  hon.  Frictid  laid  it 
down  as  a  proposition  not  to  be  refuted — 

"  That  the  wages  of  labour  sink  to  the  price  of 
com,  though  the  taxes  x^emain  and  must  be  paid 
out  of  diminished  earnings." 

My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  supporting  that 
proposition,  contended  that  the  happiness 
and  prosperity  of  the  lower  classes  of  the 
people,  far  from  depending  on  a  reduced 
price  of  com,  was  oipt  to  be  least  when 
prices  were  lowest,  4leviewing  the  con- 
cluding period  of  the  French  war,  during 
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which  the  prices  of  wheat  had  heen  as  high 
as  125^.,  averaging,  I  believe,  somewhere 
about  lOOg.  a  quarter,  he  tells  us  that,  in 
1815  or  1816— 


*'  The  price  of  wheat  fell  to  64<.,  and  then  en- 
sued such  a  scene  both  of  agricultural  and  com- 
meroial  distress  as  this  unhappj  country  had  at 
that  time  never  witnessed." 

Mj  right  hon.  Friend  continued  his  history 
down  to  the  years  1821,  1822,  and  1823. 
In  1822  the  price  of  wheat  fell  to  43^.  ; 
and  during  this  period  of  three  years  the 
price  of  wheat  averaged  under  dOs.  We 
are  told  now  that  we  have  nothing  to  do 
but  to  open  the  ports  and  reduce  the  price 
of  com  ;  and  that  comfort,  happiness,  and 
contentment  will  follow,  as  far  as  the  work- 
ing classes  are  concerned.  But  what  savs 
my  right  hon.  Friend  writing  the  histo^ 
of  those  three  "  hitter  years ^*'  when  bread 
was  so  cheap  in  1821,  1822,  and  1823  ? 
Describing  tiie  condition  of  Ireland,  as 
spoken  to  in  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Nolan 
before  the  Distress  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  my  right  hon.  Friend  says — 

"  In  Ireland  distress  is  greatest  when  provisions 
are  cheapest ;  then  we  see  famine  without  dearth ; 
hunger  amidst  superabundance  of  provisions ; 
farmers  without  a  market ;  labourers  without  the 
means  of  purchase  ;  it  was  the  fall  of  prices  in 
which  fiimine  originated  ;  that  fall  prevents  the 
tenant  fironi  paying  the  rent ;  then  the  miserable 
stock  of  the  miserable  tenantry  is  seised,  next  the 
labourer  is  left  destitute  without  employment,  and 
then  ensues  a  scene  of  &mine  and  despair,  of  tu- 
mult and  bloodshed  suppressed  by  military  force." 

Such,  Sir,  was  the  sad  picture  drawn  by 

my  right  hon.  Friend  of  the  results  of  low 

prices  in  Ireland  in  1 822.    But  how  was  it 

in  England  ?     My  right  hon.  Friend  says 

that — 

"  Amidst  the  ruin  of  the  farmer  and  the  manu- 
facturer, the  distress  of  landlords,  and  the  insur- 
rections of  a  populace  without  bread  and  without 
employment,  one  class  alone  flourished  and  was 
triumphant ;  the  annuitant  and  the  tax-eater 
rejoiced  in  the  increased  and  increasing  value 
of  money — rejoiced  in  the  sacrifice  of  productive 
industry  to  unproductive  wealth — rejoiced  in  the 
victory  of  the  drones  over  the  bees." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  must  have  been 
thinking  of  the  tax-caters  and  tax-con- 
sumers when,  in  introducing  tliis  measure 
to  the  House,  he  told  us  that  the  wages  of 
labour  did  not  depend  upon  the  price  of 
com.  Undoubtedly  their  wages  do  not 
sink  to  the  price  of  corn,  but  the  con- 
triary.  But  I  must  not  forget  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
who  cast  so  much  obloquy  on  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  ;  and,  though  I 
will  not  attempt  to  cast  back  upon  him  the 
bard  epithets  he  applied  to  my  Friends 


on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  must  say 
that  his  speech  was  not  one  overflowing 
with  the  milk  of  human  kindness.  But 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
comes  forward,  and  stands  up  as  a  witness 
before  this  House  and  the  country  against 
the  landlords  of  England,  and  describes  them 
as  a  set  of  men  wholly  indifferent  to  the  suf- 
ferings of  the  poor,  and  talks  of  them  **  as 
idle  consumers,  to  whom  it  might  justly  be 
made  a  matter  of  congratulation  that  food 
was  scarce  and  the  people  dying  of  starva- 
tion ;**  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  insist  that 
he  should  himself  be  questioned  upon  what 
in  legal  phrase  in  Westminster  Hall  is,  I 
believe,  termed  the  **  Voir  dire;**  and  I 
have  a  right  to  ask,  and  the  country  to 
know,  whether  he  is  altogether  a  disinter- 
ested witness — whether  he  has  not  some 
pecuniary  interest  in  this  matter  ?  I  have 
a  right  to  ask  him,  and  the  country  has  a 
right  to  know,  whether  or  not,  as  an  Ex- 
aminer in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  enjoying 
a  snug  sinecure  of  some  1,000^.  or  1,200^. 
a  year  out  of  flie  taxes  levied  on  the  peo- 
ple, he  does  not  come  within  the  category 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend — whether  he  is 
not  *'  one  of  those  annuitants  and  tax- 
eaters  who  rejoice  in  the  increased  and  in- 
creasing value  of  money,  who  rejoice  in 
the  sacrifice  of  productive  industry  to  un- 
productive wealth  ;  who  rejoice  in  the 
victory  of  the  drones  over  the  bees  ? " 
Sir,  we  have  been  taunted  on  this  side 
of  the  House  with  dealings  in  revilings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  de- 
serted us  and  their  principles  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  also  with  having  used  no  argu- 
ments in  support  of  our  views.  I  thought 
in  the  admirable  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  S.  O'Brien)  who  sits  beside  me,  re- 
plete as  it  was  with  argument,  as  well  as  in 
the  speeches  of  many  othera  of  my  Friends 
around  me,  especially  that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Shrewsbury,  we  might 
have  well  claimed  exemption  from  the  un- 
just taunt  that  we  have  brought  no  argu- 
ments to  our  support.  But  to  return  to 
the  heart-stirring  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northamptonsliire ;  my 
riffht  hon.  Friend  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  thought  fit  to  mock  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  instead  of  the  touch- 
ing appeal  and  reply  of  tenant  and  landlord, 
which  my  hon.  Friend  so  well  and  so  feel- 
ingly imagined  and  gave  utterance  to,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  suggested  another  speech 
to  be  put  into  the  mouth  of  the  landlord, 
in  which,  out  of  his  supposed  and  visionary 
savings  by  free  trade,  the  unhappy  land- 
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lord  was  to  offer  an  advance  of  capital  to 
his  tenant  to  enable  him,  by  improvements 
of  bis  farm,  to  compensate  in  increased 
quantity  for  tbe  loss  which  he  might  incur 
through  the  reduced  value  of  his  produce 
consequent  upon  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws. 
Such  an  observation,  I  think,  did  not  come 
with  a  good  grace  &om  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  old  landed  aristocracy  have 
done  their  duty  to  their  tenants,  but  are 
not  in  a  position  to  advance  capital  to  en- 
able them  to  increase  the  products  of  the 
soil.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he 
goes  down  to  Drayton  Manor,  and  surveys 
the  broad  acres  and  wide  domains  which 
surround  that  splendid  mansion,  might 
have  recollected  that  they  once  belonged 
to  the  old  aristocracy  of  England.  He 
might  have  remembered  that  a  Bill  passed 
in  1819,  changing  the  currency,  and  that 
that  Bill  bore  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  its  back;  and  whilst,  Sir,  in 
referring  to  that  law,  it  is  far  from  my  wish 
or  meaning  to  impute  anything  but  the 
most  perfect  innocence  of  intention,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  said  to  have  added 
by  that  law  half  a  million  sterling  to  the 
vast  wealth  of  his  family,  whilst  in  a  like 
degree  it  diminished  from  the  wealth  and 
crippled  the  resources  of  the  old  landed 
aristocracy.  I  think,  then,  it  was  rather 
hard  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
to  turn  round  now  upon  the  old  landed  pro- 
prietors of  England,  and  taunt  them  with 
not  advancing  the  capital  which,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  they  no  longer  possess,  to  improve 
the  farms  of  their  tenants,  now  about  to 
be  injured  by  free  trade.  But,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  himself  a  landlord, 
and,  if  I  mistake  not,  some  time  in  1842 
or  1843,  after  passing  his  Tariff,  went  down 
and  addressed  a  landlord's  speech  to  some 
250  or  300  of  his  tenantry  at  Tamworth. 
I  do  not  think  he  began,  **  My  good  fel- 
lows!" that  might  be  too  familiar  in  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  might 
lead  to  too  great  expectations.  He  did 
not  begin,  **  My  good  fellows,"  but  began, 
*  •  Gentlemen !  * '  Destruction  of  rabbits  was 
promised,  something  conditional  said  about 
hares,  long  leases  too  were  hinted  at :  nay, 
in  one  instance,  a  lease  was  proclaimed  to 
have  been  actually  granted  where  to  be 
sure  the  land  was  run  out,  and  the  farm  out 
of  condition,  and  the  tenant  was  to  set  out 
with  a  low  rent,  which  was  to  rise  by  a 
sliding-scale  as  his  leases  went  on.  Lastly, 
after  exciting  the  expectations  of  his  hear- 
ers, who  were  looking,  no  doubt,  to  reduc- 
tion of  rent,  some  by  Steen,  some  by  twenty, 
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and  some  perhaps  even  by  50  per  cent,  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  after  adverting  to  the 
great  advantage  of  improved  stocks,  wound 
up  his  courage  and  liberality  to  the  utter- 
most, and  went  the  length  of  this  gracious 
announcement : — "  Regardless  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  animal,  at  my  own  entire  cost, 
I  will  purchase,  say  a  bull,  and  give  free 
access  to  that  animal,  not  only  to  my  ten- 
ants, but  to  the  cows  of  my  tenants  as  well. " 
But,  for  my  life,  I  cannot  recollect  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  out  of  his  savings  from 
his  new  Tariff  ever  hinted  a  syllable  of  put- 
ting his  hands  into  his  breeches  pockets, 
and  advancing  any  capital  to  his  tenants, 
in  compensation  for  the  operation  and  in- 
jury done  to  them  by  his  new  Tariff.  Such 
are  the  differences  between  the  practice,  the 
speeches,  and  the  professions  in  this  House  of 
my righthon.  Friend.  ["Order! "  "Chair! "] 
Sir,  I  now  come  to  the  pretext  of  "famine 
in  the  land  ;"  out  of  the  false  cry  of  which 
in  England,  and  the  exaggerated  cry  of 
which  in  Ireland,  this  Govermnent  measure 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws  has  really 
arisen ;  and  since  that  cry  first  obtained 
importance  from  the  sanction  it  received  in 
a  voice  from  Scotland,  conveyed  in  a  letter 
dated  the  15th  of  November,  and  written 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city 
of  London.  I  will  take  the  kingdom  of 
Scotland  first,  and  examine  how  much  real 
truth  there  was  in  the  alarm  of  famine  thus 
proclaimed  from  Edinburgh  in  November. 
That  my  authorities  may  be  above  all  sus- 
picion, they  shall  be  restricted  to  such  in- 
formation as  may  bo  gathered  from  the 
printed  circulars  of  the  com  trade  itself. 
I  will  begin  with  the  circular  of  Messrs.  A. 
and  R.  Smart  and  Co.,  of  Montrose,  of 
date  the  12th  of  December,  1845.  What 
say  they  ?     They  say — 

"  Sir — In  consequence  of  the  aharm  and  uncer- 
tainty about  the  state  of  the  potatoes,  we  havo 
not  submitted  our  report  of  the  harvest  ear- 
lier to  you,  in  order  that  we  might  gather  more 
particular  information,  and  ascertiin  how  they 
would  keep  in  the  pits.  After  careful  inquiry,  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  from  this  district 
there  will  be  fully  the  usual  quantity  exported  of 
sound  quality.  Though  they  have,  in  many  locali- 
ties, been  tainted  more  or  less  with  the  disease 
prevalent  in  other  parts  of  the  kingdom,  and  have, 
in  some  few  inatanoes,  suffered  i)artially  in  the 
pits ;  yet,  as  none  but  those  which  are  tainted  will 
be  used  for  cattle,  or  other  feeding  purposes,  wo 
think  fully  as  many  will  bo  made  available  for 
human  food  aa  in  a  season  of  abundance. 

"  Wheat,  notwithstanding  the  untoward  charac- 
ter of  the  season,  is  proving  a  £iir  average  crop  in 
quantity,  but  of  various  quality.  There  is  not  a 
large  breadth  cultivated,  and  only  a  trifling  quan- 
tity exported  from  this  district ;  but  from  some  of 
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the  northern  counties,  where  we  ship,  a  good  many 
cargoes  can  be  spared.  The  weights  at  present 
run  from  56  to  62|lb.:  but  as  the  season  adTances 
we  may  expect  them  to  increase. 

'*  Oats  are  a  full  average  crop,  unless  on  the 
high  and  cold  lands,  whore  they  wore  exceedingly 
late,  and  did  not  thoroughly  ripen.  Their  quality 
is  fiiir — weights  from  89  to  43  lbs.  Potato  oats  can 
be  shipped  in  good  condition  about  49  to  42|  lb.; 
Angus,  41  to  421b. 

"  Viewing  all  the  crops  together,  we  consider 
the  harvest  in  this  district,  and  all  to  the  north  of 
it,  a  very  abundant  one." 

So  much.  Sir,  for  tho  prevalence  of  dearth 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  and  north  of  Mon- 
trose. I  will  now  cross  tho  island,  and  see 
how  it  fared  in  tho  west  of  Scotland.  This 
is  an  account  of  the  Glasffow  com  trade.  It 
is  from  Brown  and  Co.  0  circular.  Here 
it  is,  Sir : — 

**  Glasgow,  Doc.  31,  1845. 
"  Wo  beg  to  refer  to  the  statement  at  foot, 
showing  tho  annual  stock  of  grain  in  granary 
since  1841: — 
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gow  at  any  corresponding  period  of  the 
last  five  years  !  Oh»  Sir !  what  a  tale  of 
famine  is  this  to  have  heen  imposed  as  such 
upon  a  credulous  nadon,  and  wherewithal 
to  have  half  frightened  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  the  Queen's  Ministers  quite  out 
of  their  senses !  But,  Sir,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  I  must  read  one  sentence 
more  in  the  circular  of  Messrs.  Brown  and 
Co.,  as,  in  my  opinion,  it  will  go  far  to 
enlighten  this  House  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Scottish  nation  as  regards 
their  comforts  and  condition.  What  say 
Messrs.  Brown  ?     They  say — 

"  Onr  stock  of  wheat  on  hand  exoeeds  by  fitf 
that  of  any  proYious  year,  notwithitanding  a  do- 
cided  considerable  change  in  the  national  taste 
from  oatmeal  to  wheaten  flour,  of  which  the  con- 
sumption has  been  unprecedented.  The  latter, 
we  are  inclined  to  think,  applies  to  most  of  the 
large  towns  in  this  kingdom.  Of  wheat  the  crop 
of  1844  was  of  a  superior  order  both  in  yield  and 
in  quality  all  over  the  United  Kingdom  and  Ire- 
land. Tho  productiveness  of  that  crop  beoomes 
more  apparent  on  comparison  with  former  stocks 
and  this  year's,  which  latter,  with  a  trifling  ex- 
ception, is  all  of  the  growth  of  1844,  exhibiting  an 
increase  of  46.190  bolls  of  free,  and  49,538  boUs 
of  bonded  over  1844.  The  crop  of  1845,  consi- 
dered a  fiiir  average  in  quantity,  but  deficient  in 
quality,  has  not  yet  got  into  condition,  so  that  we 
are  lying  heavy  on  old  wheat  for  baker's  pofposee. 
The  value  of  wheat,  compared  with  hwt  year's 
same  period,  is  about  lOt.  higher  for  old,  and  if. 
for  new,  per  boll  of  240  lb." 

Thus,  Sir,  I  have  shown  you,  not  only  that 
so  far  from  a  famine  prevailing  in  Glasgow 
and  in  the  west  of  Scotland  in  December 
last,  the  stores  of  grain  were  unprecedent- 
ed, whilst  a  very  considerable  improvement 
had  taken  place  in  the  eondition,  the  com- 
forts, and  the  habits  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
Und.  h*  Hear!"  and  "Order!"]  Why 
should  1  thus  be  interrupted?  Is  it  be- 
cause I  speak  of  the  comforts  of  the  peo- 
ple— ^LB  it  nothing  in  the  estimation  of  some 
to  speak  of  their  comforts — ^to  speak  of 
the  comforts  of  the  poor  ?  I  am  anzioos 
to  show,  in  defence  of  my  Friends  who 
have  argued  for  protection,  die  advantages 
which  have  resulted  from  protective  laws, 
and  that  they  are  the  real  friends  of  the 
poor.  I  am  anxious  to  show  the  wonder- 
ful increase  which  has  taken  place  in  all 
that  pertains  to  the  food  of  the  people 
under  protection.  In  Glasgow,  a  decided 
change  for  the  better  has  taken  places 
there  the  people  have  advanced  in  their 
taste  and  in  their  comforts,  from  oatmeal 
to  tho  use  of  wheaten  floor.  Whereas,  let 
it  be  remembered,  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  introduced  his  Com  Law  in  1842, 
he  was  obliged  to  acknowledge  the  immeiise 
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Showing  an  absolute  oxcess  in  tho  stock 
on  hand  on  tho  Slst  of  last  December  of 
no  lefts  than  54,264  bolls  of  wheat,  and  of 
4(;.ti)7bam*]H  and  21,419  sacks  of  wheat 
flour,  M  comparetl  with  tho  largest  stock 
cif  wheat  and  wheat  flour  ever  before 
known  H>  bo  on  hand  in  tho  city  of  GUa- 
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number  that  were  there — I  forget  whether 
in  Glasgow  or  in  Paisley — existing  only 
upon  charity;  but  this  I  remember  well, 
the  numbers  then  kept  alive  by  charity 
were  17,000.  It  would  appear,  too,  that 
the  pleasing  advance  in  Glasgow  was  also 
visible  in  various  other  towns  in  Scotland. 
That  the  wheat  crop  in  1844  was  so  supe- 
rior in  quality  and  amount  in  compari- 
son with  any  former  stock,  that  even  in 
last  December  they  had  not  commenced 
the  use  of  the  crop  for  the  year  1845,  be- 
sides the  large  quantities  in  bond.  [Inter- 
ruption.l  I  make  no  charge  against  those 
who  are  opposed  to  us  on  this  question. 
I  am  only  defending  my  party  by  indubi- 
table evidence  from  the  attacks  of  indiffer- 
ence to  the  comforts  of  the  poor,  which 
were  advanced  against  us — ^that  we  cared 
not  so  we  preserved  our  own  interests 
though  they  were  starving.  You  first  make 
a  charge  against  us,  and  then  you  are 
afraid  to  hear  the  answer.  Last,  as  re- 
gards Scotland,  1  travel  back  to  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Edinburgh,  from  whence,  on 
the  2nd  of  December  the  celebrated  let- 
ter of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
city  of  London  was  written,  I  am  now 
going  to  read  you  some  extracts  from  the 
circular  of  Messrs.  Grindlay,  Cowan,  and 
Co.     It  is  dated — • 

"  Leith,  Dec.  17, 1845. 

**  Sir — ^Although  onr  harvest  ha«  been  finished 
fully  six  weeks  ago,  we  have  deferred  our  report 
till  now,  that  we  might  obtain  more  detailed  in- 
fbrmation  as  to  the  i^»ult. 

"  Wheat  may  amount  to  about  an  average  quan- 
tity; the  quality  is  of  all  grades,  from  fine  to 
very  inferior,  the  medium  however  preponderates; 
the  whole  is  sound  and  wholesome.  The  weights 
are  from  04,  58,  60,  62,  and  63  lb.  per  bushel. 

*'  Oats  are  upon  the  whole  a  Aill  average  quan- 
tity, but  are  very  various  in  quality  and  condition: 
those  grown  upon  the  coast  are  bright,  heavy,  and 
handsome ;  while  the  produce  of  the  high  country, 
though  sound,  and  of  tolerable  colour,  is  mixed  with 
greens,  and  extremely  damp  and  light.  They  are 
all  weights  from  85,  38,  40,  43,  43,  and  44  lb.  per 
bushel. 

"  Potatoes  are  a  good  crop  as  regards  quantity; 
they  have  been  affected  by  the  disease  throughout 
the  whole  of  this  district,  but  in  a  greater  or 
lesser  degree ;  those  raised  early  and  put  into 
pits  without  ventiUition  went  rapi<Uy  to  decay,  but 
such  as  were  taken  up  later,  and  where  proper 
precautions  were  taken  in  storing  them,  have  kept 
much  better,  and  the  disease  among  them  is  not 
making  rapid  progress.  We  have,  in  the  meantime, 
abundance  of  gCNod  quality  for  human  food,  and 
we  have  reason  to  believe  that  that  will  be  the 
case  till  spring.  The  decayed  ones  make  good 
cattle  feed. 

"  In  the  counties  north  of  us,  the  com  crops 
generally  are  iiilly  better  than'  in  this  quarter ; 
and  in  Aberdeen,  Banff,  Moray,  Ross,  and  Suther- 
land ahires  potatoes  aro  Uttlo  if  at  all  affected. 


**  Just  before  harvest  our  stocks  of  grain  here 
were  very  limited  indeed.  The  disease  in  the 
potatoes  and  the  very  un&vourable  weather,  gave 
such  an  impulse  to  the  market  as  has  since 
attracted  large  supplies,  both  home  and  foreign, 
so  much  so.  that,  notwithstanding  the  considerable 
sales  which  were  effected,  wo  are  now  so  com- 
pletely choked,  that  granary  room  is  not  to  be 
found,  and  we  think  a  considerable  portion  of  still 
expected  arrivals  from  abroad  will  have  to  go  to 
other  ports." 

Good  heavens,  Sir  !  wbat  a  description  of 
a  country  of  famine  !  so  completely  choked 
that  granary  room  is  not  to  be  found  !  ! 

"  The  quantity  of  grain  in  bond  here  consists  of 
about  65,000  qrs.  of  wheat,  17,000  qrs.  of  barley, 
and  4,000  qrs.  of  oats,  besides  which  we  havo 
about  40,000  to  45,000  qrs.  of  home  wheat,  chiefly 
very  fine  old  English. 

And  pray  listen  again  to  this,  Sir  : — 

"  In  fact,  in  place  of  the  general  outcry  of 
'  famine,'  we  are  literally  labouring  under  reple- 
tion." 

Literally  they  say.  Sir,  labouring  imder 
repletion. 

"  To  the  quantity  of  wheat  under  bond,  about 
20,000  qrs.,  still  on  the  passage,  will  soon  be 
added,  besides,  a  considerable  quantity  of  barley 
and  other  grain." 

From  the  circular  just  read,  it  then  appears 
that  the  potato  crop  was  good  as  regarded 
Scotland  generally — ^that  there  was  an 
abimdance  of  potatoes  of  good  quality  for 
human  food.  I  woidd  ask  then — ^was  there 
any  ground  to  change  the  whole  policy  of 
the' country  on  such  a  miserable  pretence 
of  famine  as  this  ?  It  would  appear  from 
this  document,  that,  so  far  from  their  being 
any  just  ground  for  an  outcry  on  the  sub- 
ject of  famine,  they  were  literally  labouring 
under  repletion.  Sir,  I  have,  now  done 
with  Scotland,  and  I  trust,  sufficiently  dis- 
posed of  the  unfounded  pretence  of  a  famine 
in  Scotland.  I  will  now  see  how  this 
matter  of  famine  stood  in  England.  Sir, 
in  the  month  of  December  last,  I  saw  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  in  Liverpool, 
whose  name  I  think  would  be  entitled  to 
no  little  weight  in  this  House— the  letter 
was  signed  **  John  Robertson  Gladstone;'* 
and  what  did  it  say.  Sir  ?  It  said  the 
outcry  about  famine  was  all  a  mistake,  as, 
at  that  time,  there  were  not  less  than  200 
warehouses  in  Liverpool  as  cramful  of 
grain  as  they  could  hold.  One  more  state- 
ment, and  so  far  as  regards  the  wheat 
famine  I  have  done.  Sir,  on  the  5th  of 
January,  1845,  a  year  admitted  by  all  to 
be  a  year  of  extraordinary  abundance,  the 
stock  of  wheat  and  wheat  flour  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  amounted  to  437,193 
quarters,  whUst  in  London  it  did  not  ex- 
ceed 153,008  quarters — ^whilst  on  the  cor- 
M2 
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responding  day  of  tlie  present  year,  when 
you  tell  us  there  is  a  famine,  there  were 
bonded  in  the  United  Kingdom,  no  less  a 
quantity  than  1,079,030  quarters  of  wheat 
and  wheat  flour;  whilst  in  the  city  of 
London  alone  there  were  in  granary  under 
bond  418,422  quarters  of  wheat  and 
wheat  flour ;  being  in  this  year  of  famine 
a  quantity  within  a  few  thousand  quarters, 
equal  to  the  entire  quantity  in  bond  in  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  the  pre- 
ceding year,  which  you  all  admit  to  have 
been  a  year  of  extraordinary  abundance. 
But  we  are  told  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, **  that  bread  was  rapidly  rising 
to  the  war  prices."  Why,  Sir,  was  ever 
such  an  unfounded  statement  made  in  this 
Uouse  ?  Bread  rapidly  rising  to  the  war 
prices  !  Bread  at  a  famine  price  ?  Why, 
Sir,  in  the  war  in  the  year  1801,  bread 
was  selling  for  11^.;  not  the  four  pounds, 
but  the  two-pound  loaf.  Eleven  pence 
for  two  pounds !  Whilst  I  find,  in  the 
last  week,  these  two  statements  as  to  the 
prices  of  bread  in  London  and  in  Liver- 
pool : — 

**  Price  of  bread  this  week. — The  highest  price 
of  breiid  in  the  MetropoliB  is  9 J.  the  41b.  loaf; 
some  bakers,  however,  sell  2d.  below  that  rate." 
"  Price  of  bread  and  potatoes  in  LiTerpool. — In 
this  part  of  England,  where  every  article  of  food  is 
as  dear,  if  not  dearer,  than  in.  any  other  town  in 
the  kingdom,  potatoes  have  fiiUen  in  price,  within 
the  last  few  days,  from  is.  to  Ss.  per  measure  of 
90  lbs.  weight,  and  the  41b.  loaf  of  excellent 
wheaten  bread  from  7d.  to  6d." — Liverpool  MaiL 

Why,  Sir,  if  I  do  not  err  greatly,  the  price 
of  the  4  lb.  loaf  was  lOd.  in  1841,  when 
we  turned  out  the  Whig  Government  for 
proposing  so  low  a  protection  as  an  8^. 
fixed  duty,  and  it  had  actually  risen  to 
10^.  a  short  while  before  the  right  hon. 
Boronet  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
introduced  his  Bill  of  1842,  which  is  now 
the  law  of  the  land;  and  yet  I  cannot  for 
my  life  recollect  that  either  he  or  my'  right 
hon.  Friend,  in  the  course  of  those  dis- 
cussions, spoke  even  of  lOid.  as  a  famine 
price.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  says, 
the  law  of  1842  has  failed,  inasmuch  as 
when  it  was  wanted  the  sliding-scale  re- 
fused to  sHde.  Sir,  I  think  I  have  shown 
good  reason  why  it  would  not  slide,  in  the 
exposure  that  was  made  in  the  course  of 
the  month  of  December,  of — I  can't  call 
it  the  "great  fact,"  another  monosyllable 
would  bo  more  applicable — of  the  alleged 
famine  in  the  land.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net has  taunted  us  with  being  unwilling  to 
listen  to  the  history  of  famine  in  Ireland; 


he  said  that  it  appeared  to  us  a  matter 
which  was  distasteful  —  [  *  *  No  !  * ']  —  that 
it  was  distasteful  to  many  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  I  beg  leave  on 
the  part  of  my  hon.  Friends  to  say,  that 
what  was  distasteful  to  us,  was  not  the 
length  of  the  details;  but  it  appeared  to 
us  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
tell  us  the  whole  truth.  That  was  what  was 
distastoful  to  us,  and  not  the  length  of  the 
details.  [**IIear  !"]  Sir,  I  trust  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  proceed.  I  can  assure  the 
House  that,  tedious  as  I  know  and  feel 
that  I  must  be,  possessing  neither  wit  nor 
talents  to  enliven  the  debate,  there  is  no 
Member  in  this  House,  however  wearied 
he  may  be  with  listening  to  me,  who  feels 
that  weariness  so  painfully  as  I  feel  the 
obligation  of  being  the  cause  of  it.  No- 
thing but  the  most  imperative  sense  of 
duty  could  have  induced  me  to  come  for- 
ward on  this  occasion  to  trespass  upon  the 
valuable  time  of  this  House.  Nothing  but 
the  circumstance  of  those  who  advocate  the 
same  principles  with  myself  having  been 
abandoned  by  our  leaders,  could  have  in- 
duced me  to  undertake  a  task  so  distaste- 
ful to  me.  I  tliink,  having  sat  eighteen 
years  in  this  House,  and  never  once  hav- 
ing trespassed  upon  its  time  before  in  any 
one  single  great  debate,  I  may  appeal  to 
the  past  as  a  proof  that  I  duly  weigh  the 
very  small  measure  of  my  abilities,  and 
that  I  am  painfully  conscious  of  my  proper 
place  in  this  House;  that  I  feel  deeply  how 
unworthy  I  am  of  the  indulgence  of  which 
I  have  already  received  so  large  a  portion, 
and  that  nothing  but  an  emergency  such  as 
this  could  have  dragged  me  out  to  intrude 
upon  the  time  of  a  House  so  replete  on 
every  side  with  men  of  such  very  far  supe- 
rior talents,  abilities,  and  eloquence  to  myself. 
I  beg  leave  to  say  that  though  this  debate 
has  now  continued  for  three  weeks,  I  am 
the  first  Gentleman  who  has  at  all  entered 
into  the  real  state  of  the  case  as  regards 
the  allegation  of  a  potato  famine  in  Ireland, 
upon  which,  be  it  remembered,  is  founded 
the  sole  case  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
for  a  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  [**  Hear  !"] 
Well,  I  may  be  mistaken  ;  but  as  far  as  I 
can  recollect  the  debate,  I  am  the  only 
Gentleman  who  has  taken  a  practical  view 
of  the  pretended  potato  famine  in  Ireland. 
They  have  told  us  that  there  is  a  great 
calamity  impending  over  Ireland.  I  do 
not  bcHeve  it ;  but  let  them  prove  to  us  that 
it  is  so,  and  I  will  venture  to  say  for  those 
that  sit  around  me,  that  they  will  be  be- 
hind no  gentlemen  in  England  in  render- 
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ing  every  assistance  to  the  sister  kingdom. 
We  have,  however,  been  told  a  good  deal 
of  the  extent  of  the  potato  disease  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  what  does  my  noble  Friend  the 
Marquis  of  Clanricarde  say  on  the  subject  ? 
He  is  a  resident  landlord  in  the  county  of 
Galway,  and  is  himself  a  cidtivator  of  po- 
tatoes. Well,  he  told  me  a  short  time 
since  that  the  reports  had  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated— that  he  had  himself  grown  140 
acres  of  potatoes,  and  that  certainly  here 
and  there  there  were  a  few  diseased  pota- 
toes to  be  found,  but  not  so  many  as  to 
occasion  any  particular  notice  to  be  taken 
of  it,  had  it  not  been  for  the  great  alarm 
and  clamour  that  had  been  previously  got 
up  on  the  subject,  chiefly  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  encouraging  the  panic,  and  send- 
ing their  potato-famine  Commissioners  to 
Ireland. 

"  I  firmly  believe,"  said  my  noble  Friend,  "  that 
one-half  of  the  mischief  has  been  created  by  the 
sending  of  these  very  learned  Commissioners  to 
Ireland,  who  began  their  absurd  recommendations 
by  advising  that  all  the  potatoes  should  be  dug 
before  they  wore  ripe." 

Common  sense  might  have  told  them  how 
pernicious  a  course  that  was  ;  every  prac- 
tical man  knowing  that  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence of  lifting  and  storing  potatoes 
before  they  are  ripe  is,  that  the  potatoes 
wotdd  all  decay.  The  next  thing  they  did 
was  to  recommend  the  application  of  arti- 
ficial heat — viz.,  **  kiln-drying  the  pota- 
toes." I  believe,  however  sound  potatoes 
may  be,  it  is  impossible  to  devise  any  more 
certain  specific  for  making  them  rot  than 
kiln-drying  them.  I  myself  witnessed  the 
result  of  some  experiments  made  by  the 
Duke  of  Portland  at  Welbeck,  and  whilst 
those  potatoes  which  had  had  been  cured 
with  magnesian  quick-lime,  and  those  which 
had  been  cured  with  charcoal  ashes,  after 
being  pitted  six  weeks,  proved  as  sound  as 
the  day  they  were  pitted,  when  the  learned 
Professor's  pit,  the  kiln-dried  potato  pit 
was  opened,  I  can  assure  this  House  that  it 
smoked  up  like  a  dunghill,  the  potatoes 
cured  according  to  the  recipe  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  and  their  learned  profes- 
sors, was  one  entire  mass  of  corruption. 
But  that  was  not  all  the  mischief  that  the 
Government  and  their  learned  Commis- 
sioners had  done,  for  they  created  such  a 
panic  about  these  potatoes,  that  the  people 
were  not  only  induced,  in  the  hope  of  sav- 
ing a  portion  of  them,  to  rush  upon  the 
trial  of  those  suggested  methods  that 
proved  their  destruction,  but,  from  fear  of 
the  rot>  they  hastened  to  consume  their 


potatoes  in  every  possible  way ;  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  peasantry  of  Gal  way,  "  to 
destroy  them,  that  was,  to  give  them 
lavishly  away  to  pigs  and  cattle,  not  then 
wanting  them,  in  short,  to  anything  that 
would  eat  them.  My  noble  Friend  told  me 
that  from  the  great  excitement  that  pre- 
vailed, even  he  was  himself  induced  to 
give  them  to  his  pigs  and  cattle,  and  even 
his  horses,  in  fact  to  dispose  of  them  in 
any  and  every  way  by  which  he  could  get 
them  used  ;  before — as  he  was  induced  to 
think— the  disease  should  affect  them  all  ; 
and  this  all  proceeded  from  the  panic 
caused  by  sending  these  Commissioners 
into  Ireland.  We  are  told  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  that  there  are  four  mil- 
lions of  the  Irish  people  on  the  brink  of 
famine :  I,  therefore,  wish  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  what  provision  they  have 
made  for  those  four  millions  of  poor  people  ? 
If  they  honestly  believe  that  there  will  be 
four  millions  of  people  requiring  support 
for  three  months,  they  must  know  that  it 
will  require  a  million  quarters  of  grain  to 
feed  them.  They  believe  no  such  thing. 
But  we  are  told  that  the  order  they  have 
sent  to  the  United  States  for  maize  to 
supply  their  wants,  is  limited  to  one  hun- 
dred thousand  quarters,  which  would  af- 
ford subsistence  during  three  months,  not 
for  four  millions,  which  they  say  are  on 
the  brink  of  starvation,  but  only  for  a 
tenth  part  of  that  number,  that  is  to  say, 
for  four  hundred  thousand.  I  would,  there- 
fore, be  glad  to  know  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  really  believe  that  there  will 
be  four  millions  of  people  depending  upon 
them  for  relief  for  the  space  of  time  I  have 
mentioned,  how  they  intend  to  supply  the 
deficiency  ?  Is  it  not  quite  clear  that  to 
serve  their  purposes  here  they  have  exag- 
gerated tenfold  the  extent  of  the  calamity 
which  in  their  hearts  they  believe  to  exist? 
But  what  says  our  own  great  Duke — Eng- 
land's great  Duke — on  this  subject  ?  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  tells  you,  "that  he  saw 
no  reason  for  opening  the  ports,  inasmuch  as 
whenever  a  deficiency  should  appear,  prices 
would  rise,  and,  under  the  existing  law, 
the  ports  would  open  themselves."  And 
with  regard  to  Ireland  he  tells  you,  "that 
although  there  has  been  a  great  loss  of 
potatoes,  and  there  must  ensue,  in  con- 
sequence, considerable  privation  to  a  great 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ;  from  all 
accounts  there  is  no  ground  for  believing 
that  there  is  any  danger  of  an  absolute 
deficiency  of  food  in  Ireland."  It  is  five 
weeks  ago  this  day,  that  the  Member  for 
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Somersetshire  moved  for  a  return  of  the 
highest  price  of  potatoes  in  each  of  the 
last  seven  years  in  each  of  all  the  market 
towns  in  Ireland  ;  but  that  return  has  not 
yet  been  produced.  I  want  to  know  why 
it  is  kept  back  ? — why  are  we  kept  in  the 
dark  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  has  told  you  that 
wheat  has  at  this  time  an  import  duty  of 
17^.  a  quarter  upon  it,  and  nothing  on 
earth  could  induce  him  to  come  to  the 
people  of  England  to  ask  them  to  pay  that 
price  for  the  purpose  of  feeding  the  people 
of  Ireland ;  but  I  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  never  intended  to  feed  them 
with  wheat,  but  with  maize  or  oats.  I 
am  sure  hon.  Gentlemen  will  bo  rather 
surprised  when  I  tell  them  that  in  January 
last  there  were  100,000  quarters  of  oats 
imported  into  this  country  from  Ireland — 
a  quantity  corresponding  exactly  to  the 
Government  contract  for  maize  from  the 
United  States  as  a  provision  for  the  starv- 
ing people  of  Ireland.  Well,  then,  I  ask, 
ought  not  common  sense  to  have  taught 
the  Government  the  propriety  of  purchas- 
ing these  Irish  oats,  thereby  conferring  a 
double  benefit  upon  the  people  of  that 
country?  In  the  first  place,  they  would 
have  been  paying  the  Irish  people  for  the 
produce  of  their  land ;  and  in  the  next 
place,  they  would  have  had  the  supply 
ready  at  hand  when  and  where  the  scarcity 
required  it.  As  I  understand,  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  people  of  Ireland  generally 
cultivate  one  acre  perhaps  of  oats,  and 
two  of  potatoes ;  the  oats  are  grown  on 
the  same  land  only  once  in  three  years ;  it 
is  upon  the  potatoes  that  they  generally 
depend  for  their  food  ;  and  they  sell  their 
oats  to  pay  their  rent,  and  to  supply  per- 
haps some  other  few  necessaries  and  com- 
forts of  life  ;  therefore,  had  the  Govern- 
ment adopted  the  course  I  mention,  it 
would,  as  I  said  before,  have  conferred 
a  double  benefit  on  that  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  gave  us  an  account  of 
a  London  provision  dealer  who  went  a  tour 
into  Kent,  and  after  visiting  the  gardens  in 
Kent  returned  by  the  railway,  and  as  ho 
was  whirled  along  in  the  train  looked  out  of 
the  window  of  his  railway  carriage  and  saw 
the  potatoes  looked  black  ;  he  read  us  also 
a  letter  from  Yorkshire,  written  by  a  Mr. 
Wood,  whom  nobody  knows.  I  happen 
to  know  something  about  Yorkshire.  But 
I  want  to  know  why,  instead  of  the  letter 
of  this  Mr.  Wood,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  favour  us  with  the  opinions, 
which  I  presume  he  must  have  learnt,  of 


my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  the  seconder  of  the 
Address,  upon  this  subject  of  the  potato 
disease  in  Yorkshire  ?  My  hon.  Friend 
tells  me,  that  in  the  month  of  December 
he  called  upon  my  late  lamented  Friend, 
Lord  Whamcliffe,  himself  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
himself  too  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and  told 
him  that  there  was  no  foundation  for  the 
cry  of  famine  as  regarded  the  state  of  the 
potato  crop  in  Yorkshire.  Now,  Sir,  as 
this  was  not  a  private  or  confidential  com- 
mimication,  it  is  hardly  to  be  supposed  my 
late  lamented  Friend,  Lord  miarnclific, 
would  keep  it  back  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  ;  and,  if  not,  I  must  beg  leave 
to  ask,  when  Mr.  Wood's  letter  was  com- 
municated, how  came  the  information  from 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  to  be  kept  back  from  this  House  ? 
I  shall  now  go  to  Ireland.  We  have  heard 
a  great  many  statements  as  to  the  disease 
of  the  potato  in  Ireland ;  statements  from 
police,  and  from  inspectors  of  police,  as 
well  as  from  various  other  quarters.  But, 
Sir,  I  must  take  leave  to  ask,  what  has 
become  of  the  reports  of  the  Lieutenants  of 
the  counties  of  Carlo w  and  Kilkenny  ?  My 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  is 
Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Carlow,  and 
he  made  a  report  to  the  Irish  Government; 
and  the  Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Kil- 
kenny made  a  report  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  Lord  Bcssborough,  long 
a  Cabinet  Minister,  is  the  Lieutenant  of 
the  county  of  Kilkenny  ;  and  I  will  ask 
if  there  is  any  man  in  England  or  in  Ire- 
land whose  opinion,  on  account  of  his  busi- 
ness-like habits,  of  his  great  practical 
knowledge,  and  the  warm  and  affectionate 
interest  which  for  a  long  period  of  years 
he  has  ever  taken  in  everything  which  con- 
cerns the  true  interests  of  Ireland,  and 
more  especially  of  the  peasantry  of  Ireland 
— ^is  there  any  man  whose  opinion  could 
have  had  greater  weight?  Is  there  any 
man  whose  opinion  would  have  been  so 
willingly  listened  to  by  this  House  or 
by  the  country,  either  in  England  or  in 
Ireland,  as  that  of  the  Earl  of  Bcssborough 
upon  an  Irish  subject  ?  Well,  Sir,  I  am 
assured — and  I  appeal  for  the  truth  of  my 
statement  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby — ^that  the  Earl  of  Bcssborough 
took  the  greatest  possible  pains  to  ascer- 
tain the  truth — ^to  ascertain  the  real  state 
of  the  case  as  regards  the  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  in  Ireland;  and,  having  done 
so,  made  an  elaborate  report  to  the  Irish 
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GoTernment.  Well,  then,  I  desire  to 
know  why  Lord  Beesborough's  report  to 
the  Irish  Government  is  suppressed  ?  Is 
it  becanse  Lord  Bessborongh  told  both 
sides  of  the  story,  and  that  his  report 
would  not  assist  the  present  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ?  I  can  also  ap- 
peal to  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
and  Lieutenant  of  the  county  of  Down; 
my  noble  Friend  made  his  report  to  the 
Irish  Government.  Why  have  we  not  had 
laid  before  us  the  report  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lieutenant  of  the  great  county 
of  Down  ?  Then,  again,  there  is  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Antrim,  who  was  canvassing  the 
county  of  Antrim  throughout  the  month 
of  December,  and,  feeling  a  deep  interest 
in  the  prospects  of  the  Irish  people,  lost 
no  opportunity  of  making  eveiy  possible 
inquiry  as  to  the  true  state  of  the  potato 
crop  ;  and  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has 
assured  me  that  the  invariable  answer  he 
received  was — **We  have  here  and  there 
a  bad  one,  but  we  have  no  fault  to  find 
with  the  potato  crop."  Sir,  I  can  also 
appeal  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  as  an  evidence  in  proof  of 
the  undiseased  state  of  the  potato  crop  in 
the  county  of  Roscommon  in  December 
last.  It  was  a  little  before  Christmas  last 
year,  that  after  having  witnessed  the  re- 
sult of  several  experiments  tried  under  the 
directions  of  the  buke  of  Portland  at  Wel- 
beck  with  diseased  potatoes,  thinking  I 
might  be  of  service  to  Ireland,  I  wrote  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  who  was  then  stay- 
ing at  Lord  Crofton*s  in  the  county  of 
Roscommon,  the  results  of  those  experi- 
ments ;  and  first,  I  had  to  tell  him  of  the 
disastrous  results  of  those  modes  of  cure 
especially  recommended  by  certain  learned 
professors  sent  to  Ireland  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Mimstcrs ;  the  invariable  effect  of 
the  application  of  artificial  heat,  of  ''kiln 
drying,"  as  recommended  originally  by 
these  learned  professors,   was,   that   the 

rttatoes  one  and  all  became  rotten !  Sir, 
myself  witnessed,  and  so  I  wrote  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  then  in  Roscommon,  the 
opening  of  the  pit  cured  according  to  the 
prescription  of  those  learned  professors; 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  when  "the 
professor's  pit"  was  opened,  it  steamed 
up  like  an  opened  dunghill,  such  was  the 
state  of  putrefaction  in  which  it  was  in. 
Anxious  to  communicate  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  any  information  that  I  deemed 
might  be  useful  to  Ireland,  I  wrote  to  him 
an  account  of  the  experiments  which  ap- 


peared to  me  to  be  most  successful,  and 
more  especially  of  an  experiment  made 
with  magnesian  quicklime,  which  seemed 
in  every  way  to  be  entirely  and  pre-emi- 
nently successful.  But  what  was  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  reply?  "Much  obliged  to 
you  for  the  trouble  you  have  taken ;  but 
there  is  no  potato  disease  in  Roscommon." 
Sir,  again  I  can  appeal  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Admiralty 
and  a  Member  for  the  county  of  Tyrone, 
who  only  returned  from  Ii'eland  from  the 
county  of  Tyrone  on  the  1st  of  January, 
He  mil  tell  the  House  that  potatoes  were 
then  in  Ireland  only  3d,  per  stone.  In 
like  manner,  I  can  appeal  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Queen's  County. 
He  assures  me,  that  potatoes  at  this  time 
are  only  2|d.  per  stone  in  the  principal 
markets  of  the  Queen's  County,  though 
here  and  there  in  the  mountainous  dis- 
tricts, the  potatoes  may  have  entirely  failed. 
Well,  Lord  de  Vesci,  the  father  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  is  Lord  Lieutenant  for  the 
Queen's  County,  and  he,  too,  made  a  re- 
port to  the  Irish  Government.  Why  have 
we  not  that  report  ?  But  how  can  it  bo 
honestly,  or  with  truth,  affirmed  that  thero 
is  famine  in  the  land,  with  potatoes  at  no 
more  than  3d,  and  4d,  a  stone?  Why, 
good  God!  when  Mr.  Burke  wrote  of 
scarcity  in  1794,  potatoes  were  5s,  a 
bushel ;  and,  upon  looking  at  Mr.  Tooko's 
prices,  I  find  that  the  average  price  of 
potatoes  in  the  whole  of  the  cotton  ma- 
nufacturing districts  of  England,  during 
eleven  years,  from  1810  to  1820,  both 
inclusive,  averaged  7\d,  per  stone,  whilst 
the  highest  price  mounted  up  to  17  ^d. 
per  stone,  and  the  lowest  price  was 
5|c2. ;  and,  depend  upon  it,  the  money 
price  is  always  the  best  criterion  of  the 
crop.  Sir,  I  now  come  to  the  great  chal- 
lenge which  is  ever  and  anon  put  forth  by 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League,  and  now  by 
their  disciples,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
How  are  we,  they  ask,  with  our  limited 
extent  of  territory,  to  feed  a  population 
annually  and  rapiiUy  increasing,  at  the  rate 
of  300,000  a  year,  as  generaUy  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport — a  rate 
increased  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  to  a 
1,000  a  day,  or  365,000  a  year.  Sir,  I 
will  meet  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  my 
noble  Friend,  as  well  as  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  upon  this  ground,  and  I  will 
undertake  to  show  not  only  that  for  the 
last  five  and  forty  years  the  produce  of  the 
land  has  outstripped  the  growth  of  the 
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population ;  but  that  there  is  ample  scope 
without  even  any  new  discoveries  in  the 
science  of  agriculture,  for  a  continued  ex- 
cess of  production  over  population,  at  all 
events  for  the  next  twenty  years  to  come. 
I  will  first  examine  the  past.  I  find.  Sir, 
that  the  population  of  England  and  Wales, 
which  in  1801- amounted  to  8,872,980, 
rose  to  10,150,615  in  1811,  being  an  in- 
crease of  14^  per  cent  upon  the  first 
period ;  and  that  by  1821  it  had  grown  to 
11,978,875,  being  a  further  increase  of 
17|  per  cent ;  the  aggregate  increase  on 
the  twenty  years  amounting  to  3,105,895. 
Sir,  you  wiU  now  expect  me  to  furnish  my 
proofs  wherein  this  immense  growth  of  the 
population  was  provided  for ;  these  are  my 
proofs.  1  find  that  the  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  sat  in 
1813  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  corn 
trade,  of  which  I  believe  Sir  11.  Parnell 
was  the  chairman,  stated  in  their  He- 
port — 

*'  That  through  the  extension  of,  and  improve- 
ments in  cultivation,  the  agricultural  produce  of 
t  ho  kingdom  had  been  increased  one-fourth  during 
the  ten  years  preceding  the  time  of  their  en- 
quiry." 

Sir,  the  House  will  recollect  that  during 
the  same  period  the  population  had  in- 
creased not  one-fourth,  but  14J  per  cent, 
which  is  only  a  fraction  above  one-seventh. 
But,  Sir,  if  there  were  any  doubt  about 
this  fact,  I  might  triumphantly  refer  to  the 
number  of  Inclosurc  Bills,  and  to  the  num- 
ber of  acres  of  waste  lands  brought  into 
cultivation  during  the  exciting  period  of  the 
war  prices,  when  wheat  averaged  nearly 
100*.  a  quarter.  Sir,  I  find  by  a  reference 
.  to  Parliamentary  docimients,  that  between 
the  twenty  years  from  1801  to  1821,  no 
less  than  1,677  Inclosure  Bills  were  passed 
for  the  inclosure  and  reclamation  of  no 
less  than  3,068,910  acres  of  land,  being  an 
average  of  83  Inclosure  Acts,  and  an 
average  of  153,445  acres  a  year.  I  have 
before  stated  that  the  aggregate  increase 
of  the  population  during  the  same  period 
was  3,105,895;  the  House,  therefore,  will 
observe,  that  since  1801  and  up  to  1821, 
for  every  new  mouth  born  there  was  as 
near  as  possible  a  new  acre  of  land  brought 
into  cultivation.  Sir,  I  must  now  proceed 
to  the  period  between  1821  and  1845. 
Prices  feU  after  1820.  In  1822,  wheat 
fell  to  43«.  a  quarter,  and  the  rage  for  in- 
cloBures  correspondingly  diminished.  I  find, 
from  1821  to  1835  inclusive,  the  average 
number  of  Inclosure  Bills  greatly  fell  off, 
and  so,  of  course,  did  the  new  acreage 


brought  into  cultivation.     The  total  num- 
ber of  Inclosure  Acts  in  those  fifteen  years 
amounted  to  no  more  than  262,  and  the 
acreage  reclaimed  to  442,860,  showing  an 
average  of  about  sixteen  Inclosure  Bills, 
taking  in  29,524  acres  a  year.     In  the  last 
ten  years  there  occurred  a  still  further  de- 
crease in  these  respects,  the  Inclosure  Acta 
in  the   last  ten  years  amounting  in  the 
aggregate  to  only  150,  or  15  a  year.   I  do 
not  know  the  number  of  acres  included  in 
the  inclosiu-es  during  this  last  period;  but 
the  whole  shows  a  sad  falling-off,  subse- 
quent to  the  fall  in  the  price  of  wheat,  as 
compared  with  the  period  of  war  prices. 
It  may  be  as  well  to  state  also,  in  passing, 
that  the  average  of  the  last  four  years  since 
the  last  modification  of  the  Com  Laws, 
show   only  an  annual   average  of  eleven 
Drainage  and  Inclosure  Acts.     Sir,  having 
failed  under  continually  falling   prices  to 
give  you  evidence  of  new  lands  brought 
into  cultivation,  so  as  to  keep  pace  with  the 
growing  population  of  the  country  from 
1821  to  1844,  I  must  look  elsewhere  for 
evidences  of  an  increased  growth  of  com; 
and  I  am  happy  to  say  I  readily  find  it  in 
the  improved  cultivation  of  the  land.    The 
population  of  England  and  Wales,  which 
was  11,978,875  in   1821,   in  1831  had 
increased  to  13,089,338,  being  an  increase 
on  1821  of  16  per<;ent;  in  1841,  it  further 
increased  to  14,995,508,  or  14  per  cent 
on  1831 :  estimating  this  increase,  or  some- 
thing like  it,  to  have  continued  to  1844, 
and  assuming  the  population  in  1844  to 
have  grown  to  15,662,274,  the  gross  in- 
crease of  population  in  1844,  as  compared 
with  1821,  would  be  something  under  32 
per  cent.     I  must,  therefore,  turn  to  the 
improved  cultivation  of  the  soil  of  England, 
and  see  what  has  been  going  on  there  to 
meet  this  prolific  increase  of  the  population. 
Well,  Sir,  I  find  that  in  1821,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Agricultural  Distress  Com- 
mittee, Mr.  Wakefield — an  authority  uni- 
versally  quoted  by  all  great  writers   on 
agricidtural  statistics — Mr.  Wakefield  com- 
puted the  average  produce  of  all  the  wheat 
lands  in  England,  at  no  more  than  seven- 
teen bushels  per  acre.     But  in  1840  Mr. 
M'Culloch  was  of  opinion  that  the  produce 
of  the  wheat  lands  of  England  had  been 
raised  on  an  average  to  twenty-six  bushels 
per  acre,  whilst  in   1844  Mr.  M*Gregor 
estimates  that  such  had  been  the  rapid  im- 
provement in  the  science  of  agricultiu'e, 
and  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soU,  that  the 
average  produce  of  wheat  throughout  Eng- 
land and  Wales  had  mounted  up  to  twenty- 
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eight  bushels  per  acre.  What  then  is  the 
result  of  this  comparative  statement  of  the 
growth  of  the  population  with  the  growth 
of  com  to  feed  them  between  1821  and  the 
year  1844  ?  The  results  are,  that  whilst 
the  population  increased  at  the  rate  of  less 
than  o2  per  cent,  the  growth  of  wheat 
has,  during  the  same  period,  increased  no 
less  than  64  per  cent.  Sir,  it  may  be  asked 
if  such  is  the  increased  produce  of  wheat, 
as  compared  with  the  population — ^how 
comes  it  that  we  are  still,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent as  regards  bread  com,  an  importing 
nation  ?  I  rejoice  to  think  that  it  is  to  be 
accounted  for  in  the  universally  improved 
condition  and  the  enlarged  command  of 
food  by  the  working  classes  of  the  people. 
Sir,  I  have  myself,  in  the  course  of  this 
evening,  shown  to  you,  that  the  taste  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  through  increased 
affluence,  has,  throughout  the  manufac- 
turing towns  of  that  kingdom,  in  a  con- 
siderable degree,  changed  from  oaten  to 
wheaten  bread.  You  have  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  affirm,  that  the  consump- 
tion of  bread  in  this  metropolis  has  been 
10  per  cent  higher  in  the  last  year  than  in 
any  previous  year;  but  w^e  have  still  higher 
authority  for  this  gratifying  belief  in  Mr. 
Porter's  Progress  of  the  Ivation,  wherein, 
after  contrasting  the  duration  of  life  in 
England  as  compared  with  other  countries, 
showing,  that  whilst  in  Sweden  and  Den- 
mark the  average  number  of  deaths  is 
1  in  48;  in  Holland,  it  is  1  in  43;  in  France, 
1  in  40;  in  the  United  States,  1  in  37;  in 
Prussia,  1  in  36;  and  in  Wurtemburg,  1 
in  33;  in  England-in  happy  England, 
it  is  only  1  in  59;  he  goes  on  to  show,  that 
in  England  and  Wales,  in  1800,  the  deaths 
were  1  in  47;  in  1811, 1  in  53;  and  in  1831, 
1  in  58;  now,  1  in  59;  Mr.  Porter  accounts 
for  this  continually  diminishing  mortality, 
this  improvement  of  health,  and  prolonga- 
tion of  life,  by  the  vast  amendment  in  the 
condition  of  the  people;  the  less  crowded 
state  of  their  dwellings;  the  superiority 
and  cheapness  of  their  clothing;  to  bet- 
ter medical  assistance;  greater  personal 
cleanliness,  and,  above  aU,  to  the  increased 
command  of  better  kinds  of  food.  Sir, 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
city  of  London  has  more  than  once  de- 
nounced ''protection  as  the  bane  of  agri- 
culture." In  the  history  of  my  noble 
Friend's  illustrious  family,  I  should  have 
thought  he  would  have  read  a  remarkable 
refutation  of  such  notions  as  these.  Im- 
mortalized as  is  the  name  of  that  noble 


family  in  the  brightest  pages  of  English 
history,  for  its  great  deeds  and  sacrifices 
paid  to  liberty  and  to  patriotism;  for  its 
valour  in  the  field  and  its  distinction  in  the 
councils  of  the  nation;  it  is  scarcely  more 
distinguished  in  these  respects,  than  it  has 
been  for  its  gigantic  and  patriotic  works 
in  the  wonderful  improvements  in  the  agri- 
culture of  the  country,  during  the  reign 
of  protection.  I  should  have  thought  that 
no  Member  of  the  House  of  Russell  could 
have  forgotten  that  it  was  under  the  in- 
fluence and  encouragement  of  protection, 
that  Francis  Earl  of  Bedford,  and  his 
fellow  adventurers,  drained  and  reclaimed 
the  fens,  bringing  300,000  acres  of  land 
drowned  in  water  into  cultivation,  and  thus 
converting  into  fertUe  fields  a  vast  morass, 
extending  over  twenty  square  miles  and 
seven  counties  in  England.  Still  more,  I 
should  have  thought  my  noble  Friend 
would  not  have  forgotten  that,  emulating 
tne  good  deeds  and  great  works  of  his 
illustrious  ancestor,  John  Duke  of  Bedford, 
the  father  of  my  noble  Friend,  at  a  cost  of 
300,000?.  within  these  twenty  years  car- 
ried out  those  mighty  operations  upon  the 
rive  Nene,  whereby  at  once  the  navigation 
of  that  great  and  important  trading  river 
was  wonderfully  improved,  and  the  agri- 
cultural produce  of  the  immense  tracts  of 
land  drained  by  the  Nene  more  than 
doubled ;  and  afl  this  under  the  influence 
and  encouragement  of  protection.  In  like 
manner  my  noble  Friend  might  have  re- 
membered that  in  1818,  running  parallel, 
and  within  seven  or  eight  mUes  of  the 
Nene,  under  the  auspices  of  a  lamented 
relative  of  mine,  the  late  Lord  William 
Bentinck,  at  an  expense  of  600,000?. 
the  Eau  Brinck  Gut,  and  those  other 
works  for  the  improvement  of  the  outfall 
of  the  Ouze,  were  executed,  whereby 
the  agricultural  produce  of  300,000  acres 
of  fen  lands  drained  through  the  Ouze, 
must  likewise  have  been  nearly  doubled: 
all  these  great  works  being  lasting  monu- 
ments, not  of  the  folly,  but  of  the  wis- 
dom of  protection  to  British  agriculture. 
Sir,  the  year  1845  alone  remains  to  be 
accounted  for;  but  I  think  I  shall  have 
no  difficulty  in  showing,  setting  aside  all 
other  improvements  in  agriculture,  that 
by  the  importation  and  application  to 
the  land  of  guano  alone,  there  must 
have  been  an  increase  in  the  produce 
of  the  land  far  more  than  equivalent  to 
even  the  365,000  additional  mouths  as- 
sumed to  have  been  bom,  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding, 
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in  1845.  Sir,  wo  are  informed  that  in  tbe 
year  1845  no  less  a  quantity  than  280,000 
tons  of  guano,  at  an  expense  to  the  farmers 
of  somewhere  about  2,000,0002.  sterling, 
were  imported  into  this  conntry;  that  of 
this  200,000  tons,  or  in  other  words, 
4,000,000  cwt.,  were  last  year  expended 
upon  the  land.  Of  this  I  will  assume  that 
one  half  would  be  applied  to  the  growth  of 
wheat,  and  the  other  half  to  the  growth  of 
turnips,  preparatory  to  next  year's  wheat 
crop.  To  begin  then  with  wheat.  Ac- 
cording to  the  experiments  tried  and  re- 
corded in  the  Boyal  Agricultural  Journal, 
it  would  seem,  that  by  the  application  of 
two  hundred  weight  of  guano  to  an  acre  of 
wheat  land,  the  produce  would  be  increased 
by  one  quarter  per  acre.  At  this  rate  a 
hundred  thousand  tons,  or  2,000,000  cwt. 
of  guano,  would  add  1,000,0(X)  quarters  of 
wheat  to  the  crop,  or  bread  for  one  year  for 
1,000,000  of  people.  But  to  be  quite  sure 
not  to  exceed  a  correct  estimate,  I  will 
assume  that  it  would  require  three  hundred 
weight  of  guano  to  an  acre  to  produce  an 
extra  quarter  of  wheat.  According  to  this 
estimate,  one  hundred  thousand  tons  of 
guano  applied  to  the  land  in  1845,  must 
have  added  666,666  quarters  of  grain  to 
the  wheat  crop,  or,  in  other  words,  bread 
for  666,666  additional  mouths.  Now  for 
turnips;  Mr.  Everitt,  of  South  Creake, 
near  Fakenham,  in  Norfolk,  has,  in  like 
manner,  proved  that  two  cwt.  of  guano 
will  add  ten  tons  per  acre  to  the  turnip 
crop.  But  again,  for  fear  of  exaggeration, 
I  will  suppose  that  three  cwt.  per  acre 
would  be  requisite  to  create  such  increased 
fertility — ^in  this  case  2,000,000  cwt.  of 
guano  would  add  6,666,660  tons  of  turnips 
to  the  natural  xmmanured  produce  of  the 
crop.  1  belieye  it  is  generally  considered 
that  one  ton  of  Swede  turnips  would  last 
twenty  sheep  three  weeks;  and  that  each 
sheep  should  gain  half  a  pound  of  meat  per 
week,  or  one  pound  and  a  half  in  three 
weeks;  thus,  twenty  sheep  feeding  on  one 
ton  of  turnips  in  three  weeks  should,  in 
the  aggregate,  make,  as  the  graziers  say, 
thirty  pounds  of  mutton.  But,  to  be  quite 
sure  to  be  under  the  mark,  I  will  assume 
that  one  ton  of  turnips  will  only  make  half 
this  amount  of  mutton;  multiply,  then, 
6,666,660  by  15,  and  you  have  no  less 
than  99,999,900  lbs.  of  mutton  as  the 
fruits  of  100,000  tons  of  guano;  which,  at 
ninety-two  pounds  per  inan — ^which  is  the 
average  Englishman's  allowance — or,  in 
other  words,  meat,  mutton,  for  1,860,955 
—nearly  2,000,000  of  people.    Such,  Sir, 


will  have  been  the  produce  of  the  last  year's 
crops,  made  luxuriant  by  the  application  of 
guano;  but  after  the  turnip  crop,  fed  off  by 
sheep,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  would 
follow  a  productive  crop  of  spring  com  in 
1846 ;  added  to  which,  it  win  be  recollected, 
that  1  said  before  that  there  remained  of 
the  280,000  tons  of  guano  imported  in 
1845,  80,000  tons,  as  stock  in  hand  for 
the  coming  year  of  1846.  ["  Divide,  di- 
vide! ""Hear,  hear!"]  WeD,  but  you  have 
challenged  us  to  show  how  we  could  feed 
the  people:  will  you  not  now  allow  me  to 
reply  to  your  challenge  ?  God  knows,  if 
you  had  not  taunted  us,  and  thrown  out 
this  challenge,  I  would  not  have  troubled 
you.  Ton  have  challenged  me  to  show 
how  the  agricultural  interest  could  provide 
food  for  the  people  under  the  protective 
system.  1  have  answered  your  challenge, 
and,  as  1  think,  have  triumphantly  shown 
you  that  this  countnr  possesses  the  power 
of  feeding  its  popumtion,  and,  under  the 
influence  and  encouragement  of  protection, 
has  fed  its  population,  as  I  will  show  you, 
better  than  the  people  of  any  other  coimtry 
of  Europe  are  fed.  Well,  Sir,  I  have 
shown  you  that  we  have  most  successfully 
fed  the  growing  population  of  this  country 
up  to  the  present  time;  that,  imder  the  in- 
fluence of  protection,  the  agricultural  pro- 
duce of  the  country  in  a  remarkable  manner 
has  outstripped,  and  continues  to  outstrip, 
the  growth  of  the  population;  it  remains 
for  me  to  show  that  there  exist  the  means 
and  the  scope  for  its  continuing  to  do  so. 
Sir,  these  means  exist  in  the  still  remain- 
ing wastes  in  Great  Britain,  and  more  es- 
pecially in  Ireland,  which  are  stated  to  bo 
capable  of  being  brought  into  profitable 
cultivation.  Sir,  I  find  in  Mr.  Porter's 
Progress  of  the  Nation^  wtlch  I  have 
already  quoted,  this  estimate  of  wasto 
lands  thus  rcmidning  waiting  for  culti- 
vation : — 

Statute  Acres. 

England 3,454,000 

Wales 680,000 

Scotland    5,050,000 

Ireland  4,000,000 

British  Isles 166,000 

Total 15,000,000 

Sir,  assuming  that  in  the  course  of  the 
next  twenty  years,  these  fifteen  million 
acres  of  wastes  should  be  brought  into  cul- 
tivation, and  that  they  be  made  to  produce 
the  present  average  of  England — ^that  is  to 
say,  twenty-eight  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre 
once  in  four  years — ^the  annual  average 
produce  of  the  lands  now  waste  would,  at 
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the  end  of  the  next  twenty  years,  prove 
equal  to  the  growth  of  10,075,000  quarters 
of  wheat,  or  bread  annuallj  for  an  increased 
population  of  10,075,000  of  souls  ;  an  esti- 
mate of  increase  which  must  by  all  be  ad- 
mitted to  be  fully  equal  to  any  increased 
growth  of  the  population  of  the  United 
Empire  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  that 
can  fairly  be  expected  during  the  next 
twenty  years.  We  are  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport,  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham,  that  the  English  are 
the  worst  farmers  in  the  world,  and  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  take  away  their 
protection,  in  order  to  excite  them  to  exer- 
tion, and  by  exposing  them  to  competition 
with  foreigners,  to  induce  these  lazy  fellows 
to  exert  themselves.  I  will  not  fatigue  the 
House  by  quoting  documents,  or  I  could 
show  that  England  produces,  comparatively 
speaking,  much  more  than  France^  or  even 
Holland ;  and  I  could  show  you,  from  the 
testimony  of  honourable  and  high-minded 
foreign  writers,  whose  authority  would  not 
be  disputed,  and  who  appear  to  have  more 
candour,  and  to  possess  higher  feelings  of 
generosity  than  some  of  our  own  country- 
men towards  the  farmers  of  England,  that 
in  England  not  only  a  better  system 
of  farming  prevails,  but  that  there  is 
a  larger  produce,  compared  with  the 
space  cultivated,  than  in  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  Sir,  I  might  at  great  length 
quote  the  authority  of  a  distinguished 
French  author — I  mean,  Monsieur  le  Che- 
valier Tapirs — in  proof  of  this  assertion ; 
but  at  this  late  horn*  of  the  night,  when  the 
House  is  so  wearied,  I  will  only  trespass 
further  on  its  attention,  whilst  I  state  that 
Monsieur  le  Chevalier  Tapirs  says,  and  in 
this  Mr.  M'Gregor  confirms  him,  that  whilst 
France  only  produces  on  the  average  14 
bushels  of  wheat  per  acre.  Great  Britain  pro- 
duces 28 ;  and  that  whilst  the  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs  in  England,  even  so  far  back  as 
1814  (since  when  the  greatest  improvement 
has  taken  place  in  the  breed  of  every  kind 
of  animal  in  this  country),  had  doubled  in 
weight  since  1710 ;  those  of  Franco  ap- 
pear at  the  present,  day  to  be  precisely  of 
the  same  weight  with  the  farming  stock  of 
England  in  1710.  He  then  gives  what  he 
conceives  to  have  been  the  weight  of  these 
animals  in  England  in  1710  and  in  1814, 
as  follows : — 

1710.                  lbs.  1814. 

An  ox  usually  weighed...  370  800 

A  calf. 50  140 

Aiheep 28  112 

AUmb  18  35 

A  pig 60  84 


1  may  here  as  well  observe,  that  in  1842, 
Sir  Charles  Lemon,  a  high  authority,  esti- 
mated the  average  weight  of  the  carcase 
of  an  ox  at  800  lbs.,  and  those  of  sheep  at 
80  lbs.  Well,  Sir,  with  all  this  disparity 
in  size  between  the  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs 
of  France  with  those  of  England,  what 
says  M.  le  Chevalier  Tapirs  of  their  com- 
parative numbers  ?     He  says — 

"  England,  with  a  population  of  14,000,000,  and 
France,  with  a  population  of  32,000,000,  produce 
as  follows  :~£ngland,  170,000  horses,  1,250,000 
oxen,  10,200,000  sheep.  In  proportion  to  her 
numbers,  France  ought  to  produce  400,000  horses, 
2,520,000  oxen,  24,000,000  sheep ;  whereas  her 
actual  produce  is  under  100,000  horses,  800,000 
oxen,  and  under  5,300,000  sheep." 

The  result  of  all  which  is,  that  M.  le 
Chevalier  Tapirs'  calculates,  that  if  there 
were  tb  be  a  dearth  of  grain  in  France 
and  in  England,  that,  comparing  the 
riches  of  each  country  in  cattle  with 
their  respective  populations,  France  would 
be  found  to  possess  fresh  meat  enough 
to  keep  her  people  from  starving  to  death 
for  three  months  only ;  whilst  the  cattle, 
and  sheep,  and  pigs,  of  England,  would 
keep  her  people  alive  for  nearly  two  years ! 
But  what  does  Monsieur  le  Chevalier  Tapies 
say  of  the  comparative  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  the  two  people.  He  says,  that 
the  population  of  Paris  having  averaged 
from  1766  to  1775,  511,000;  and  890,000 
in  1831,  he  finds  that  the  consumption  of 
the  French  metropolis  was  as  follows :— 


Tears. 

PopuUtion. 

• 
Oxen. 

Sheep. 

1766  to  1776 
1832 

511,000 
890,000 

66,000 
61,000 

333,000 
278,000 

Monsieur  le  Chevalier  Tapies  remarks,  that 
a  similar  diminution  in  the  consumption  of 
animal  food  is  to  be  remarked  in  pretty 
nearly  all  the  towns  of  the  kingdom ;  show- 
ing a  considerable  diminution  of  comsump- 
tion  in  the  face  of  a  greatly  increased 
population.  Now,  contrast  this  retrograde 
movement  in  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
France,  with  the  consumption  of  this  me- 
tropolis. 1  find  in  Mr.  Spackman's  tables 
the  consumption  of  cattle  and  sheep  in  this 
metropolis  to  have  been  in — 


Tears. 

Cattle. 

Sheep. 

1833 

1842 

152,093 
174,964 

1,167,820 
1,423,280 

Increase... 

10,861 

255,460 

But  the  faUing-off  in  France  is  not  by  any 
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means  confined  to  animal  food.  He  gives 
thus  the  consumption  of  Paris  in  other 
things,  comparing  now  the  years  1821, 
1822,  when  the  population  of  Paris  was 
678,860,  with  18^1,  when  it  increased  to 
890,000:— 

1821—32.  1631. 

Population  678,860.        Population  890,000. 

Sacks  of  flour 670,860 687,040 

Cheese,  dry  lbs. ...  1,348,500 906,369 

Wine  (HectoUtres)    828,440 776,784 

Brandy  ditto  42,774 28,573 

Beer  148,276 112,359 

It  does  not  appear,  howercr,  that  the  con- 
dition of  France  generallj  has  improved 
since  1830 ;  for  it  seems  that  taking  the 
entire  of  France,  her  consumption  of  meat 
continued  to  fall  off  in  1840,  as  compared 
with  1830,  although,  during  the  same 
period,  her  population  had  increased  from 
32.569,223,  in  1830,  to  33,540,910.  in 
1840.  This  is  the  consumption  of  France, 
stated  in  kilogrammes,  a  kilogramme  heing 
equal  to  two  pounds  and  one-fifth  English. 
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The  eonsumption  of  England  and  Wales, 
durinff  the  Tear  1840,  exclusive  of  pork, 
was,  l,260,o36,0(K)  lbs.,  showing,  with  a 
population  considerablj  less  than  half  that 
of  France,  an  excess  of  consumption  of 
beef,  mutton,  and  veal,  of  no  leM  than 
427,498»905  lbs.;  thua  with  conaidorably 


less  than  half  the  number  of  months,  con- 
suming  more  than  half  as  much  again  of 
beef,  mutton,  and  veal,  as  France.  In 
corroboration  of  this  statement,  I  find  it 
said  in  April,  1841,  in  the  Chamber  of 
Peers  in  France,  by  M.  Cnnin  Gridain,  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  in  France,  that 
whilst  in  France  the  consumption  per  head 
is  28  lbs.  of  beef,  veal,  and  mutton,  and 
21  lbs.  of  "  chareuierie/*  (which  I  under- 
stand to  be  pigs'  meat);  altogether  51  lbs., 
—  he  says  in  England  the  consumption  per 
head,  including  **  charaUerie,**  is  actually 
149  lbs.  (68  kilognunmes).  M.  Tapirs  fur- 
ther observes  that  in  England  the  manure 
expended  on  the  land  is  nine  times  that  ex- 
pended upon  the  land  in  France.  This  same 
impartial  historian  tells  us,  moreover,  that 
whilst  with  our  laige  properties  consequent 
upon  the  law  of  primogeniture,  in  the  course 
of  the  last  fifty  years  England  has  knocked 
down  200,000  miserable  cottages,  and  re- 
placed them  by  magnificent  farm-houses 
(hcUimenU  ruraux),  in  France,  with  her 
small  divisions  of  property  (avec  la  petiie 
culture),  during  the  same  number  of  years, 
it  is  not  the  cottages  but  the  chateaux  that 
have  been  razed  to  the  ground.  I  will 
now  turn  to  Holland,  said  to  be,  with  the 
exception  of  Great  Britain,  the  best  culti- 
vated country  in  the  world.  Well,  what 
says  Mr.  M'Gregor  of  the  average  pro- 
duce of  the  wheat  lands  in  Holland  ?  You 
will  recollect  that  he  estimates  the  average 
of  England  at  twenty-eight  bushels  per 
acre;  the  average  of  HoUimd  he  estimates 
at  twenty-three  bushels  per  acre;  more 
than  20  per  cent  less  than  England;  whilst 
of  her  ability  to  feed  the  peo^e,  and  of  the 
fulness  with  which  they  are  fed,  he  thus 
expresses  himself : — 

"  If  tho  lAbourin^  population  of  HoUand.  instead 
of  eating  bread  and  animal  food  more  tparini^j 
than,  perhap*.  any  other  in  Europe,  were  to 
consume  as  great  a  quantity  as  the  French  do,  the 
eom  produced  in  all  the  prorinces  of  the  kingdom 
would  not  probably  be  equal  to  half  the  consump- 
tion." 

Now,  having  already  shown,  upon  the 
authority  of  the  French  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  Commerce,  that  the  French 
people  can  only  afford  to  eat,  and  do 
only,  upon  an  average,  eat  a  third  part 
of  the  meat  and  pork  commonly  ate  by  the 
average  of  Engliahraen  ;  I  do  most  cor* 
dially  hope,  before  it  is  too  late,  that  tho 
working  classes  will  come  forward  and  say 
that  they  do  not  wish  to  see  those  pro- 
tective laws  to  British  agriculture,  under 
which  they  have  fared  so  weU  compared  to 
their  neighbours  of  Franco  and  liollaiid« 
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hastily  done  away  with.  Well  then,  if 
there  is  no  country  in  Europe  which  can 
compare  in  the  science  or  enterprise  in 
agriculture  with  English  and  Scottish 
farmers,  perhaps  it  is  in  America  that  you 
can  find  our  rivals  and  our  superiors :  if 
you  think  so,  pray  hearken  to  what  a  nohle- 
minded  and  generous  American  says  of  his 
British  rivals.  Mr.  Wadsworth,  who  for 
the  generous  mention  he  makes  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  would  do  honour  to 
the  chivalry  of  the  British  ancestry  from 
which  he  is  sprung,  in  a  speech  delivered 
at  a  meeting  of  an  agricultural  associ- 
ation  of  which  he  is  the  president,  held 
three  years  ago  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
delivered  himself  of  these  mcmorahle  sen- 
timents : — 

"  It  has  been  our  fiito  to  meet  the  English  on 
the  battle  field  and  upon  the  ocean,  and  whenever 
we  have  met  the  results  of  the  contest  have  been 
Boch  that  neither  party  has  had  need  to  be  asham- 
ed; but  there  is  now  a  more  appropriate  field  of 
action,  that  field  which  the  ploughshare  furrows; 
and  when  we  reflect,  that  whilst  England  makes 
her  land  produce  forty  bushels  of  wheat  per  acre, 
whilst  America  can  only  produce  fifteen,  we  may 
well  acknowledge,  *  that  Enghind  is  pretty  hard 
to  whip,  meet  her  where  we  may."  * 

Now,  Sir,  when  disinterested  foreigners 
bear  such  important  and  honourable  wit- 
ness as  this  to  our  great  superiority  in 
farming,  I  do  think  it  is  not  a  little  hard 
that  our  own  countrymen,  manufacturers 
chiefly,  knowing  nothing  themselves  of  the 
science  of  agriculture,  should  take  upon 
themselves  to  hold  up  to  public  contempt 
the  agriculturists  of  England,  as  being  the 
very  worst,  instead  of  what,  in  truth,  they 
are,  the  very  best  farmers  in  the  world.  Sir, 
there  is  one  point  with  regard  to  the  com- 
parative value  of  wages  in  France  and  in 
England,  which  I  have  omitted,  but  which 
with  the  leave  of  the  House  I  will  state. 
["  Divide,  divide ! "]  Sir,  it  is  the  poor  of 
whom  I  am  going  to  speak.  You  pretend 
to  be  the  friends  of  the  poor ;  will  you  not 
hear  me  when  I  address  myself  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  working  classes  ?  Sir,  Mon- 
sieur le  Chevalier  Tapirs,  after  noticing  that 
the  average  price  of  wheat  for  the  previous 
eleven  years  in  England  had  been  56^.  6d, 
and  in  France  395.  7^.,  proceeds  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  whether  the  labourer  in 
England  with  his  21d.  per  day  (i.  e.  lOs,  Qd. 
per  week),  or  the  French  labourer  in  his 
own  country  with  his  wages  at  12|d.  a  day, 
are  best  otif  in  their  respective  countries; 
when  he  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Englishman  is  very  considerably  better  off. 
He  shows  first,  that  notwithstanding  the 


comparatively  low  price  of  wheat  in  France, 
it  takes  the  labourer  in  France  fifteen 
days  and  a  quarter  to  earn  a  hectoli- 
tre of  wheat ;  whilst  in  England,  with  his 
higher  rate  of  wages,  and  much  higher 
price  of  wheat,  it  will  only  take  him  eleven 
days  and  three-tenths ;  in  other  words,  at 
the  respective  prices  of  wages  and  bread 
in  their  own  countries,  it  would  take  a 
Frenchman  thirty-eight  days'  labour,  and 
an  Englishman  only  twenty-eight  days  and 
a  quarter  to  earn  a  quarter  of  wheat;  but, 
as  an  Englishman  in  other  regards  is 
one-fifth  better  fed  than  a  Frenchman,  it 
takes  an  Englishman  but  eighty-four  days 
and  three-quarters  work  to  purchase  his 
subsistence;  whilst  it  takes  a  Frenchman 
ninety-one  and  a  half  days'  work  to  pro- 
cure his.  Thus,  says  Monsieur  de  Tapies, 
'Hhere  is  an  immense  difference  in  the  lot 
of  the  two  workmen,  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Englishman,  in  whose  food,  meat,  beer, 
tea,  and  sugar  abounds;  whilst  in  that  of 
the  Frenchman,  it  only  enters  as  a  rare 
luxury.  Those,  therefore, ' '  says  this  French 
writer,  ^'  commit  a  great  error,  who  advance 
the  doctrine  that  the  English  people  are  a 
miserable  people,  as  regards  their  system 
of  subsistence,  and  their  means  of  paying 
for  it."  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
on  the  10th  of  June  last,  in  resisting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
emphatically  declared  that  the  inevitable 
effect  of  such  a  measure  would  be — 

"  To  throw  two  millions  of  acres  of  the  most 
ancient  land  in  England  out  of  cultivation,  and 
that  the  consequence  must  necessarily  be  to  throw 
the  500,000,  or  800,000  persons  dependent  upon 
their  cultivation  out  of  employment,  stopping  the 
whole  machine  of  State,  and  reducing  these 
unfortunate  people  to  pauperism,  to  beggary,  to 
destitution,  and  despair." 

I  wish  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  if 
such  fatal  and  sad  consequences  as  these 
are  to  arise  out  of  the  very  measures 
which  they  are  pretending  to  bring  for- 
ward as  an  alleviation  of  the  sufferings  of 
the  poor,  how  they  reconcile  these  antago- 
nist doctrines?  If  you,  the  Ministers, 
honestly  wish  to  afford  relief  to  the  labour- 
ing classes,  why  instead  of  takhig  off  the 
protecting  duties  on  British  agriculture 
and  British  industry  of  every  description 
— why,  instead  of  removing  the  Customs* 
duties,  none  of  them  prohibitory,  scarcely 
any  of  them  exceeding  30  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem, on  those  articles,  which  come  into 
competition  with  the  industry  of  Eng- 
lishmen, of  Scotchmen,  and  of  Irishn.eni 
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wbetlier  engaged  in  agricultiire,  in  ma- 
nufactures, or  in  handicrafts — ^why,  in- 
stead of  remitting  the  Customs'  duties 
upon  the  produce  and  manufactures  of 
those  countries  which  maintain  against  you 
the  most  stringent  and  prohibitory  ta- 
riffs, do  you  not  apply  yourselves  to  the 
reduction  of  other  Customs*  duties  on  arti- 
cles that  do  not  come  into  competition  with 
domestic  industry,  but  are,  not  less  than 
com,  or  than  timber,  or  than  silk  manufac- 
tures, articles  not  of  luxury  only,  but  al- 
most of  J  absolute  necessity,  to  the  poor  ? 
Take,  for  example,  sugar  or  rice,  or  above 
all  tea :  tea  has  become  almost  as  great  a 
necessary  of  life,  especially  to  the  female 
portion  of  the  workmg  classes,  as  bread 
Itself ;  and  how  does  the  matter  stand  as 
regards  tea  ?  Tea  would  come  into  com- 
petition with  no  article  of  domestic  produce 
or  domestic  industry.  The  introduction  of 
cheap  tea  would  injure  no  one,  and  benefit 
all.  The  tax  on  tea  is  not  some  25  or  30 
per  cent  upon  the  value,  as  are  those  on 
com,  on  timber,  on  silk  manufactures,  and 
otlier  articles,  but  actually  250  per  cent 
iipon  the  cost  of  the  tea.  The  cost  price 
of  the  tea  is  only  lOd.  per  lb.,  the  tax  you 
put  upon  it  is  2«.  2  W.  per  lb. ;  that  is,  250' 
per  cent  on  the  produce  of  China ;  250  per 
cent  upon  the  produce  of  the  Chinese,  who 
take  all  your  manufactures,  charging  you 
not  prohibitory  duties,  not  extortionate  du- 
ties, as  you  arc  charged  in  Prussia,  in  Rus- 
sia, in  Germany,  in  France,  and  in  the 
United  States,  whose  produce  and  manu- 
factures you  are  going  to  admit  £ree  of 
duty,  or  at  almost  nominal  duties  ;  but 
charging  you  a  duty  not  exceeding  6|  per 
cent,  aa  valorem,  upon  your  manufactures. 
Take,  for  example,  a  consignment  of  grey 
woollen  cloth:  say  the  merchant's  transac- 
tion shfdl  be  one  of  20?.,  viz.,  forty  pieces 
of  grey  cloth,  measuring  twenty  yards  the 
piece,  at  6d.  per  yard,  or  IO5.  per  piece  ; 
the  Chinese  charge  you  with  a  duty  of  15 
cents,  or  7^d.  a  piece,  on  these  grey  cloth 
goods :  the  Chinese  duty  will  be  exactly  II, 
5s,  The  Chinaman  pays  your  merchant 
back  with  480 lbs.  of  tea,  which,  at  lOd, 
per  lb.,  comes  exactly  to  201,,  the  valua- 
tion of  the  forty  pieces  of  grey  woollen 
cloth;  but  your  duty,  at  2s,  2^d,  ner  lb., 
comes  to  the  enormous  sum  of  526.  10;., 
on  an  article  of  exactly  the  same  value 
with  that  on  which  these  liberal  Chinese 
only  charge  you  11,  5s,  Sir,  I  am  at 
a  total  loss  to  discover  any  principle  in 
this,  unless  it  is  a  fixed  principle  with 
Her    Majesty's    Ministers  to  deal    with 


nations  as  they  deal  with  parties  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country,  the  princi- 
ple of  cringing  to  their  enemies,  and  of 
maltreating  and  bullying  their  best,  their 
truest,  and  their  staunchest  friends. 
But  there  is  yet  another  consideration;  the 
Americans  are  your  rivals  with  their  manu- 
factures in  the  markets  of  China ;  the 
Americans,  wiser  than  you,  admit  the  tea 
of  their  good  and  liberal  customers  in 
China  free  of  duty.  Take  care,  with  the 
ill-advised,  iU-assorted,  ill-conditioned  po- 
licy you  are  now  pursuing,  you  do  not 
alienate  from  yourselves,  and  transfer  to 
the  United  States,  the  goodwill  of  the  Chi- 
nese and  their  Government,  and  lose  a 
market  that  numbers  three  hundred  mil- 
lions of  people.  Sir,  one  more  word  be- 
fore I  have  done.  We  have  heard  in  the 
course  of  these  discussions  a  good  deal 
about  **  a  limited  monarchy,  a  reformed 
House  of  Commons,  and  a  proud  aris- 
tocracy." Sir,  with  regard  to  our  limited 
monarchy,  I  have  no  observation  to  make; 
but,  if  so  humble  an  individual  as  my- 
self might  be  permitted  to  whisper  a  word 
in  the  ear  of  that  illustrious  and  royal 
Personage,  who,  as  he  stands  nearest,  so  is 
he  justly  dearest,  to  Her  who  sits  upon  the 
throne,  I  would  take  leave  to  say,  that  I 
cannot  but  think  he  listened  to  ill  advice, 
when,  on  the  first  night  of  this  great  dis* 
cussion,  he  allowed  himself  to  be  seduced 
by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
come  down  in  this  House  to  usher  in,  to 
give  eclat,  and,  as  it  were,  by  refiection  from 
the  Queen,  to  give  the  semblance  of  the 
personal  sanction  of  Her  Majesty  to  a  mea- 
sure which,  be  it  for  good  or  for  evil,  a  great 
majority  at  least  of  the  landed  aristocracy 
of  England,  of  Scotland,  and  of  Ireland, 
imagine  will  be  fraught  with  deep  injury, 
if  not  ruin,  to  them — a  measure  which, 
not  confined  in  its  operation  to  this  great 
class,  is  calculated  to*  grind  down  count- 
less smaller  interests  engaged  in  the  do- 
mestic trades  and  industry  of  this  Em- 
pire, transferring  the  profits  of  all  these 
mterests — English,  Scotch,  Irish,  and  Co- 
lonial— great  and  small  alike,  from  Eng- 
lishmen, from  Scotchmen,  and  from  Irish- 
men, to  Americans,  to  Frenchmen,  to 
Russians,  to  Poles,  to  Prussians,  and  to 
Germans,  Sir,  I  come  now  to  the  re- 
formed House  of  Commons ;  and,  as  one 
who  was  a  party  to  that  great  measure,  I 
cannot  but  feel  a  deep  interest  in  its  suc- 
cess, and  more  especially  in  that  portion 
of  it  commonly  called  the  Chandos  clause ; 
but  originating,  I  believe,  with  my  hon. 
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and  ffallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoln, 
which  extended  the  franchise  to  the  largest 
and  moat  respectable  body  in  this  kingdom 
—I  mean  the  landed  tenantry  of  England; 
and  deeply  should  I  regret  should  any 
large  proportion  of  those  Members  who 
hare  been  sent  to  Parliament  to  represent 
them  in  this  House,  prove  to  be  the  men 
to  bring  lasting  dishonour  alike  upon  them- 
selyes,  their  constituencies,  and  this  House, 
by  an  act  of  tergiversation  so  gross  as  to  be 
altogether  unprecedented  in  tiie  annals  of 
any  reformed  or  unreformed  House  of 
Commons.  Sir,  lastly,  I  come  to  the 
"proud  aristocracy/'  We  are  a  "proud 
aristocracy  ;*'  but,  if  we  are  proud,  it  is 
that  we  are  proud  in  the  chastity  of  our 
honour  ;  if  we  assisted  in  1841,  in  turning 
the  Whigs  out  of  office,  for  that  we  did  not 
consider  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss.  a  quarter  on 
foreign  com  a  sufficient  protection,  it  was 
wi&  honesty  of  piu^ose  and  in  single- 
mindedness  that  we  did  so;  and,  as  we 
were  not,  before  the  fact,  we  will  not  be 
accomplices  after  the  fact,  in  the  fraud  by 
which  the  Whig  Ministers  were  t\u*ned  out 
of  office.  If  we  are  a  proud  aristocracy,  we 
are  proud  of  our  honour,  inasmuch  as  we 
never  have  been  guilty,  and  never  can  be 
guilty,  of  double-dealing  with  the  farmers 
of  England~-of  swindling  our  opponents, 
deceiving .  our  friends,  or  betraymg  our 
constituents. 

The  House  then  divided : — ^Ayes  337 ; 
Noes  240 :  Majority  97. 

List  of  the  Atbs. 


Acheson,  Lord 
Aoland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
AgUonbj,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
Anson,  Hon.  Col. 
Attwood,  J. 
BaUIie,  Col. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Baine,  W. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bannennan,  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barkly,  H. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Barnard,  E.  G, 
Barron,  Sir  II. 
Beckett,  W. 
Benbow,  John 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Bemal,  Ralph 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blewitt,  R.  J, 


Bodkin,  W.  II. 
Botfleld,  Beriah 
BouTerie,  hon.  E. 
Bowes,  John 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyd,  J. 
Bridgeman,  II. 
Bright,  John 
Brocklehnrst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Browne,  Hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  Ernest 
Buckley,  £. 
Bulkcley,  Sir  R. 
BuUer,  Charles 
Buller,  £. 
Busfeild,  William 
Butler,  Col. 
Butler,?.  S, 
Byng,  G. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Carew,  hon.  R. 
Carnegie,  Capt. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G. 


Chapman,  B. 
Chichester,  Lord 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R. 
Cobden,  R. 

Cockburn,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Colborne,  hon.  W. 
Colobrooke,  Sir  T. 
Collett,  J. 
CoUins,  W. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hon,  W. 
Craig,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cripps,  W. 
Currie,  Raikes 
Curteis,  H.  6. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Dashwood,  G. 
Dawson,  hon.  T. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
D'Eyncourt,  C.  T. 
Dickinson,  F.  H.  ^ 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  C. 
Douro,  Lord 
Drummond,  H. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncannon,  Visct. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  A. 
Dundas,  D. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Easthope,  Sir  J. 
Eastnor,  Lord 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
EUice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Ellice,  Edw. 
Ellis,  Wynn 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Escott,  B. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B, 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  W. 
Evans,  Sir  de  L. 
Ewart,  W. 
FeUden,  W, 
Fielden,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzgerald,  D.  A. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  H. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fitz William,  hon.  G. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  Charles  R. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 


Gill,  T. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Glynne,  Sir  S. 
Goidson,  R. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulbum,  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grimsditoh,  T. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hatton,  Capt. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Ilervey,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hindley,  C. 
Ilobhouse,  Sir  J. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hornby,  John 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W. 
Hovrard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  Joseph 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Hutt.  W. 
James,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  John 
Jocelyn,  Lord 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  Hope 
KeUy,  Sir  FitzRoy 
Kirk,  Peter 
Labouchere,  H. 
Ijambton,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Leader,  John  T. 
Leigh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Loch,  James 
Lockhart,  A.  W. 
Lyall,  George 
^^aulay,  T.  B. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Macnamara,  Major 
M'Carthy,  A. 
M'Geachy,  T.  A. 
M'NeU,  D. 
M*Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Mahon,  I/ord 
Mainwaring,  X. 
Mangles,  R.  D* 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
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Marshall,  W. 
Manland,  II. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  W.  C. 
Bifaiterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Bifeynell,  Capt. 
Miines,  R.  M. 
Mitcalf,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moflbtt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  hon.  £. 
Munti,  G. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
NevUle,  R. 
NorrejB,  Sir  D.  J. 
Northland,  Lord 
O'Brien,  T. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Conor,  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Oni.W. 
Oswald,  Alex. 
Oswald,  James 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Col. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Parker,  John 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pnttison,  J. 
Peehell,  Capt. 
Vvel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pendinres,  E.  W.  W. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Philipps,  Sir  R. 
Philips,  (;.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Phillpots,  J. 
Pigot,  rt.  hon.  D. 
Pluniridge,  Capt. 
Polhill,  K. 
Power,  J. 
Pnied.  W.  T. 
Price.  Sir  R. 
Prutheroe,  £dw. 
Pryw,  Pryw 
Pulsford,  R. 
iUwdon,  Col. 
RedinKton,  T. 
Rrid.  Sir  J.  R. 
Roid,  Col. 
Roehoek,  J.  A. 
Koss.  U.  R. 
Rumhold.  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 


Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scott,  Robert 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Sir  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Smith,  Benj. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerton  Lord 
Somervillo,  Sir  W. 
Stanley,  W.  0. 
Stansfleld,  W.  R. 
SUnton,  W.  U. 
Staunton,  Sir  G. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stewart,  John 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tbesiger,  Sir  F. 
Tbornely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F. 
Tomline,  G. 
Townftley,  J. 
Trail,  G. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Tufnell,  II. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
ViUiers,  Visct. 
Vivian,  J.  II. 
Vivian,  Capt. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker.  R. 
Wall.  C.  B. 
Warburton,  11. 
Wanl,  n.  G. 
Wawn.  J.  T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
White.  S. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wildo.  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
WiUhere.  W. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley.  J.  S. 
Wrightsoii.  W. 
Wynn.  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Wyse.  T. 
Yorke,  U.  R. 

TiLLias. 
Young,  J. 
Baring.  II. 


Liii  of  the  NoBB. 


Aeker«,  J. 
AcUnd,  Sir.  T. 
Actoo.  Cul. 


Adair.  I4>rd 
Adderly.  C.  B. 
Alford,  Lord 


Allix.  John  P. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Arbuthnot,  IL 
Arkwright,  G. 
Astell.  W. 
Attwood,  M. 
Austin,  Col. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.,  jun. 
Baillie,  W. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 
Bankos,  G. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
B.i8kerville,  T. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bell.  M. 
BeU.J. 
Benoit,  J. 
Bennet.  P. 
Bcntinek.  Lord  G. 
Blackbume.  J. 
BUckstone,  W.  S. 
Boldcro,  II.  G. 
Borthwiek.  P. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brisco,  Musgrave 
Broadley,  II. 
Broadwood,  II. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce.  Cumming 
Bruen,  Col. 
Brugos.  W.  II. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Burroughes,  11.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  U. 
Carew.  W.  II.  P. 
Castlercagh,  Visct. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chandos,  Marq. 
(^hapman.  A. 
Chelsea,  Lord 
Choi  mondtf  ley,  11. 
('hristopher,  R.  A. 
Churchill,  liord 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
CUyton.  R.  R. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
Clive.  Visct. 
Codnngton,  Sir  W. 
Colo.  hon.  A. 
Collett.  W.  R. 
(^olquhoun,  J.  C. 
Colville,  C.  R. 
Coropton,  U.  C. 
Conollv.  Col. 
Coote.  Sir  C. 
Courtt'nay.  liord 
I)avif»ft,  i).  A.  S. 
IkNNle*.  W. 
lVni««>n.  E.  B. 
Dick.  Q. 
IKsmeli.  U. 
iKidd,  G. 
iJoufflss,  Sir  IT. 
])outrU».  J.  U.  .S. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W. 


Duckworth,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Du  Pre,  G.  C. 
East,  J.  B. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Emlyn.  Visct. 
Entwisle,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
FcUowes,  E. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G. 
Fitsmaurice,  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
FfolUot,  J. 
Forbes.  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Frewen,  C.  U. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gardner,  J.  D. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Goring,  C. 
Granby,  Lord 
Ghulstone,  Capt. 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
(iordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Cfore.  W.  0. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hale.  R.  B. 
lUlford,  Sir  11. 
llnll.  Col. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  J.  II. 
Ilareourt.  G.  G. 
Hamilton,  J.  A. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heathcote.  G.  J. 
lleathcote.  Sir  W. 
Heneage.  (t.  H. 
Ilonrage.  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
llinde,  J.  II. 
lIo4l{rBon,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Holmes.  W.  ATourt 
Hope.  Sir  J. 
Hope.  A. 
Hoi^kins.  K. 
Hotluim,  Lord 
HouldnwoHh.  T. 
Howard,  lion.  II. 
IIud^»n,  (t. 
Hurst.  R.  II. 
IIus«»y,  T. 
Inin^Mre.  Lord 
InsliH.  Sir  K. 
Irton.  S. 
Jollilfe.  Sir  W. 
Jone«.  Cape. 
Keukble,  11. 
Kenison.  Sir  E. 
Knijtht,  F.  W. 
Knirhticy.  Sir  C 
Iaw,  hon.  C.  E. 
Ijiwsnn,  A. 
licfroy,  .\. 
I^ennox,  liOrU  G, 
U-.lie.  C.  P. 
Uddi  II.  Ion.  n. 
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Lookhort,  W.  S. 

Sanderson,  R. 

Long,  W. 

Scott,  hon.  F. 

Lopci,  Sir  E. 

Seymer,  H.  K. 

Lowther,  Sir  J.  H. 

Shaw,  F. 

Lowther,  Col. 

Sheppard,  T. 

Igrfon*  Gen. 

Sheridan,  R.  B. 

Maokeniie,T. 

Shirely,  £.  J. 

liCackenzie,  F.  W. 

Shirley,  E.  P. 

Maclean,  D. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  March  2,  1846. 

Mmuns.}    PUBUC  Bills.— 1>-  Public  Works  (Ireland) 
(No.  f )  t  Proweutoct,  WltncMt,  && 
BrparUd,    DiBiiii«e,  te.  (Irdand). 
8*-  andpiMed.    County  Works  PreKiitiiienti  (Iidaiid). 

PsTinoNs  PatsBNTii).  By  the  Duke  of  Riehmond, 
fttMn  Clogy,  Lsndowiwn,  Taunts,  and  olben,  of  ths 
Parish  of  LlanllwehaiaiD,  and  several  other  plaoet,  for  Pro- 
tactkm  to  the  Agricultural  Interat;  and  ftom  Farmen, 
and  oChen,  of  DonerBUc,  against  Alteration  of  the 
TSriJL 


THE  CAMPAIGN  UPON  THE  SUTLEJ. 

The  Eabl  of  RIPON  then  rose  to  move 
the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  no- 
tice, conveying  the  Thanks  of  the  House 
to  the  Indian  army.  He  said :  M j  Lords, 
your  Lordships  are  never  niggardly  in  of- 
fering your  thanks  to  those  who,  in  the 
service  of  our  common  Sovereign  and  of 
our  common  country,  have  distinguished 
themselves  in  promoting  the  honour,  the 
interests,  and  the  safety  of  their  coun- 
try ;  and  your  Lordships  may  he  well  as- 
sured that  you  never  tender  these  thanks 
to  those  gallant  men  without  inspiring 
them  with  feelings  of  gratitude  which  may 
tell,  and  which  do  tell,  upon  their  future 
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efforts,  and  contribute  to  produce  those  re- 
sults which  we  contemplate  with  such  un- 
qualified satisfaction  And  in  order  that 
these  expressions  of  your  sense  of  gratitude 
might  come  to  them  in  the  most  gratifying 
and  graceful  manner,  it  has  always  been 
your  Lordships'  desire  that  there  should 
be  nothing  either  in  the  words  in  which 
these  thanks  are  expressed,  or  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  are  recommended  to  you, 
which  might  prevent  your  Lordships  com- 
ing to  a  unanimous  vote  on  the  subject.  This 
is  the  course  which  I  have  endeavoured  to 
foUow  upon  the  present  occasion  in  the 
mode  in  which  these  resolutions  of  thanks 
arc  worded ;  and  it  will  be  my  endeavour, 
in  the  course  of  the  observations  which  I 
shall  have  to  address  to  you,  to  avoid  say- 
ing anything  that  shaU  be  inconsistent 
with  this  principle.  Your  Lordships,  how- 
ever, will  doubtless  expect  me,  in  proposing 
this  vote,  to  state  as  briefly  as  the  circum- 
stances will  permit  me,  some  of  the  general 
considerations  and  facts  connected  with 
these  brilliant  affairs  to  which  it  is  now 
my  duty  to  call  your  attention.  The 
Papers  which  have  been  laid  upon  your 
Lordships'  Table  were  not  placed  there  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  upon  you  to  express 
any  opinion  with  respect  to  the  pohtical 
aspect  of  the  question  ;  they  were  placed 
there  solely  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
you  to  see  what  the  course  of  events  has 
been,  and  therefore  to  comprehend  more 
correctly  the  nature  of  the  events  them- 
selves. These  Papers  wiQ  exhibit  to  you 
what  I  think  every  one  who  has  read  them 
must  feel  to  be  a  singular  picture  of  the 
state  of  affairs  at  the  Court  of  Lahore, 
which  has  at  last  terminated  in  an  open 
rupture  witii  us.  Intrigues  of  every  kind, 
violence  of  every  kind,  plots  of  every  kind, 
mfirder  after  murder,  practised  against 
those  who  might,  from  time  to  time,  ob- 
tain the  chief  power  in  that  State  ;  all 
these  circumstances  occurring  for  a  long 
period  exhibit  a  picture  of  disorder  and 
confusion  which  is  not  paralleled,  I  be- 
lieve, even  in  India  itself.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  knowledge  of  this  state  of  things 
could  not  fail  to  excite  in  the  minds 
of  the  Government  of  India,  much  and 
constant  anxiety.  StUl,  however,  the  policy 
which  was  pursued  by  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral (on  which,  however,  I  do  not  call  on  your 
Lordships  to  express  any  opinion  at  present), 
rendered  it  not  desirable  to  enter  upon  a 
state  of  hostility  to  the  Lahore  Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  put  an  end  to  these  hor- 
rors and  scenes  of  bloodshed.    Pears  for 


themselves,  however,  were  soon  entertained 
among  the  ruling  powers  of  the  Govern* 
ment  of  Lahore,  who  experienced  constant 
apprehensions  for  their  own  lives;  and  a 
notion  became  prevalent  among  them  that 
the  best  chance  of  securing  tiieir  own  lives 
against  the  machinations  of  their  own  mu-> 
tinous  army,  consisted  in  their  inducing 
that  army  to  pass  our  frontier,  and  to 
commit  itself  to  hostilities  with  us,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  conquest,  or  of  anything  the 
army  might  gain  by  such  proceedinga 
against  us,  but  for  the  purpose  of  compelling 
us  to  undertake  operations  which  should 
end  in  the  destruction  of  the  very  army  tiiat 
belonged  to  the  Government  opposed  to  us. 
Now  I  believe  that  to  be  a  circumstance 
unparalleled  in  the  history  even  of  uncivil- 
ized countries.  But  the  Governor  General 
of  India  did  not  hold  that  that  circumstance 
alone  constituted  a  ground  which  would 
justify  him  in  assembhng  an  army  for  the 
purpose  of  passing  our  frontier,  and  carry- 
ing on  a  war  on  the  Sikh  territory.  It  did, 
however,  render  it  necessary,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  other  events  which  had  occurred 
at  Lahore — it  did  render  it  necessary  for 
the  Governor  General  to  consider  how  he 
ought  to  prepare  to  meet  a  contingency 
which  might  or  might  not  arise,  which  he 
hoped  would  not  arise,  but  which,  if  it  did, 
would  required  to  be  immediately  repelled. 
He  therefore  concentrated  a  considerable 
force  as  near  to  the  Punjaub  as  on  mi- 
litary grounds  it  was  thought  advisable, 
in  order  to  enable  us  meet  any  attack 
that  might  be  made  upon  us.  There 
appears  at  this  time  to  have  been  great 
vacillation  and  doubt  in  the  enemy's  coun- 
cils ;  at  one  time  they  would  advance,  at 
another  time  they  would  remain  quiet. 
At  length  it  appeared  that  the  person  who 
exercised  the  ruling  power,  the  Wuzzeer, 
the  brother  of  the  Ranee,  as  she  is  called, 
who  is  the  mother  of  the  Sovereign  on  the 
throne — ^it  appeared  that  he,  a  drunken  pro- 
fligate, inflamed  with  a  sort  of  mad  ambition, 
and  terrified  perhaps  also  at  the  prospect 
of  being  put  to  death  by  his  rivals — caused 
the  assassination  of  Peshora  Singh,  who 
was  reputed  to  be,  although  I  believe  he 
was  not  in  reality,  a  son  of  the  late  Runjeet 
Singh.  This  murder,  which  was  exceed- 
ingly disagreeable  to  the  troops,  induced 
them  to  threaten  his  life  ;  and  he,  to  avert 
their  vengeance  from  himself,  and  seeing 
that  there  was  little  chance  of  escape  for  him, 
considered  that  it  would  be  at  any  rate  very 
advisable  to  exaspwate  the  army  against 
us;  and  accordingly  he  showed  a  most  un^* 
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drawn  from  Loodutna,  and  were  concen- 
trated at  a  point  upon  the  road  between 
Umballah  and  Ferozepore.  These  two  bo- 
dies of  troops  were  ordered  to  concentrate 
on  a  phice  called  Bnssean.  Some  of  the 
troops  from  UmbaUah  had  previously  moved 
up  nearly  to  Loodiana.  But  they  were 
ordered  to  concentrate  on  Bussean^  in 
order  that  they  might  be  ready  to  pro- 
ceed to  any  point  where  operations  might 
be  directed  to  be  undertaken.  This  was 
done;  and  the  whole  force  concentrated 
there,  and  it  was  deemed  expedient  that 
immediately  on  their  concentration  they 
should  advance  to  the  left  for  the  relief  of 
Ferozepore,  and  with  a  view  to  drive  the 
enemy  across  the  Sutlej.  On  this  occa- 
sion, it  is  undoubtedly  true  that  the  troops 
endured  great  fatigue :  they  were  oblig^ 
to  make  nqsid  marches,  and  they  had  much 
privation  to  encounter.  But*  my  Lords, 
that  is  the  ordinary  lot  of  war,  I  believe; 
and  no  troops  in  the  world  are  more  ready 
to  encounter  privationa  and  hardship,  or 
more  able  and  willing  to  meet  all  that 
troops  can  be  exposed  to,  than  ours.  They 
advanced  rapidly,  in  good  and  perfect  order, 
and  came  up  to  Moodkee,  twenty  miles 
from  Ferozepore.  Now,  my  Lords,  when 
oiur  troops  had  reached  that  point,  it  was 
evidently  impossible  for  the  enemy  to  re- 
main where  he  was,  and  he  was  therefore 
compelled  to  take  some  decisive  project,  or 
to  abandon  his  purpose  altogether.  His 
project  had  been,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
capture  Ferozepore;  but  instead  of  making 
an  attempt  to  capture  it,  he  took  up  his 
position  in  its  neighbourhood,  leaving  it 
almost  in  the  rear  of  his  right  flank,  in  a 
position  which  rendered  that  point  exceed- 
ingly dangerous  to  him,  in  combination  with 
the  movements  of  our  troops :  it  was  neces- 
sary, therefore,  for  him  to  interpose  between 
the  advance  of  our  army  from  Moodkee  to 
Ferozepore.  Accordingly,  as  soon  as  he 
found  that  our  forces  were  approaching 
within  a  short  distance,  he  determined  to 
make  an  attack.  Leaving  a  considera- 
ble portion  of  his  army  in  a  camp  which 
he  had  entrenched  at  no  great  distance 
from  Ferozepore,  he,  with  the  remain- 
der of  his  men,  amounting  to  40,000,  went 
forward  to  make  the  attack  upon  our 
advancing  forces.  The  arrival  of  this  body 
was  announced  at  head  quarters,  not  long 
after  they  had  taken  up  their  position  at 
Moodkee;  it  was  necessary  that  immediate 
steps  should  be  taken  to  repel  the  contem- 
plated attack;  it  was  obviously  a  very 
wise  policy  to  bring  the  enemy  to  action 


at  the  earliest  possible  moment ;  accord- 
ingly, the  troops  were  ordered  to  advance, 
alSiough  they  were  not  at  that  time  all 
come  up«  The  troops  did  advance,  and 
the  two  armies  met — a  sharp  action  took 
place,  in  which  the  enemy  was  entirely  re> 
pulsed  with  considerable  loss  in  men,  and 
nineteen  pieces  of  cannon.  Upon  this  they 
retreated,  and  the  effect  of  the  success 
was,  that  they  retreated  into  a  position 
which  was  no  longer  directly  between  our 
forces  in  advance  and  Ferozepore  ;  the 
consequence  of  which  was,  that  our  com* 
munication  with  Ferozepore  was  imme- 
diately established,  and  a  plan  arranged 
by  the  Commander  in  Chief,  the  Gover- 
nor General,  and  Sir  J.  Littler,  for  bring- 
ing the  troops  from  Ferozepore  to  form 
a  junction  with  the  advancing  army,  and 
proceeding  in  that  united  force  to  at- 
tack the  enemy.  This  operation  was  well 
conceived,  and  admirably  executed,  and 
the  junction  was  effected  upon  the  morn- 
ing of  the  21st  of  December.  The  position 
occupied  by  the  British  troops,  at  half-past 
one  on  that  day,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to 
judge — ^for  there  is  no  plan  of  the  campaign 
in  this  country — appears  to  have  been  op- 
posite to  one  side  of  that  square  or  oblong 
which  constituted  the  entrenched  camp  of 
the  enemy.  There  being  three  or  four 
hours  daylight  left,  it  was  deemed  advisable 
to  make  an  immediate  attack — this  was  % 
wise  decision,  and,  although  some  may  think} 
it  a  rash  one,  I  think  that  that  rashness 
might  more  appropriately  be  termed  he* 
roism.  The  attack,  in  spite  of  the  superior 
artillery,  and  in  spite  of  the  enemy's 
troops,  who  were  there  assembled,  was  de- 
termined and  vigorous.  A  portion  of  the 
entrenched  camp  was  taken,  and  the  camp 
set  on  fire,  and  the  last  hopes  of  victory  to 
the  enemy  appeared  to  have  been  dispelled. 
The  darkness  of  the  night,  and  partly  the 
effect  of  the  fire  of  the  camp,  rendered  fur-^ 
ther  operations  impossible.  But  it  was  in* 
dispensably  necessary  to  press  forward,  and 
it  was  therefore  immediately  determined» 
by  the  Commander  in  Chief  and  the  Go- 
vernor General,  that  in  the  morning,  as 
soon  as  day  broke,  they  would  renew  the 
attack.  It  was  not  considered  as  an  ar^ 
gument  against  this  step  that  the  troops 
were  fatigued,  and  that  the  slaughter  had 
been  very  great ;  but  it  was  determined 
that  our  army  should  maintain  its  post,  let 
what  would  be  the  consequence.  Mean- 
while an  attack  was  made  by  the  enemy 
on  our  line,  but  speedily  repulsed  by  Colo- 
nel Wood,  aid-de-camp  to  the  Governor* 
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eight  bushels  per  acre.  What  then  is  the 
result  of  this  comparative  statement  of  the 
growth  of  the  population  with  the  growth 
of  com  to  feed  them  between  1821  and  the 
year  1844  ?  The  results  are,  that  whilst 
the  population  increased  at  the  rate  of  less 
than  o2  per  cent,  the  growth  of  wheat 
has,  during  the  same  period,  increased  no 
less  than  64  per  cent.  Sir,  it  may  be  asked 
if  such  is  the  increased  produce  of  wheat, 
as  compared  with  the  population — ^how 
comes  it  that  we  are  still,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent as  regards  bread  com,  an  importing 
nation  ?  I  rejoice  to  think  that  it  is  to  be 
accounted  for  in  the  universally  improved 
condition  and  the  enlarged  command  of 
food  by  the  working  classes  of  the  people. 
Sir,  I  have  myself,  in  the  course  of  this 
evening,  shown  to  you,  that  the  taste  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  through  increased 
affluence,  has,  throughout  the  manufac- 
turing towns  of  that  kingdom,  in  a  con- 
siderable degree,  changed  from  oaten  to 
wheaten  bread.  You  have  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  a£5rm,  that  the  consump- 
tion of  bread  in  this  metropolis  has  been 
10  per  cent  higher  in  the  laist  year  than  in 
any  previous  year;  but  we  have  still  higher 
authority  for  this  gratifying  belief  in  Mr. 
Porter  *s  Progress  of  the  Nation^  wherein, 
after  contrasting  the  duration  of  life  in 
England  as  compared  with  other  countries, 
showing,  that  whilst  in  Sweden  and  Den- 
mark the  average  number  of  deaths  is 
1  in  48;  in  Holland,  it  is  1  in  43;  in  France, 
1  in  40;  in  the  United  States,  1  in  37;  in 
Pmssia,  1  in  36;  and  in  Wurtemburg,  1 
in  33;  in  England — in  happy  England, 
it  is  only  1  in  59;  he  goes  on  to  show,  that 
in  England  and  Wales,  in  1800,  the  deaths 
werel  in  47;  in  1811, 1  in  53;  and  in  1831, 
1  in  58;  now,  1  in  59;  Mr.  Porter  accounts 
for  this  continually  diminishing  mortality, 
this  improvement  of  health,  and  prolonga- 
tion of  life,  by  the  vast  amendment  in  the 
condition  of  the  people;  the  less  crowded 
state  of  their  dwellings;  the  superiority 
and  cheapness  of  their  clothing;  to  bet- 
ter medical  assistance;  greater  personal 
cleanliness,  and,  above  aU,  to  the  increased 
command  of  better  kinds  of  food.  Sir, 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
city  of  London  has  more  than  once  de- 
nounced "protection  as  the  bane  of  agri- 
culture." In  the  history  of  my  noble 
Friend's  illustrioiis  family,  I  should  have 
thought  he  would  have  read  a  remarkable 
refutation  of  such  notions  as  these.  Im- 
mortalized as  is  the  name  of  that  noble 


family  in  the  brightest  pages  of  English 
history,  for  its  great  deeds  and  sacrifices 
paid  to  liberty  and  to  patriotism;  for  its 
valour  in  the  field  and  its  distinction  in  the 
councils  of  the  nation;  it  is  scarcely  more 
distinguished  in  these  respects,  than  it  has 
been  for  its  gigantic  and  patriotic  works 
in  the  wonderM  improvements  in  the  agri- 
culture of  the  country,  during  the  reign 
of  protection.  I  should  have  thought  that 
no  Member  of  the  House  of  Russell  could 
have  forgotten  that  it  was  under  the  in- 
fluence and  encouragement  of  protection, 
that  Francis  Earl  of  Bedford,  and  his 
fellow  adventurers,  drained  and  reclaimed 
the  fens,  bringing  300,000  acres  of  land 
drowned  in  water  into  cultivation,  and  thus 
converting  into  fertile  fields  a  vast  morass, 
extending  over  twenty  square  miles  and 
seven  counties  in  England.  Still  more,  I 
shoidd  have  thought  my  noble  Friend 
would  not  have  forgotten  that,  emulating 
the  good  deeds  and  great  works  of  his 
illustrious  ancestor,  John  Duke  of  Bedford, 
the  father  of  my  noble  Friend,  at  a  cost  of 
300,0002.  within  these  twenty  years  car- 
ried out  those  mighty  operations  upon  the 
rive  Nene,  whereby  at  once  the  navigation 
of  that  great  and  important  trading  river 
was  wonderfully  improved,  and  the  agri- 
cultural produce  of  the  immense  tracts  of 
land  drained  by  the  Nene  more  than 
doubled ;  and  aU  this  under  the  influence 
and  encouragement  of  protection.  In  like 
manner  my  noble  Friend  might  have  re- 
membered that  in  1818,  running  parallel, 
and  within  seven  or  eight  miles  of  the 
Nene,  under  the  auspices  of  a  lamented 
relative  of  mine,  the  late  Lord  William 
Bentinck,  at  an  expense  of  600,0002. 
the  Eau  Brinck  Cut,  and  those  other 
works  for  the  improvement  of  the  outfall 
of  the  Ouze,  were  executed,  whereby 
the  agricultural  produce  of  300,000  acres 
of  fen  lands  drained  through  the  Ouze, 
must  likewise  have  been  nearly  doubled: 
all  these  great  works  being  lasting  monu- 
ments, not  of  the  folly,  but  of  the  wis- 
dom of  protection  to  British  agriculture. 
Sir,  the  year  1845  alone  remains  to  be 
accounted  for;  but  I  think  1  shall  have 
no  difficulty  in  showing,  setting  aside  all 
other  improvements  in  agriculture,  that 
by  the  importation  and  application  to 
the  land  of  guano  alone,  there  must 
have  been  an  increase  in  the  produce 
of  the  land  far  more  than  equivalent  to 
even  the  365,000  additional  mouths  as- 
sumed to  have  been  bom,  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Riding, 
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the  end  of  tihe  next  twenty  years,  prove 
equal  to  the  growth  of  10,075,000  quarters 
of  wheat,  or  oread  annually  for  an  increased 
population  of  10,075,000  of  souls  ;  an  esti- 
mate of  increase  which  must  hy  all  he  ad- 
mitted to  he  fuUy  equal  to  any  increased 
growth  of  the  population  of  the  United 
Empire  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  that 
can  fairly  he  expected  during  the  next 
twenty  years.  We  are  told  hy  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Stockport,  and  hy  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Durham,  that  the  English  are 
the  worst  farmers  in  the  world,  and  that  it 
is  ahsolutdy  necessary  to  take  away  their 
protection,  m  order  to  excite  them  to  exer- 
tion, and  hy  exposing  them  to  competition 
with  foreigners,  to  induce  these  lazy  fellows 
to  exert  themselves.  I  will  not  fatigue  the 
House  hy  quoting  documents,  or  I  could 
show  that  England  produces,  comparatively 
speaking,  much  more  than  France,  or  even 
Holland ;  and  I  could  show  you,  from  the 
testimony  of  honourahle  and  high-minded 
foreign  writers,  whose  authority  would  not 
he  disputed,  and  who  appear  to  have  more 
candour,  and  to  possess  higher  feelings  of 
generosity  than  some  of  our  own  country- 
men towards  the  farmers  of  England,  that 
in  England  not  only  a  hotter  system 
of  farming  prevails,  hut  that  there  is 
a  larger  produce,  compared  with  the 
space  cultivated,  than  in  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  Sir,  I  might  at  great  length 
quote  the  authority  of  a  distinguished 
French  author — I  mean.  Monsieur  le  Che- 
valier Tapirs — in  proof  of  this  assertion ; 
hut  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night,  when  the 
House  is  so  wearied,  I  will  only  trespass 
further  on  its  attention,  whilst  I  state  that 
Monsieur  le  Chevalier  Tapirs  says,  and  in 
this  Mr.  M'Gregor  confirms  him,  that  whilst 
France  only  produces  on  the  average  14 
hushels  of  wheat  per  acre.  Great  Britain  pro- 
duces 28 ;  and  that  whilst  the  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs  in  England,  even  so  far  hack  as 
1814  (since  when  the  greatest  improvement 
has  taken  place  in  the  hreed  of  eveiy  kind 
of  animal  in  this  country),  had  douhled  in 
weight  since  1710 ;  those  of  France  ap- 
pear at  the  present,  day  to  he  precisely  of 
the  same  weight  with  the  farming  stock  of 
England  in  1710.  He  then  gives  what  he 
conceives  to  have  heen  the  weight  of  these 
animals  in  England  in  1710  and  in  1814, 
as  follows : — 

1710.                    lbs.  1814. 

An  ox  usually  weighed...  370  800 

A  calf. 50  140 

Aiheep 28  112 

A  lamb  18  35 

A  pig... 60  84 


I  may  here  as  well  ohserve,  that  in  1842, 
Sir  Charles  Lemon,  a  hi^h  authority,  esti- 
mated the  average  weight  of  the  carcase 
of  an  ox  at  800  Ihs.,  and  those  of  sheep  at 
80  Ihs.  Well,  Sir,  with  all  this  disparity 
in  size  hetween  the  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs 
of  France  with  those  of  England,  what 
says  M.  le  Chevalier  Tapirs  of  their  com- 
parative numhers  ?     He  says — 

"  England,  with  a  population  of  14,000,000,  and 
France,  with  a  population  of  32,000,000.  produoo 
as  follows  :^£ngland.  170,000  hones.  1.250,000 
oxen,  10.200,000  sheep.  In  proportion  to  her 
numbers,  France  ought  to  produce  400,000  horses, 
2,520,000  oxen,  24,000,000  sheep;  whereas  her 
actual  produce  is  under  100.000  horses,  800,000 
oxen,  and  under  5,300,000  sheep." 

The  result  of  all  which  is,  that  M.  lo 
Chevalier  Tapirs'  calctdates,  that  if  there 
were  to  he  a  dearth  of  grain  iu  France 
and  in  England,  that,  comparing  the 
riches  of  each  country  in  cattle  with 
their  respective  populations,  France  would 
he  found  to  possess  fresh  meat  enough 
to  keep  her  people  from  starving  to  death 
for  three  months  only ;  whilst  the  cattle, 
and  sheep,  and  pigs,  of  England,  would 
keep  her  people  alive  for  nearly  two  years ! 
But  what  does  Monsieur  lo  Chevalier  Tapies 
say  of  the  comparative  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  the  two  people.  He  says,  that 
the  population  of  Paris  having  averaged 
from  1766  to  1775,  511,000;  and  890,000 
in  1831,  he  finds  that  the  consumption  of 
the  French  metropolis  was  as  follows  : — 


Years. 

Population. 

• 
Oxen. 

Sheep. 

1766  to  1775 
1832 

511,000 
800,000 

66,000 
61,000 

333,000 
278,000 

Monsieur  le  Chevalier  Tapies  remarks,  that 
a  similar  diminution  in  the  consumption  of 
animal  food  is  to  he  remarked  in  pretty 
nearly  all  the  towns  of  the  kingdom ;  show- 
ing a  considcrahle  diminution  of  comsump- 
tion  in  the  face  of  a  greatly  increased 
population.  Now,  contrast  this  retrograde 
movement  in  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
France,  with  the  conBumption  of  this  me- 
tropolis. 1  find  in  Mr.  Spackman's  tahles 
the  consumption  of  cattle  and  sheep  in  this 
metropolis  to  have  been  in — 


Years. 

CatUe. 

Sheep. 

1833 

1842 

152,093 
174,964 

1,167.820 
1,423,280 

Increase... 

10,861 

255,460 

But  the  fallmg-off  in  France  is  not  hy  any 
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*^  Tl»t  the  Thanks  of  this  Hoose  be  given  to 
\b^or  G«n«nU  Sir  Henry  Geoi^e  Smith,  Knight 
C^onuDMider  of  the  Order  of  t^  Bath,  to  Major 
Donerml  Walter  Raleigh  Gilbert,  and  to  Mnjor 
Ooner»l  Sir  John  Hunter  Littler,  Knight  Ck»m- 
maoder  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath,  and  to  the 
90Tenil  Officers,  European  and  Natire,  under  their 
Command,  for  the  eminent  Services  rendered  bj 
them  in  the  recent  arduous  and  successful  Ope-> 
rations: 

*«  That  the  Thanks  ofthis  Hoose  be  given  to  the 
Non-oommissioned  Officers  and  Private  Soldiers, 
European  and  Native,  for  the  Perseverance  and 
Fortitude  maintained  by  them  at  Moodkee  on  the 
18th  of  Docembor,  1845,  and  for  the  daring  Valour 
with  which  they  forced  the  Enemy's  Intrenchments 
nt  Feroseshah  on  the  31st  and  32nd  of  December, 
captured  most  of  his  Guns,  and  finally  eompdled 
the  Sikh  Army,  of  greatly  superior  Numbers,  to 
retire  within  their  own  Frontier ;  and  that  this 
Resolution  be  signified  to  them  by  the  Comman- 
ders of  the  severml  Corps/* 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  haiing 
put  the  ReBolutioiiB, 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said : 
I  think  the  Resolutions  just  proposed  hj  my 
noble  Friend  for  our  adc^tion,  and  Uiose 
events  on  which  the  Resolutions  arefounded, 
ought  not  to  pass  without  some  ohsenra- 
tions  from  other  quarters,  though  I  feel  that 
mj  noble  Friend  has  done  full  justice  to 
the  subject.  But  it  is  most  gratifying  to 
my  feelings  to  be  enabled  to  state,  after 
perusing  with  the  attention  which  they 
deserve  the  documents  which  Her  Ma> 
jesty's  Oovemment  have  thought  fit  to  lay 
before  your  Lordships,  and  with  that  at- 
tention also  which  I  bought  due  to  the 
particular  terms  of  the  Resolutions  proposed 
Dy  the  noble  Earl,  as  founded  on  those 
communications,  that  it  is  consistent  with 
the  most  perfect  sincerity  of  feeling  on  my 
part,  as  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  consistent 
with  the  feelings  of  your  Lordships,  to  give 
to  those  RescMUtions  not  merely  acqnies- 
cenee,  but  the  most  cordial  support.  Those 
Resolutions  go,  as  I  understand  them,  to  two 
objects,  the  expression  of  the  grateful  ad- 
miration of  this  House  of  the  valour,  seal, 
and  devotion  to  the  public  evinced  by  the 
whole  Indian  army  employed  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  also  an  expression  of  our  appro- 
bation of  the  distinguished  o£Bccr  who  fills 
the  situation  of  Governor  General,  for  the 
energy  and  ability  with  which  he  has  em- 
ployed the  means  placed  at  his  disposal. 
To  both  of  these  objects  your  Loroships 
cannot  but  give  the  most  decided  expres- 
sion of  your  concurrence.  With  respect  to 
the  conduct  of  the  army  on  this  occasion, 
without  pretending  to  judge  of  the  parti- 
cular tactics  that  have  been  followed  u  the 
eourse  of  the  coalUcti  there  is  stiQ  enough 


in  the  Papers  to  enabk  even  a  peraon  like 
mysdf ,  or  any  other  of  yovr  LodUi^M  who 
w31  exercise  hb  own  understanding,  iottf- 
preciate  to  the  fullest  extent  the  proofe 
there  presented  to  us  of  a  devolioii  w^uek 
has  known  no  bounds,  and  iriiidi  I  will 
venture  to  say  has  never  been  exceeded. 
Because,  my  Lords,  it  is  impoasihfe  to  pe- 
ruse these  Papers  without  observing  that, 
from  a  concorrenee  of  ciieomstaneea,  wbidi, 
if  unavoidable,  most  be  admitted  to  have 
been  unfortunate,  though  attended  in  the 
end  with  the  most  glorious  results,  more 
than  ordinary  diflfeultaes  had  to  be  over- 
come; those  circumstances  being  a  nu- 
merous army,  harassed  by  ra]Md  and  foreed 
marches,  and  consequent  fiitigoe,  and  oc- 
casional discouragement  and  diflkuky  in 
the  face  of  a  siqierior  enemy — in  the  coone 
of  one  week  every  one  of  these  drenmstanees 
were  brought  to  bear,  by  what  I  most  call 
misfortune,  in  the  meet  unfavourable  man- 
ner, in  the  situation  in  whidi  their  troops 
were  placed,  and  being  so  brooght  to  bear 
and  so  combined,  they  were  met  and  sub- 
dued in  a  way  that  produced  resnlta  of 
glory,  I  will  not  say « unparalleled,  but  of 
ff lory  of  the  most  signal,  distinguished,  and 
Usting  nature  to  British  arms.  And,  my 
Lords,  it  is  to  the  zeal  and  devotion  dis- 
played by  that  army  that  you  owe  the  ad- 
ditional lesson  that  has  been  given  to  the 
nations  of  Asia,  and  that  the  popolatton, 
civil  and  mtlitaiy,  of  those  countries  havi 
been  made  to  see  that  the  star  of  BritisI 

Sower  has  shone  on  this  oeeasion  not  witk 
iminished  lustre-Huid  has  added  to  the* 
claims  on  the  gratitude  and  eonlidenoe  tf 
those  nations,  which  already  existed.  Them 
is  evidence  in  these  Papers,  showing  thii 
not  only  Her  Majesty  s  European  rorsci, 
but  the  sepoys  employed  with  them,  hafe 
acted  together  in  a  manner,  and  evinced 
a  spirit,  which  must  tend  to  strengthin 
and  cement  the  ties  that  ought  to  exkt 
between  the  two  countries.  And  I  tmsl, 
with  that  accelerated  speed  with  whiA 
communications  travel  now  from  one  end  of 
the  globe  to  the  other,  the  impreasisn 
created  in  this  House  may  reach  the  pufu- 
lation  of  those  countries,  and  more  e»^ 
cially  that  part  of  it  which  is  employed  in 
their  defence  $  and  I  hope  that  it  may  be 
felt  that  on  this  day  the  House  of  Lords 
was  not  wantmg  in  expressing  their  gra- 
titude for  their  eminent  damu  and  ler* 
rices.  My  Lords,  I  view  witk  vnnised 
satisfaction  the  whole  series  of  aehier^ 
ments  so  perseveriagly  exeested,  and  pei^ 
fonned  under  imomguataU  whkk  !»• 
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crease  their  ehaih  to  your  conBiSeration 
and  your  gratitude.  With  respect  to  the 
other  ^rt  of  the  vote,  that  which  relates 
to  the  distinguished  Governor  General,  it 
is  not  to  he  douhted,  after  reading  these 
Papers,  that  in  the  position  in  which  he 
was  -placed  during  the  week  or  the  fort- 
night preceding  the  invasion  of  the  Sikh 
umy,  comhining,  as  he  did,  the  duties  of 
ft  civilian  with  those  of  a  military  man,  his 
conduct  in  hoth  capacities  exhihited  the 
most  zealous  devotion  to  the  interests  of 
his  country.  His  was  a  most  difficult  po- 
sition— a  position  which,  I  venture  to 
think,  from  its  peculiarity,  may  deserve,  at 
some  future  time,  to  engage  the  consider- 
ation of  future  Governments  in  Eastern  ar- 
rangements ;  hut  I  think  there  is  no  man 
that,  seeing  this  distinguished  military  man 
placed  in  ^lat  position,  on  the  frontier  of 
the  eountries  of  which  he  was  Governor 
General,  when  those  countries  were  in- 
Taded,  will  venture  to  say  he  did  not  do  his 
duty  in  passing  at  once  from  that  high 
eivil  character  which  he  had  occupied 
hdfore,  and  drawing  his  sword  at  the  mo- 
ment when  his  sword,  and  that  which  was 
still  more  valuahle,  his  example,  would  he 
most  efficacious  in  exciting  to  deeds  of 
valour,  and  insuring  the  success  which  it 
had  the  effect  of  ohtaining.  [  Gheen.]  I 
^erefore  think  that  he  in  that  particular 
situation  in  which  he  was  placed,  deserves 
the  approhation  and  the  thanks  of  this 
iHouse,  warmly  as  they  are  expressed  in 
this  resolution.  [Cheers.]  I  will  not  at- 
tempt, for  the  reasons  stated  hy  the  nohle 
£arl  for  abstaining,  to  dwell  upon  the  in- 
dividual merits  either  of  Sir  Hugh  Gough, 
much  as  I  appreciate  them,  or  of  other 
commanders,  highly  as  they  have  been  ex- 
hibited upon  this  occasion ;  they  are  before 
your  Lordships ;  they  are  all  entitled  to  a 
share  in  your  approbation,  and  they  will,  I 
am  confident,  obtain  it  by  your  unanimous 
vote  this  day.  [Cheers,]  I  will  as  little 
be  tempted,  though  I  am  far  from  com- 
plaining  of  my  noble  Friend  for  having 
gone  into  it,  into  the  species  of  pohticid 
narrative  with  which  he  has  not  at  all  un- 
naturally accompanied  this  Motion,  but 
npon  whidli  I  am  confident  he  did  not  mean 
by  implication  to  obtain  anything  like  an 
opinion  from  yonr  Lonbhips.  which  opinion 
would  indeed  be  valueless  if  it  were  given, 
founded  as  it  would  be,  upon  very  imper- 
fect means  of.  consideration.  Upon  that 
part  of  the  subject,  therefore,  I  do  not 
wish  ta  give  saij  opinion  whatever ;  I  will 
anly  say,  that  if  the  time  shall  come  when 


it  shall  be  the  duty  of  your  Lordships  to 
review  all  the  circumstances  which  have 
preceded  this  great  and  glorious  event — 
when  you  come  to  consider  the  policy  which 
had  been  adopted,  and  which  certainly  de- 
serves to  be  characterized  as  a  pacific 
policy,  your  Lordships  will  give  to  the  au- 
thorities of  that  country — and  I  am  sure  it 
will  weigh  deeply  in  your  Lordships*  minds 
— ^the  full  credit  of  an  anxiety,  not  only  to 
avoid  all  unnecessary  war,  but  to  go 
beyond  that,  and  to  make  it  palpable  to 
all  the  world  that  we  had,  as  far  as  it  was 
in  our  power,  laid  aside  the  part,  if  we  ever 
acted  the  part,  of  aggressors  in  India,  and 
that  nothing  but  the  most  uprovoked  inva- 
sion could  induce  us  to  draw  the  sword, 
until  it  became  our  duty  to  draw  it ;  aU 
though  undoubtedly  that  determination  did 
not  relieve  the  Government  in  India  from 
the  duty  of  providing  in  the  most  effica* 
clous  and  in  the  fullest  manner  for  that  ne^ 
cessity,  when  it  arose  in  so  formidable  a 
quarter.  But  those  are  considerations  into 
which  1  do  not  wish  to  go.  If  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon  them 
in  a  favourable  sense,  I  am  certainly  as 
little  prepared  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
them  in  an  unfavourable  sense.  All  that 
I  wish  to  do  is  to  reserve  my  opinion  upon 
that  subject,  for  any  time  when  it  may  be* 
come  matter  of  consideration  for  your  Lord- 
ships, and  to  confine  it  at  this  moment  to 
that  great  transaction  which  stands  before 
your  eyes  in  all  the  splendour  of  its  own 
success — ^that  military  transaction  in  which 
the  most  warlike  nation  of  the  East  made 
an  unprovoked  attempt  upon  our  dominion 
and  our  supremacy,  and  was,  by  the  un- 
diminished valour  of  our  troops,  European 
and  Native,  signally  and  I  trust  for  ever, 
defeated.  I  give  my  most  cordial  sanction 
to  this  vote. 

The  Duke  of  WELLINGTON:  My 
Lords,  after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, I  should  be  unpardonable  if  I  were 
to  say  one  word  which  could  occasion  a 
difierence  of  opinion  in  this  House ;  and 
after  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  near 
me,  there  really  remains  but  little  for  me 
to  say  upon  the  military  operations  which 
have  occurred :  but  I  could  not  hear  a  Mo- 
tion of  this  description  discussed  without 
adding  to  what  has  been  stated,  my  un- 
qualified approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the 
troops  on  this  occasion,  and  also  of  the 
officers  who  commanded  them ;  and  parti- 
culaiy  of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Governor  General,  who,  after  having 
made  all  the  arrangements  appertainmg  to 
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his  duty  as  GoTomor  Genera!,  in  order  to 
collect  all  the  resources  of  the  country  for 
the  purpose  of  the  great  contest  impend- 
ing, having  collected  all  the  troops  and 
made  all  the  arrangements  for  the  security 
ef  the  country,  volunteered  his  services 
in  his  rank  in  the  army,  in  order  to  give 
to  give  his  assistance  to  the  officer  com- 
manding the  army  in  chief  in  carrying  on 
those  operations  which  remained  for  him 
to  carry  on  in  order  to  secure  the  public 
interests  and  the  possession  of  the  country. 
There  is  no  obligation  on  an  officer  placed 
in  his  situation  to  take  that  course;  you  can 
hardly  point  to  a  single  instance  of  a  man 
being  placed  in  that  situation ;  but  he  has 
given  us  an  example  which  I  hope  will 
always  be  followed.  When  he  found  his 
services  could  be  useful,  he  laid  aside  his 
position  and  even  his  power  as  Governor 
General ;  for  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
he  would  have  carried  with  him  into  the 
field  the  power  over  the  military  operations 
of  the  army ;  ho  laid  that  aside — ^which 
indeed  it  is  true,  according  to  the  usual 
practice,  could  not  in  that  way  be  exer- 
cised, and  most  particularly  in  his  case 
could  not,  because  Her  Majesty,  when  he 
went  to  India,  imd  the  Court  of  Directors, 
gave  him  his  commission  to  succeed  to  the 
eommand  of  the  army  after  the  death  or 
eoming  away  of  the  present  Commander 
in  Chief;  but  he  volunteered  his  service 
and  his  assistance  to  the  Commander  in 
Chief  in  the  gp*eat  contest  which  was  im- 
pending. But  the  noble  Marquess  has 
said  truly,  that  all  exerted  themselves  and 
did  everything  in  their  power  to  obtain  the 
great  result  which  has  crowned  their  efforts. 
It  is  not  generally  known,  my  Lords,  but  I 
know  it,  that  the  enemy's  position  was 
eompletely  closed  in  by  intrenchments,  so 
closed  around,  that  it  deserved  rather  the 
name  of  a  fortress  than  a  fortified  position; 
and,  notwithstanding  the  advantages  our 
troops  in  India  have,  of  having  water  car- 
riages and  persons  attached  to  each  com- 
pany whose  duty  it  is  to  supply  them  with 
water,  they  laboured  in  this  action  under 
the  singular  disadvantage  of  being  deprived 
even  of  that  refreshment  for  nearly  twenty- 
four  hours,  because  the  country  happened 
te  be  so  much  dried  up,  and  the  villages  so 
distant.  Under  these  circumstances  it  was 
that  the  troops  carried  this  position,  cer- 
tainly with  very  great  loss,  but  which  I 
hope  has  not  left  them  in  a  state  otherwiso 
than  efficient,  if  their  services  should  be 
called  for  on  military  duty.  I  really  must 
sayj^  that  I  have  not  for  a  length  (tf  time 


heard  of  an  action  that  has  given  me  so 
much  unqualified  satisfaction  as  this,  ex- 
cepting in  one  particular.  I  have  read 
with  pain  of  one  regimmt,  to  which  the 
word  '^  panic"  was  applied;  and  I  consi- 
dered it  my  duty,  in  tiie  position  in  which 
I  am  placed,  to  examine  particularly  into 
the  circumstances.  I  see,  in  tiie  returns^ 
that  that  regiment  is  stated  to  have  lost  five* 
twelfths  of  its  number,  and  a  vast  number 
of  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers. 
I  have  seen  an  account  which  states,  that 
in  the  first  quarter  of  an  hour  from  the  time 
when  the  regiment  first  entered  into  action, 
one  third  of  its  officers  fell.  I  cannot  ques- 
tion the  accuracy  of  the  report  of  the  ope* 
rations  made  by  the  commanding  officer; 
but  I  wish  that  this  officer,  when  he  sat 
down  to  write  an  elaborate  report  of  the 
conduct  of  the  troops  under  his  command, 
had  referred  to  the  list  of  killed  and  wound- 
ed ;  and  if  he  had  inquired  into  the  loss 
sustuned  by  that  regiment,  I  believe  he 
would  have  found  that  they  were  absolutely 
mowed  down  by  the  fire  under  which  they 
were  advancing.  I  have  made  inquiries 
respecting  that  regiment,  and  I  find  that 
it  has  been  sixteen  years  in  the  East  In- 
dies ;  that  in  the  course  of  forty  years  it  has 
served  thirty-three  years  abroad,  and  only 
seven  in  the  United  Kingdom ;  that  in  the 
course  of  the  sixteen  years  during  which  it 
has  served  in  the  East  Indies  it  has  been 
in  all  parts  of  India;  that  its  numbers  have 
been  recruited  twice  over  since  it  has  been 
in  that  country  ;  and  that  at  this  moment, 
of  these  men  who  made  that  attack  and 
suffered  that  loss,  three-fourths  had  not 
been  seven  years  in  the  service.  I  consi« 
dered  it  my  duty  to  examine  into  tiie  state 
of  this  regiment,  seeing  that  word  '*  panic;" 
and  I  believe  I  have  with  me  a  most  extra- 
ordinary report  of  their  good  conduct  from 
this  very  general  officer  on  a  former  occa- 
sion ;  and  it  wiU  convince  your  Lordships 
that  if  the  list  of  killed  and  wounded  had 
been  brought  before  him  on  that  occasion 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  him  to 
apply  that  word  to  them.  I  cannot  find 
the  paper  now,  but  it  contains  the  expres* 
sion  of  unqualified  approbation  of  the  state 
of  this  very  regiment,  by  this  same  general 
officer.  Sir  J.  Littier,  upon  the  last  inspec- 
tion, at  Christmas  last.  I  was  anxious  to 
read  it  to  yoiu*  Lordships  to  show  that  to 
the  accident  of  the  dreadful  fire  kept  up 
upon  them,  and  their  being  mowed  down, 
you  ought  to  attribute  what  occurred,  and 
not  to  a  deficiency  or  failure  on  their  part. 
The  MAsquEss  of  LONDONDERRY 
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said,  that  themgh  he  should  thiok  it  in  the 
worst  possible  taste  for  him  to  attempt  to 
add  any  pruse  to  that  which  had  just  been 
rendered  to  the  army  in  India,  he  must  for 
a  moment  refer  to  the  devotion  to  the  public 
service  and  the  ardent  co-operation  of  the 
two  distinguished  individuals  who  came  in 
contact  on  that  occasion,  and  at  once  threw 
away  every  feeling  of  jealousy,  or  consider- 
ation of  fame,  or  iciatf  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral placing  himself  second  in  command, 
and  showing  thus  a  gallantry  that  could 
not  be  too  highly  commended.  It  was  of 
the  utmost  importance,  too,  to  the  character 
of  the  Britifih  army,  that  on  every  occasion 
the  individuals  highest  in  command  shoidd 
be  the  first  to  throw  themselves  into  the 
post  of  danger;  for  our  soldiers,  if  they  saw 
these  relax,  would  not  show  that  indomit- 
able courage  which  was  their  characteristic. 
If  est  pre-eminently  had  this  marked  the 
conduct  of  one  of  those  distinguished  men 
on  this  occasion.  When  the  morning 
dawned,  affcer  a  night  spent  in  lying  first 
with  one  regiment  and  then  with  another, 
exhausted  with  hearing  the  cries  of  the 
wounded  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  savage 
foes  on  the  other,  he  declared  that  he  would 
rather  die  on  the  field  than  relinquish  any 
portion  of  the  territory  we  possessed ;  and 
when  the  lines  were  drawn  up  he  placed 
himself  on  one  of  the  flank  lines,  with  such 
of  his  aides-de-camp  as  survived,  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  taking  his  position  on  the 
other  flank.  He  placed  himself  thirty  yards 
in  front  of  the  line,  fearing  lest  the  troops, 
from  their  eagerness,  might  fire  too  soon 
to  be  eflfective.  He  kept  his  men  steady 
in  their  positions,  led  them  forward  to  the 
attack  of  the  enemy's  entrenchments,  and 
only  gave  the  word  to  the  troops  to 
fire  when  their  fire  might  be  effective. 
If  their  Lordships  looked  to  the  con- 
centration of  the  three  different  bodies 
of  troops,  they  would  perceive  that,  how- 
ever hasardouB  the  operation  was,  it  was 
nevertheless  eflected  as  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  directed ;  and  when  they  considered 
that  50,000  of  the  enemy  were  opposed  to 
15,000  or  16,000  men  on  our  side,  was  the 
loss,  great  as  it  had  been,  greater  than 
under  such  circumstances  could  be  ex- 
pected? Supposing  that  this  action  had 
been  gained  with  comparativdy  very  little 
loss,  the  cry  at  homo  wou.d  then  have 
been  that  these  Indian  troops — ^these  Sikhs 
— did  not  know  how  to  fight,  and  that  they 
were  not  equal  to  French  troops.  But 
what  was  the  case  ?  The  Sikhs  appeared 
to  have  fisught,  according  to  all  accounts, 


as  well  as  any  troops  with  which  the  British 
had  ever  been  engaged.  It  was  quite  im- 
possible to  have  a  great  victory  without  a 
corresponding  loss.  Their  Lordships  were 
aware,  that  previous  to  this  victory,  the 
Commander  in  Chief  and  the  Governor 
General  directed  all  the  operations,  the 
latter  having  had  five  of  his  ten  aides-de- 
camp wounded,  and  ^vq  killed.  The  Com- 
mander in  Chief  was  one  of  the  bravest 
men,  he  believed,  in  the  anny.  He  had 
served  in  the  Peninsula,  and  during  those 
operations  in  India  had  exhibited  the  most 
indomitable  courage.  They  might  talk  of 
the  rashness  or  boldness  of  general  ofiicers 
placing  themselves  at  the  head  of  their 
troops,  and  unnecessarily  exposing  them* 
selves;  but  Sir  Hugh  Gough  and  Sir 
Henry  Hardinge,  in  doing  so,  only  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  the  school  in  which 
they  were  brought  up — rthe  example  of  the 
noble  and  illustrious  Duke  in  that  House, 
who  was  always  foremost  at  the  post  of 
danger.  That  noble  Duke,  on  whom  the 
whole  existence  of  the  army  in  his  time 
depended,  was  always  exposed  to  danger, 
and  thousands  of  bullets  whizzed  around 
his  head.  The  noble  Duke  might  have 
been  wrong  in  so  exposing  so  valuable  a 
life  to  danger;  but  his  was  sA  example  fol- 
lowed by  the  officers  who  served  under  him, 
and  which  woidd  be  remembered  by  all  who 
came  after.  He  had  been  led  to  make 
these  observations  in  consequence  of  a  re- 
mark which  fell  the  other  night,  without 
notice,  from  a  noble  Duke  (Di^e  of  Rich- 
mond), from  which  it  might  be  inferred 
that  the  Commander  in  Chief,  Sir  Hugh 
Gough,  and  the  Governor  General,  Sir 
Henry  Harding^e,  had  not  acted  with  suffi- 
cient prudence,  in  both  placing  themselves 
at  the  head  of  the  troops,  and  that* an 
anxiety  had  been  shown  to  seek  '*  a  bubble 
reputation  at  the  cannon's  mouth."  As 
an  animadversion  seemed  to  have  been 
passed  to  the  effect,  that  one  or  other  of 
those  officers  ought  not  to  have  been  in  the 
action,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
thought  it  right  to  express  his  opinion  of 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  those  dis- 
tinguished individuals  conducted  the  opera* 
tions.  Before  concluding,  he  woidd  observe 
that  he  perceived  that  in  these  engage^ 
ments  in  India  four  regiments  were  com- 
manded by  majors.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther this  arose  from  niggardly  economy  or 
not;  but  he  thought  that  Lieutenant  Colo- 
nels should  not  be  taken  away  from  their 
regiments  to  command  brigades.  It  was  a 
great  advantage  toa  jrej^eat  to  have,  at 


375^ 


The  Campaign 


{LORDS) 


upon  ik€  Sudejl 


376: 


its  bead,  the  officer  who  was  long^  known 
to  have  been  in  command  of  the  regiment. 

The  DuKB  of  WELLINGTON  said  that 
his  noble  Friend  was  mistaken  on  that 
point.  There  could  be  no  niggardly  eco- 
nomy on  the  part  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  matter  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, the  whole  establishment  in  India 
being  paid  by  the  East  India  Company; 
and  he  believed  also  that  there  was  no 
niggardly  economy  with  respect  to  it  on 
the  part  of  that  Company.  The  fact  was, 
that  it  had  been  the  invariable  practice  to 
require — ^both  when  he  was  in  India  and 
ever  since — ^field-officers  of  the  regiments 
of  the  army  there  to  perform  general  duty 
— ^that  was  to  say,  to  command  brigades 
according  to  their  rank,  there  not  being 
a  sufficient  number  of  general  officers  in 
the  country  in  order  to  take  the  command 
of  several  brigades. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said  that  the  noble  Duke  had  not  answered 
his  question,  but  repeated  his  statement. 
If  there  were  not  sufficient  general  officers 
in  India  for  the  purpose  he  referred  to, 
there  ought  to  be;  and  if  the  East  India 
Company  did  not  pay  them  the  Govern- 
ment ought. 

The  Duke  %f  RICHMOND  should  not 
have  risen  to  trouble  their  Lordships  on 
this  occasion,  had  it  not  been  for  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  and  gallant  Marquess 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  seemed  to  find 
fault  with  him  (the  Duke  of  Richmond)  for 
not  giving  notice  of  a  question  he  had  put 
to  the  noble  President  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol. He  had,  however,  done  that  which 
was  more  regular  and  in  accordance  with 
the.  Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House.  On 
the  noble  President  of  the  Board  of  Control 
laying  certain  Papers  on  their  Lordships* 
Table,  he  (the  Duke  of  Richmond)  asked 
him  whether  those  Papers  contained  any 
order  or  instruction  in  reference  to  future 
occasions,  to  prevent  anything  like  a  divid- 
ed command  in  our  army ;  and  he  took  the 
opportunity  at  that  time  of  stating,  that  he 
meant  no  attack  on  the  Governor  General, 
for  whom  he  entertained  feelings  of  great 
respect  and  friendship ;  at  the  same  time 
he  could  not  allow  those  feelings  of  respect 
and  fti^idship  to  induce  him  to  pass  over 
what  might  hereafter  be  drawn  into  a 
dangerous  precedent.  He  could  suppose 
himself  in  the  situation  of  commanding  a 
brigade,  and  receiving  an  order  from  the 
Governor  General  to  move  to  the  right, 
and  another  from  the  Commander  in  Chief 
to  move  to  the  left;  aad  he  could  ima- 


^ne  how  embarrassing  his  pontion  would 
be.  It  was  simply  in  reference  to  the 
general  rule  that  there  should  be  only  one 
officer  commanding  in  chief  in  an  army 
that  he  had  ventured  to  make  that  obser* 
vation;  and  he  was  far  from  desiring  to 
impute  blame  to  the  Governor  General,  for 
it  was  only  natural  for  a  gallant  officer  like 
him  to  wish  to  place  himself  in  the  thickest 
part  of  the  action.  As  he  was  now  on  his 
legs,  he  trusted  that  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  state  that  he  cordially  concurred 
in  every  thing  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Premdent  of  the  Board  of  Contn^, 
from  the  noble  and  gallant  Duke,  and 
from  the  noble  Marquess  who  supported 
the  Motion,  with  respect  to  the  disci- 
pline, good  conduct,  and  heroism  of  those 
men  who  had  achieved  the  late  splendid 
triumphs.  He  had  also  seen  with  feelings 
of  the  greatest  satisfaction  that  Sir  &• 
Hardinge  had  intimated  to  that  army  his 
intention  to  award  a  medal  to  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  private  soldiers. 
Those  brave  men  who  had  participated  in* 
the  late  splendid  victories  were  to  have  a 
medal  recording  their  conduct.  He  did 
hope  and  trust,  then,  that  Her  Majesty 
might  be  adrised  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  ordering  a  fiivourable  answer  to  be  re« 
turned  to  the  memorial,  most  numerously 
signed  by  the  veteran  officers  in  the  Peninsu* 
lar  campaigns,  who  felt  not  the  slightest  jea* 
lousy  at  their  successors  in  the  very  regi- 
ments in  which  they  served  in  the  Penin- 
sula receiving  medals,  but  who,  neverthe- 
less, entertained  the  deepest  feeing  that 
there  could  be  no  reason  why  those  who 
served  in  times  past  should  be  an  excep- 
tion almost  to  the  general  rule,  and  remain 
undecorated,  having  nothing  to  show  for 
their  services,  except,  indeed,  their  nume- 
rous wounds.  They,  too,  had  often  and 
often  received  the  thanks  of  Parliament 
for  having  efficiently  and  honourably  served 
their  King  and  country  in  days  of  the 
greatest  danger,  and  he  hoped  and  trusted 
that  their  prayers  would  not  be  unheeded. 
He  now  must  request  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Indian  Board  to  consider 
whether  it  might  not  be  possible  to  have 
the  names  of  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  private  soldiers,  who  had  fallen  or  had 
been  wounded  in  these  actions,  published 
in  this  country.  Many  private  soldiers 
could  not  write,  and  others  were  incapable 
in  the  midst  of  arduous  campaigns  from 
becoroiuff  correspondents.  He  believed 
that  in  the  case  of  a  naval  engagement  the 
names  of  the  private  marines  and  private 
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aaikirs,  wounded  or  killed,  were  invariably 
pnblished  in  tbe  Gazette.  It  might  be 
said  that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  follow 
this  example  in  respect  to  large  armies; 
bttt  he  pnt  it  to  his  noble  Friend,  whether, 
as  the  birth-place  of  every  soldier  was  re- 
gistered, he  believed,  at  the  War  Office,  it 
might  not  be  easy  to  have  lists  made  out 
and  sent  to  the  difierent  counties  for  inser- 
tion in  the  local  newspapers.  He  was  sure 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  agree  with  him 
in  thinking  that  it  would  be  most  desirable 
to  relieve  the  deep  anxiety  and  agoniting 
suspense,  under  which  parties,  the  relatives 
of  those  brave  men,  many  of  them  being 
persons  in  a  humble  station  of  life,  were 
now  suffering  from  ignorance  of  the  fate 
of  those  they  loved  best.  From  practical 
knowledge,  in  consequence  of  residing  in 
the  country  and  mixing  with  the  labourers 
in  his  neighbourhood,  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  such  a  publication  would 
be  considered  one  of  the  greatest  boons 
which  could  be  conferred  on  our  more 
humble  and  honest  fellow  subjects.  He 
thought  it  right  to  make  those  suggestions, 
because  he  thought,  that  as  the  principle 
was  admitted,  in  respect  to  the  navy,  it 
might  also  be  applied  with  respect  to  those 
who  were  killed  in  the  service  of  the  army 
on  foreign  and  distant  stations. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  felt 
it  would  be  quite  unpardonable  in  him  were 
he  to  detain  their  Lordships  by  many  ob- 
servations, after  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend,  who  had  so  well  proposed 
those  resolutions,  and  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite,  who  had  so  justly  and  elo- 
quently supported  them.  Least  of  all 
should  he  be  justified  in  attemping  to  add 
anything  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Duke  near  him  (the  Duke  of  Wellington) 
because  he  knew  that  one  word  of  appro- 
bation from  that  noble  Duke  was  dearer  to 
the  soldier  than  any  honour  or  compliment 
he  could  possibly  receive  from  any  other 

Juestion.  But  he  thought  that  their 
.  lordships  would  forgive  him  for  not  al- 
lowing this  discussion  to  close  without 
taking  this  public  opportunity  of  expressing 
the  deep  gratification  with  which  he  had 
witnessed  this  last  and  greatest  achieve- 
ment of  the  army  with  wbich  he  had  been 
very  recently  connected,  which  had  at  all 
times  his  entire  confidence,  and  which  had 
on  this  as  on  all  other  occasions  justified 
the  confidence  he  reposed  in  it.  Every- 
thing that  had  passed  that  night  must  be 
most  satisfactory  to  the  Governor  General, 
^e  Commander  in  Chief,  and  to  all  the 


officers  and  troops  engaged;  but  knowing 
that  army  as  he  did,  he  assured  their  Lord- 
ships that  nothing  to-night  had  been  said 
which,  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  to  the 
Governor  General,  and  to  all  the  officers 
and  troops  engaged  (and  his  remark  ap- 
plied  as  much,  if  not  more,  perhaps,  to  the 
native  troops)  nothing  would  be  so  satis- 
factory as  that  which  had  been  said  by  the 
noble  Duke  with  respect  to  Her  Majesty's 
62nd  Regiment.  He  knew  the  deep  feelmg 
of  poignant  regret  with  which  the  despatch 
which  had  been  referred  to,  would  be  read 
in  every  regiment  in  India;  and  he  knew 
that  the  Governor  General  would  have  gone 
to  the  regiment  in  question,  and  told  the 
men  composing  it  that  nothing  had  passed 
to  diminish  his  confidence  in  them;  and  he 
(Lord  Ellenborough)  trusted  that  he  would 
add  what,  like  a  true  soldier,  he  knew 
would  strike  on  their  hearts  and  feelings — 
that  as  a  proof  of  his  confidence  he  reserved 
for  them  the  privilege  of  taking  the  breach 
at  Lahore.  He  (Lord  Ellenborough)  knew 
how  that  announcement  would  be  received. 
Every  one  expected  British  troops  to  do 
their  duty,  and  those  who  had  been  in  India 
knew  that  the  native  troops  did  their  duty 
also.  To  him  it  was  a  great  satisfaction 
to  perceive  that  on  this  occasion  the  native 
soldiers  had  not  only  borne  as  patiently  as 
they  ever  had  done,  privations,  severe  diffi- 
culties, and  long  marches,  during  which 
they  suffered  from  the  want  of  food  and 
water,  but  had  also  braved  the  most  severe 
and  destructive  fire  of  the  enemy  by  the 
side  of  those^  whom  they  honoured,  re- 
spected, and  loved.  Above  all  things,  it 
was  gratifying  to  him  to  observe  their  un- 
deviating  and  unshaken  fidelity  to  their 
colours,  notwithstanding  that  every  attempt 
was  made  to  seduce  them  from  their  alle- 
giance. They  had  seen  within  forty  mUes 
of  their  position  for  eighteen  months  a 
mutinous  army  dictatating  to  its  Govern- 
ment— they  had  seen  that  army  purchased 
for  the  commission  of  successive  crimes 
by  successive  donatives — ^they  had  seen 
the  pay  of  that  army  raised  to  double  the 
amount  of  their  own — and  they  had  every 
offer  made  them  likely  to  operate  on  troops 
of  less  tried  fidelity.  They  had  resisted 
them  all.  From  the  time  when  the  Sikhs 
passed  the  Sutlej,  not  one  man  deserted; 
all  remained  steady  to  their  colours,  and 
fought  as  they  ever  had  fought  by  the 
side  of  the  British  soldiers.  This  was  to 
him  satisfactory,  because  he  saw  in  it  not 
only  a  proof  that  the  native  troops  were 
what  they  always  had  been,  but  also  an 
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earnest  of  future  triumphs.  He  knew  that 
the  same  fidelity  which  had  enabled  them 
to  repel  the  Sikhs  across  the  Sutlej  would 
also  enable  them  to  follow  the  Sikhs  after- 
wards to  Lahore.  Perhaps  he  ought  not 
to  attempt  to  add  anything  to  what  had 
already  been  said ;  but  he  could  not  avoid 
saying  that  he  looked  with  confidence  to 
the  army  in  India,  and  that  he  must  al- 
ways  Jew  with  the  deepest  interest  their 
achievements  and  all  their  movements. 
He  knew  that  nothing  could  have  been 
done  more  satisfactory  to  the  individuals 
concerned,  or  more  useful,  than  what  had 
been  done  by  their  Lordships  to-night. 
Their  Lordships  might  be  assured,  that  in 
the  circumstances  in  which  he  stood,  the 
Governor  General  required  all  the  moral 
support  which  could  be  given  him  by  Par- 
liament and  the  country,  as  well  as  all  that 
material  and  efiectual  support  which  would 
undoubtedly  be  rendered  him  by  the  Go- 
vernment. 

The  Earl  of  AUCKLAND  said,  that 
though  he  felt  that  he  could  add  nothing 
to  that  which  had  been  already  said  by 
many  of  their  Lordships,  yet  as  he  had 
been  personally  and  intimately  acquainted 
with  many  of  those  brave  ofiicers  who  had 
fallen,  and  also  well  acquainted  with 
many  of  them  who  had  survived  again  to 
serve  their  country,  he  was  unwilling  to 
appear  to  sit  coldly  through  this  debate, 
and  not  express  publicly  his  entire  concur- 
rence in  all  that  nad  been  said  in  favour  of 
the  army  in  India.  Having  said  this,  and 
strongly  feeling  that  the  subject  had  been 
exhausted,  he  would  no  longer  detain  their 
Lordships  ;  but  he  assured  them  that  he 
never  gave  a  vote  with  greater  satisfaction 
than  that  which  he  was  now  about  to  give 
in  favour  of  the  proposed  Resolutions. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  then  put 
the  Resolutions  to  the  House,  and  declared 
them  to  be  carried  nemine  contradicente. 

House  adjourned. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  March  2,  1846. 

MiJiDTifl.]  New  Mbmbir  Sworn.  For  Nottingham 
County  (Southern  Division),  Thomas  BladLbume  Thorn- 
ton Hildyard,  Esq. 

Pdbuc  Bills.— 1«-  Turnpike  Roads  (Sootland). 
!•    Print  Worltt. 

PKTiTioNS  Prsbintbd.  By  Sir  William  Heathoote,  firom 
Owners  and  Occuplen  of  Land  in  the  Parishes  of  West 
Meon,  Wamford,  Estoo,  COThampton.  and  Mcon  Stoke, 
against  any  Diminution  of  the  Protection  hitherto  granted 
to  Agriculture. — By  several  hon.  Members,  from  an  im- 
mense number  of  places,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws. 
~By  Mr.  Bright,  firom  Inhabitants  of  Reading  and 
Neighbourhood,  against  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army  in 


Indite— By  Lord  Chnkt  Fiteof  ,  Cram  Jolnm  G«dgc* 
of  Bury  SU  Edmunds,  Printer,  for  allowing  certain  De- 
ductions in  the  Property  Tax. — ^By  Lord  John  Russell, 
from  Shipowners  of  the  Port  of  London,  fiir  a  Redoetkm 
of  the  Duty  on  Tiniber.^By  Mr.  WaUey,  ftom  Jamea 
Soper,  of  Monxton,  for  Inquiry  into  Andover  Unkm.— > 
By  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe,  from  Memben  of  the  West 
End  Economic  and  Mutual  Benellt  Bulidiag  Instltntloa, 
and  Woolwich  New  Benefit  Bulldii^  AssoeiaHon,  fbr  AU 
teratkm  of  the  Benefit  BuikUqg  Sodetiea  Act^By  Mr. 
Dennlstoun,  fh>m  Magistrates  and  Commisdonera  of 
Poliee  of  the  Town  of  Oorbals,  in  fkvonr  of  Butgha- 
(Seotlaisd)  BilL— By  Mr.  Thomaa  Duooambe,  from  Inhs- 
bttantaof  Hyde,  and  by  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  from  Minis- 
ters of  diflferent  Rdigious  Denominations  cf  the  Town  of 
Warrington,  Inikvourof  a  Ten  Hoonf  (Factory)  Bill. — 
By  Mr.  Sbarman  Crawftsd,  from  Inhahitanuof  Alva,  Uk 
Remisdon  of  Sentence  upon  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones. 
—By  Mr.  Dennistoun,  ftom  Elisabeth  DIdc,  Glasgow,  for 
prohibiting  the  Exactkm  of  Feesin  the  Glasgow  Small  Debts 
Court— By  Mr.  MadUmum,  ftom  Inhabitania  of  Safton 
Walden,  and  by  Mr.  John  Abel  Smith,  ftom  Inhabitanta 
of  the  City  of  Chichester,  agataist  Enrolment  of  the  Militia. 
—By  Mr.  Walker,  ftom  Membcnof  the  Board  of  Chiar- 
diana  of  the  Poor  of  the  Bury  Union,  fix  AlteiatioD  of  the 
Poor  Law.>-By  Mr.  CConnell,  from  Landk>rdi,  Clergy. 
Freeholders,  and  others,  of  the  United  Paridies  of  Mount- 
shannon  and  Clonruah,  fiw  adopting  acme  mnedy  tor 
Dlseaaed  Potatoea.— By  Dr.  Bowring,  Anm  Mary  Elisabeth 
Wyburd,  of  Gravesend.  and  Ann  Furrell,  of  Vicarage 
Place,  Kensington,  for  Inquiry  respecting  William  Henry 
WybunL 

FORGED  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  C.  BERKELEY  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  petition  pre- 
sented hy  him  on  Friday  last.  It  related 
to  the  forgery  of  signatures  to  a  petition 
which  purported  to  come  from  Cheltenham, 
hut  which  had  heen  sent  from  Manchester.. 
He  helieved  that  it  was  a  hreach  of  tho 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  he  was  ready 
to  adopt  any  suggestion  the  House  might 
think  proper  to  make.  He  had  letters  in 
his  pocket  to  show  that  many  of  these  sig* 
natures  were  forged.  The  matter  was 
well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
because  there  was  a  general  complaint  out 
of  doors  that  the  petitions  of  the  people 
were  not  treated  with  proper  respect  and 
attention;  and  he  could  not  wonder  at  it, 
if  petitions  were  got  up  in  such  a  way. 
Ho  moved  that  the  petition  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  to  ascertain  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which,  and  the  parties 
by  whom,  the  signatures  thereto  were  an- 
nexed. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion.  He  thought  it  a  fitting  time  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  conduct 
of  the  agents  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League, 
in  the  registration  courts.  If  the  privileges 
of  the  House  were  endangered  by  the  for- 
gery of  signatures,  they  were  stiU  more  so 
by  the  attempt  to  influence  unduly  the 
election  of  Members  for  that  House.  He 
was  anxious,  if  a  Committee  was  appointed 
now,  that  its  inquiries  should  not  be  con-* 
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friendly  disposition  to  British  interests. 
However,  he  shortly  after  met  the  fate 
which  has  heen  very  common  of  hite*years 
among  the  rulers  of  that  country:  he  was 
himself  assassinated.  But,  my  Lords, 
those  who  assassinated  him  entertained 
a  different  opinion  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment from  those  which  he  entertained;  and 
everything  seemed  to  show  that  the  dis- 
position of  the  new  authorities  at  Lahore 
was  less  inimical  to  English  interests,  and 
that  they  were  less  inclined  to  force  on  a 
collision  with  the  Government  of  India.  At 
the  same  time,  there  did,  it  is  true,  appear 
to  he  grounds  for  apprehending  that  some 
mad  project  on  the  part  of  the  army  was 
likely  to  toke  place;  and  in  the  heginning 
of  Novemher,  intoUigence  was  transmitted 
from  the  political  agent  at  Lahore  to  the 
Governor  General,  that  it  had  heen  decided 
in  durhar  at  Lahore  to  attack  the  British 
possessions;  that  a  plan  of  campaign  had 
been  laid  down;  and  that  an  attack  was  to 
be  made  by  four  out  of  seven  of  the  divi- 
sions into  which  the  Sikh  army  was  divided; 
and  that  their  army  was  to  cross  the  Sutlei 
at  several  points,  one  division  crossing  100 
miles  from  the  other  extremity  where  the 
Other  division  was  intended  to  cross.  Now, 
my  Lords,  that  operation,  if  it  had  taken 
place,  would  have  had  the  effect  of  bring- 
ing detached  portions  of  the  Sikh  army 
into  our  territory  at  different  points-^a  plan 
which,  I  apprehend,  is  quite  at  variance 
with  sound  military  principles,  and  could 
scarcely  be  successful,  because  as  these 
bodies  of  troops,  consisting  of  from  8,000 
to  10,000  each,  would  have  operated  at  a 
considerable  distance  from  each  other,  they 
would  have  been  liable  to  have  been  de- 
feated in  detail,  and  consequently  their 
likelihood  of  success  would  have  been 
very  small.  This  plan,  however,  was 
Subsequently  abandoned:  and  at  length 
intelligence  reached  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral about  the  end  of  the  first  week  of 
December,  that  the  concentrated  Sikh  army' 
was  about  to  cross  the  Sutlej  in  the  vi- 
cinity of  Ferozepore.  The  Britisn  force  was 
thereupon  immediately  directed  by  the  Go- 
vernor General  to  concentrate  on  some 
point  where  they  might  be  conveniently 
placed  so  as  to  engage  an  invading  army. 
Early  in  the  year  the  two  posts  of  Feroze- 
pore and  Loodiana,  which  are  at  a  consi- 
derable distance  from  each  other,  and 
which  are  the  most  advanced  posts  on  the 
left  bank  of  tho  Sutlej,  were  materially 
strengthened.  Tho  garrison  of  Ferozepore, 
at  the  tune  of  these  operations,  consisted 


of  8,000  men,  with  twenty-fbur  pieces  of 
field  artillery:  there  were  also  forty-two 
pieces  of  heavy  artillery  in  the  fort.  This 
force  was  deemed  by  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral and  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  be 
abundantly  sufficient  to  maintain  the  posi- 
tion at  Ferozepore  against  any  cofup  de 
main — abundantly  sufficient  to  repel  any 
attack  that  could  be  made,  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  plan  was  that  which  had  been 
announced  from  Lahore  by  the  political 
agent.  Loodiana  was  also  garrisoned  by 
a  considerable,  though  a  less  force,  namely, 
by  one  European  regiment,  by  five  regi- 
ments of  native  infantry,  and  by  one  regi- 
ment of  cavalry,  and  two  troops  of  horse 
artillery.  The  fort,  however,  at  that  place, 
is  but  a  small  one.  The  remainder  of  the 
force  was  directed  to  be  within  reach,  and 
to  be  ready  to  move  up  for  the  support  of 
Loodiana,  and  to  cover  any  movement 
which  it  might  be  necessary  to  make,  either 
in  front,  or  to  the  right  or  left,  and  repel 
any  attack  that  might  be  made.  The 
troops  accordingly  moved  up  with  all  pos- 
sible despatch.  Not  many  days,  however, 
after  this,  information  was  received,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  the  plan  originally 
adopted  by  the  Sikh  Government  had  been 
abandoned^  and  that  they  had  entirely 
changed  their  plans  of  operation  by  pro- 
ceeding against  us  with  a  divided  force, 
and  that  they  contemplated  assembling 
their  forces  upon  the  Sutlej,  at  a  place 
about  thirty  miles  from  Ferozepore.  On- 
the  receipt  of  this  information,  orders  were 
given  by  the  Governor  General  to  collect 
all  the  forces  that  were  at  hand,  and  move 
up  those  that  were  at  Umballah  and  Meerut, 
in  order  to  meet  any  attack  that  might  be 
made.  Many  contradictory  accounts  were 
given  of  the  enemy's  proceedings.  At 
one  time  time  it  was  said  the  enemy  were 
moving  in  large  bodies;  but  there  was  no 
information  that  they  were  moving  their 
artillery  or  had  collected  boats  for  the  pur- 
pose of  crossing  the  river.  Still  our  troops 
were  ordered  to  concentrate  themselves; 
and  when  it  was  ascertained  that  the  point 
where  the  enemy  crossed  was  Ferozeshah, 
it  was  evident  to  the  Governor  General 
that  Loodiana  was  no  longer  exposed  to 
the  same  degree  of  danger  as  other  points, 
and  that  tho  forces  in  that  garrison,  and 
those  in  Umballah,  might  be  of  great  assist* 
ance,  by  enabling  him  to  march  to  the  re- 
lief of  Ferozepore,  which  was  exposed  to 
considerable  danger  if  the  whole  force  of 
tho  Sikh  army  was  directed  to  that  quar- 
ter. Accordingly  the  forces  were  with* 
N2 


S8S 


Forged 


{COUMONS} 


PkUiiam. 


3M 


Myt  be  never  heard  of  it  before/  I  was  preeent 
when  Mr.  Perry  signed  the  petition  in  question, 
and  belioTO  his  signature  follows  my  own.  I  am 
sure  he  will  remember  it  when  I  name  the  circum- 
stanoe  to  him.  I  have  doomed  it  right,  as  you 
promised  to  seoond  Mr.  Berkeley's  Motion  for  an 
inquiry  on  the  subiect,  to  put  you  in  possession  of 
the  nboTO  foot,  nnd  believe  the  other  signatures  to 
be  genuine.  The  hid  is,  no  effort  was  made  to 
obtiun  signatures  to  the  petition;  sheets  were  in 
the  shops  of  two  tradesmen,  and  an  announcement 
stating  the  simple  foot  appeared  in  their  windows, 
beyond  which  no  further  trouble  was  taken, — I 
rmnain.  Sir,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

"  John  F.  Hkxnssst. 
•*  J.  Bright,  Esq.,  M.P." 

He  thought  it  right  to  state  to  the  House 
there  was  no  €hai*ge  against  the  genuine- 
ness of  more  than  five  of  the  signatures. 
The  individual  who  changed  them  had 
acknowledged  the  fact;  and  although  it 
was  not  pne  of  the  most  prudent  or  regular 
things  to  do,  yet  it  might  have  heen  done 
without  any  intention  to  infringe  the  rules 
of  the  House,  or  to  substitute  false  names. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  satisfied 
with  this  explanation,  and  would  not  think 
it  necessary  to  take  any  further  steps ;  but 
if  they  did  he  would  be  most  happy  to 
second  the  Motion  for  a  Committee. 

Mb.  FERRAND  begged  to  inquire  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  chair,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  regular  that  he  should 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cheltenham  ?  He  was  de- 
urous  of  asking  that  question,  because  he 
had  received  a  letter  ft^m  Sheffield  in  cor- 
roboration of  the  statements  which  he  had 
made  the  other  night  in  that  House  re- 
specting the  forgery  of  signatures  to  peti- 
tions. He  had  also  seen  an  extract  from 
the  Leedi  Intelligencer  to  the  same  effect. 
He  had  also  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who 
resided  in  London,  and  referred  him  to  the 
engraving  which  had  lately  appeared  in  the 
lUug^rated  L(md<m  Netes,  as  a  perfectlv 
tme  representation  of  the  manner  m  which 
the  Anti-Com-Law  Leaguers  procured  sig- 
natures to  their  petitions.  The  petition 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  the  last- 
named  paper  had  been  presented  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London;  and  it 
bad  been,  in  fact,  signed  by  mere  children, 
who  bad  signed  their  names  two  or  three 
times  over.  He  had  also  a  letter,  which 
was  only  a  dosen  lines,  and  he  would 
therefore  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the 
House  while  he  read  it.  That  letter  was 
as  follows : — 

**  If  any  fiirther  information  will  be  of  any  use 
to  you  in  your  opposition  to  the  Anti-Com-Law 
Lnigue,  I  should  M  great  pleasure  in  forward- 
ing to  yo«  the  name  of  %  niao  who  is  e^ipikged  by 


the  League,  and  has  aflbud  aboot  14,0M  signa* 
tures  to  one  petition  from  that  body.  There  are 
twenty  persons  similarly  employed.  I  also  know 
another  ease  in  which  ftOO  names  were  aflxed  to  a 
petition  by  one  party  before  be  left  the  room  in 
whieh  they  were  written.  I  have  no  doubt  thai 
many  other  instances  of  the  same  kind  may  be 
brought  forward." 

Having  received  that  letter,  he  asked  for  a 
reference  as  to  the  respeetability  of  the 
writer,  and  having  obtained  it,  he  had  had 
a  personal  interview  with  him.  He  had 
found  his  statements  correct,  and  he  was 
proved  to  support  his  assertions  before  a 
Committee  of  that  House.  He  begged 
therefore  (if  he  were  permitted  to  do  so)  to 
move  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Commit- 
tee be  directed  to  inquire  generally  into  the 
method  of  obtuning  signatures  to  petitions 
adopted  by  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. 

LoBD  J.  MANNERS  said,  that  any 
gentleman  who  walked  the  streets  of  Lon* 
don  might  afford  evidence  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  signatures  to  petitions  were 
obtabed.  He,  himself,  had  h^pened  to 
be  walking  down  Grosven(N--place  the  other 
day,  when  he  heard  a  comfortable-looking 
baker  *s  boy  say  to  one  of  his  companions, 
"  I  say,  old  fellow,  have  you  signed  the 
Anti-Com-Law  petiti<m  ?  I  have  signed  il 
three  times."  This  was  not  an  isolated 
case,  as  he  believed  that  parties  were  in 
the  habit  of  signing  these  petitions  as 
often  as  they  happened  to  pass  along  the 
streets  in  which  Uiey  were  exhibited.  Par- 
ties were  allowed  to  put  down  thw  names 
as  often  as  they  thought  proper.  He  thought 
some  steps  should  be  taken  to  put  an  end 
to  this  evil,  for  he  witnessed  with  regret  the 
diminished  influence  which  the  petitions  of 
the  people  now  had  in  that  House. 

The  speaker  said,  that  it  would  be 
more  proper  for  the  hyn.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  to  move  an  instruction  to 
the  Committee,  when  it  was  appointed,  to 
include  the  subject  he  had  referred  to  in 
their  inquiry. 

Mr.  C.  BERKELEY  merely  rose  to 
say,  in  answer  to  the  obsenratioBs  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham,  that  he  viewed 
with  great  suspicion  any  petitions  coming 
to  him  through  Manchester.  He  had  also 
received  a  letter  ftt>m  Mr.  Hennessy,  and 
without  meaning  anything  offensive  to  those 
gentlemen  who  came  ftt>m  the  Emerald 
Isle,  he  was  disposed  to  say  he  was  afraid 
that  he  had  borne  out  their  character  for 
blundering.  The  postscript  of  this  letter 
stated  that,  in  reference  to  the  petition,  be 
would  find  his  signature  followed  that  of 
Mr.  Perry,  of  Alston  Mill,  He  had  searched 
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General,  wiih  the  SOth  regiment,  under  the 
command  of  its  gallant  leader,  Colonel  Ban- 
bury; and  I  helieye  that  that  was  one  of  the 
most  gallant  actions  that  was  ever  performed. 
He  completely  dispersed  the  enemy,  who 
drew  off,  and  for  the  rest  of  the  night  con- 
tented himself  with  the  distant  cannonade 
of  our  troops  whenever  an  opportunity  oc- 
curred. At  an  early  hour  in  the  mommg 
the  troops  were  put  in  motion,  and  they 
swept  the  whole  intrenched  camp  of  the 
enemy,  and  captured  every  piece  of  artillery 
within  the  intrenchment.  That,  my  Lords, 
was  a  great  success,  particularly  when  it 
is  considered  how  much  the  position  of 
these  Asiatic  armies  depends  on  their  in- 
trenchments,  defended  as  they  are  by  ar- 
tillery which  is  for  the  most  part  not  move- 
able as  ours  is,  but  only  capable  of  trans- 
port by  means  of  thirj^  or  forty  bullocks 
for  each  piece  of  artUlery ;  so  that  if  they 
are  taken  the  loss  to  such  an  army  is  ex- 
tremely severe.  But  the  enemy,  who,  to 
do  them  justice,  seemed  disposed  not  to 
allow  us  to  complete  without  contest  the 
Gonquest  we  had  begun,  determined  to  at- 
tempt the  recapture  of  the  camp  ;  but, 
although  they  made  three  separate  attacks 
for  that  purpose,  ihey  all  failed.  At  last 
nothing  remained  but  to  leave  the  posses- 
sion of  it  to  usy  and  they  accordingly  re- 
tired to  an  open  village  at  four  miles  dis- 
tanced—a mere  mud  village— called  Sul- 
tankhanwalla,  in  an  open  country  —  as 
#pen  as  that  table — where  there  are  no 
trees  or  any  thing  of  any  kind  to  operate 
*i  a  protection.  This  did  not  certainly 
offer  a  very  formidable  opposition  in  itself 
to  our  troops ;  and  finally  not  conceiving 
it  possible,  by  any  renewed  attack,  that  he 
eould  make  any  impression  or  gain  any 
portion  of  what  he  had  lost,  he  made 
across  the  Sutlej,  utterly  discomfited,  all 
his  projects,  as  far  as  they  had  been  de- 
veloped, hi^ving  totally  failed.  I  believe, 
my  Lords,  that  is  an  account  of  the  trans- 
actions on  the  Sutlej.  I  am  fully  aware 
how  utteiiy  inadequate  I  am  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  those  who  took  the  lead  in  this 
great  battle.  I  believe  there  never  was  an 
occasion  in  any  part  of  the  world  in  which 
the  indomitable  courage  of  the  British  sol- 
dier was  more  eminently  displayed  than  in 
those  well-fought  actions  which  I  have  at- 
tempted to  describe.  There  were  mo- 
ments, no  doubt,  in  which  the  situation  of 
our  forces  might  be  difficult ;  but  it  is  in 
those  situations,  my  Lords,  that  the  skUl 
of  the  commander  and  the  courage  of  the 
men  are  best  displayed;  and  the  conse- 
quence of  both  in  thia  w^  was  a  glomos 


victory  6ver'  an  enormous   superiority  of 
numbers*     My  Lords,  there  were  one  or 
two  circumstances  personal  to  the  Gover- 
nor General  thiit  I  may  be  allowed  to  refer 
to.     I  mention  this  in  respect  to  him  be- 
cause I  hi^pen  to  know  the  circumstances 
in  which  he  was  concerned.     In  his  own 
sphere,  I  have  no  doubt,  every  officer  of 
the  British  anny  would  manifest  the  same 
courage,  the  same  sagacity,  and  the  same 
untiring  energy.  On  the  night^f  the  21st, 
the  Governor  General  was  in  a  very  criti- 
cal position.     He  had  ordered  the  troops  to 
lie  down  when  their  exertions  were  no 
longer  wanted,  and  keep   quiet ;  and  in 
order  to  show  them  what  a  resolute  and 
cool  spirit  can  do,  he  went  and  lay  down 
with  each  of  four  regiments,  to  keep  up 
their  courage,  and  to  show  them  how  im- 
portant it  is  for  troops  to  be  quiet  in  the 
face  of  a  numerous  enemy.  We  may  easily 
conceive  what  were  the  feelings  of  those 
gallant  soldiers  when  they  saw  him  thutf 
sharing  with   them   that   partial  repose, 
and  preparing   to   meet   with  them    the 
dangers  of   &e    succeeding  day.      Your 
Lordships    may    conceive    the  extent   of 
the  danger  to  which  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral was  exposed,  when  you  are  informed 
that  the  loss  of  staff-officers  was  greater 
than  had  ever  been  known  in  any  previous 
action.     No  less  than  five  of  the  Governor 
General's  aides-de-camp  were  killed,  and 
five  more  were  wounded  ;  and  in  the  midst 
of  this  scene — a  scene  of  great  anxiety 
and,  possibly,  some  doubt — ^he  was  left 
with  only  one  aide-de-camp,  and  that  aide- 
de-camp  his  own  son,  a  lad  of  sixteen 
years  of  age,  a  boy  who  had  but  recently 
joined,  witibiout  military  e^riencc,  know- 
ing scarcely  anything  of  the  nature  of  the 
duties    which  devolved    upon    him,   but, 
animated  by  his  father's  inaomitable  spirit, 
was  employed  by  his  father,  young  as  he 
was,  as  his  only  aide-de-camp  to  convey 
his  orders  from  point  to  pomt,   a  duty 
which  he  performed  with  a  valour  worthy 
of  his  father's  fame,  and  which  my  Lords, 
I  hope,  we  may  regard  as  an  index  of 
what  he  will  himself  do  on  other  occasions 
when  he  shall  again  be  called  upon  to 
serve  his  country*     My  Lords,  these  cir- 
cumstances are  not  mentioned  by  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  his  despatches.     My 
gallant  Friend  does  not  himself  speak  of 
his  son's  services,  but  having  heard  of 
them  I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  men- 
tion them  to  your  Lordships.     Sir  Henry 
Hardinge  had  with  him  another  son,  who 
was  designed  for  the  military  service,  but 
by  a  dreadful  {incident  trhica  occurred  ta 
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it  lias  exhibited  a  picture  of  licentiouBnesB 
and  debauchery  so  extravagant,  that  it 
might  be  calculated  to  provokea  smile  if  it 
were  not  for  the  influence  such  licentious- 
ness and  debauchery  must  exercise  over 
the  welfare  of  millions.  The  acts  of  that 
Government  have  been  mainly  directed  by 
that  powerful  soldiery  over  which  Runjeet 
Sing  established  his  sway;  but  which  since 
his  death  has  been  in  the  constant  habit  of 
controlling  the  conduct  of  the  civil  autho- 
rities, and  even  of  the  military  commanders, 
by  repeated  acts  of  insubordination,  and 
repeated  murders,  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
torting increased  pay.  Perhaps  the  best 
idea  one  can  give  of  the  anomalous  con- 
dition of  affairs,  and  of  the  difficulties  of 
speculating  upon  any  acts  that  may  be 
committed,  or  upon  any  measure  that  may 
be  resorted  to  is  this — that  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  main  object  of  the  governors  of 
that  country,  and  of  the  principal  landed 
proprietors,  and  chiefs,  has  been  to  provoke 
collision  with  the  British  army,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  resenting  any  wrong,  or  of  sus- 
taining the  military  reputation  of  their 
country,  but  of  freeing  themselves  from 
subjection  to  an  insuborcHnate  and  licen- 
tious force,  by  provoking  a  conflict  with 
Great  Britain,  in  which  that  force  should 
fall  a  sacrifice.  That  has  been  the  main 
object,  and  the  strange  principle  of  public 
policy,  that  has  for  some  time  guided  the 
decisions  and  regulated  the  acts  of  the 
rulers  of  the  Punjaub.  I  well  know  what 
was  the  object  of  my  Friend,  Sir  Henry 
Hardinge,  in  undertaking  the  government 
of  India.  He  made  great  sacrifices  from 
a  sense  of  public  duty;  my  gallant  Friend 
held  a  prominent  place  in  the  Councils  of 
Her  Majesty :  he  was,  I  believe,  without 
any  reference  to  party  divisions,  held  in 
general  esteem  in  this  House,  as  well 
by  his  political  opponents  as  by  his  political 
fronds.  He  was  regarded  by  the  army  of 
this  country  as  its  friend,  because  he  was 
'the  friend  of  justice  to  all  ranks  of  that 
army.  It  was  proposed  to  him  at  a  time 
of  life  when,  perhaps,  ambition  is  a  less 
powerful  stimulus  than  it  might  have  been 
at  an  earlier  period — it  was  proposed  to 
him  to  relinquish  his  place  in  the  Councils 
of  his  Sovereign — to  forego  the  satisfaction 
he  must  have  felt  at  what  he  could  not  fail 
to  see,  that  he  was  an  object  of  general 
respect  and  esteem.  He  separated  him- 
self from  that  family  which  constituted  the 
chief  happiness  of  his  life,  for  the  purpose 
of  performing  a  public  duty  he  owed  to  his 
Sovereign  and  his  country,  by  taking  the 


arduous  and  responsible  situation  of  Chief 
Governor  of  our  Indian  possessions.  He 
went  out  with  a  high  military  reputation, 
solicitous  to  establish  his  fame  in  connec- 
tion with  our  Indian  Empire,  not  by  meana 
of  conquest,  or  the  exhibition  of  military 
skill  and  valour,  but  by  obtaining  for  him- 
self a  name  in  the  annals  of  India  as  the 
friend  of  peace,  and  through  the  promotion  of 
the  social  interests  and  welfare  of  the  inha- 
bitants. It  was  mainly  on  account  of  the 
military  character  and  high  reputation  of 
my  gallant  Friend  that  he  was  enabled  to 
control  and  keep  in  check  the  aspirations 
of  more  ardent  and  impetuous  minds  bent 
upon  the  invasion  and  conquest  of  the 
Punjaub. 

The  view  which  my  gallant  Friend  took 
of  the  policy  to  be  pursued  in  regard  to  the 
Punjaub,  was  shorUy  this  :  he  thought  the 
dominions  of  the  British  Crown  in  India 
were  sufficient  for  every  purpose — that  the  in- 
terests of  the  Empire  would  not  be  promoted 
by  the  addition  of  the  Punjaub  to  the  pos- 
sessions already  subject  to  our  own  rule. 
He  was  determined,  therefore,  to  resist 
any  temptation  to  territorial  aggrandize- 
ment. His  desire  was  to  see  a  native 
Government  established  in  the  Punjaub, 
capable  of  maintaining  ita  independence, 
of  restoring  subordination  in  the  ranks 
of  a  great  army,  composed  of  men 
of  high  natural  courage,  of  great  phy- 
sical strength,  accustomed  to  discipline, 
and  trained  to  military  habits  by  European 
officers  of  distinguished  reputation.  His 
wish  was,  that  a  Sikh  Government  should 
be  established.  He  deprecated  the  forma- 
tion of  a  Mussulman  Government,  or  the 
domination  of  any  other  than  Sikh  au- 
thorities. At  the  same  time  that  he  was 
determined  to  resist  the  temptations  to 
direct  aggression,  he  refused  repeated  pro- 
posals that  were  made  to  him  to  intei-fere 
in  the  domestic  affairs  of  l^e  Punjaub. 
Although  nothing  could  have  been  more 
easy;  although  but  a  word  from  him  would 
have  been  necessary  to  induce  the  Mussul- 
man inhabitants  of  the  Punjaub  to  rise 
against  the  Sikh  authorities,  who  were 
conducting  themselves  in  a  manner  so  irre- 
concilable with  sound  policy  or  common 
sense,  he  resolved  steadily  to  adhere  to  the 
line  he  had  chalked  out;  to  abstain  from 
all  interference  in  the  domestic  affairs  of 
the  Punjaub;  and  to  observe  literally  every 
obligation  of  good  faith. 

But  while  that  was  his  view  of  the  policy 
that  ought  to  be  pursued,  he  was  not  in- 
sensible to  the  danger  to  which  our  Indian 
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Empire  was  constantlj  exposed  from  the 
maintenance  on  its  frontier  of  a  profligate 
and  debauched  Government,  controlled  by 
an  insubordinate  and  licentious  army.  My 
gallant  Friend,  therefore,  took  all  precau- 
tions. He  had  to  guard  a  frontier  extend- 
ing  on  the  banks  of  the  Sutlej  at  least  100 
miles.  The  frontier  from  Ferozepore  to 
Roopur  "vras  at  least  100  miles;  from  Fero- 
zepore to  Loodiana  about  77  miles.  My 
gallant  Frigid,  cautiously  abstaining  from 
the  collection  of  any  force  on  the  frontier 
which  could  justify  aggression,  or  even  re- 
monstrance, on  the  part  of  the  Lahore  Go- 
vernment, took  those  precautions  which 
would  effectually  prevent  successful  attack 
on  their  part.  At  Ferozepore  he  stationed 
a  force  of  about  8,000  men,  consisting  of 
one  European  regiment,  seven  regiments 
of  Native  infantry,  two  regiments  of  Native 
cavalry,  twenty-four  light  gims,  and  had 
mounted  in  position  at  Ferozepore  thirty 
or  thirty-five  pieces  of  heavy  artillery.  He 
intended  this  to  be  the  advanced  post  of 
the  British  army  on  the  western  side  of 
the  frontier.  At  a  distance  of  about 
seventy-six  miles  to  the  eastward,  higher 
up  the  Sutlej,  at  Loodiana,  he  collect- 
ed a  force  of  about  5,000  men.  My 
gallant  Friend  thought  that  these  two 
armies,  or  two  divisions  of  an  army,  sta- 
tioned about  seventy-six  miles  from  each 
other,  acting  on  the  flanks  of  any  force 
from  the  Punjaub,  induced  by  caprice  or 
by  the  temerity  of  their  rulers  to  invade 
the  British  territory,  would  be  sufficient  to 
keep  it  in  effectual  control.  At  a  distance 
more  in  the  interior,  namely,  at  UmbaUa, 
he  stationed  another  division  of  7,500  men 
at  the  least.  My  gallant  Friend  was  un- 
doubtedly under  the  impression  that  it  was 
highly  improbable  that  any  attack  would  be 
made  by  the  army  of  the  Punjaub  upon  the 
British  positions.  He  knew  that  no  con- 
duct on  his  part  could  provoke  or  justify 
such  an  attack ;  and  he  felt  every  assurance 
that  could  be  felt,  so  far  as  justice  and 
reason  sanctioned  the  inference,  that  the 
army  of  the  Punjaub  would  not  be  mad 
enough  to  seek  a  conflict  with  the  British 
forces  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Sutlej. 

There  were  good  reasons  why  my  gal- 
lant Friend  did  not  keep  together  for  the 
last  two  or  three  years  an  immense  British 
and  native  army  on  the  banks  of  the  Sutlej. 
Constant  efforts  were  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  by  the  military  leaders  of  the 
army  of  the  Punjaub  to  corrupt  our  na- 
tive troops.  The  constitution  of  the  anny 
of  the   Panjaub    is    purely    democratie: 


the  private  soldiers  elect  representatives, 
five  in  number  from  each  company,  to  con^ 
trol  their  officers,  to  depose  them  when 
they  think  fit,  or  to  subject  them  to 
death  when  it  is  deemed  expedient.  The 
pay  of  an  infantry  soldier  of  the  Punjaub 
is  about  25s.  a  month ;  while  the  pay  of  a 
sepoy  in  Her  Majesty's  service  is  only 
about  14«.  or  15«.  a  month.  Constant 
exertions  were  made,  by  direct  and  indirect 
means,  aided  by  community  of  language 
and  of  religion,  to  shake  the  fidelity  of  the 
Native  troops;  but  1  rejoice  to  say  that  they 
were  made  without  success.  The  loyalty 
of  the  sepoys,  with  scarcely  a  single  excep- 
tion, has  been  untainted.  All  the  offers  of 
a  profligate  Government  and  a  licentious 
soldiery  were  unavailing;  but  still  it  was 
prudent  in  my  gallant  Friend  not  to  bring 
together  on  the  frontier,  for  an  indefinite 
time  and  for  no  specific  object,  an  im- 
mense Native  force,  seeing  that  within  a 
few  miles  they  would  be  exposed  to  the 
injurious  example  of  a  soldiery  &ee  from 
all  restraint,  and  constantly  resorting  to 
threats  of  actual  violence  towards  their 
leaders.  There  were,  therefore,  political 
reasons  for  not  keeping  our  troops,  as  it 
were,  in  immediate  contact  with  such  an 
enemy,  and  there  were  military  reasons 
equally  powerful. 

It  was,  in  the  first  place,  impossible,  if 
aggression  were  intended,  to  foresee  at 
what  point  an  invasion  would  be  made.  On 
the  left  bank  of  the  Sutlej  were  many 
States  belonging  to  the  Punjaub,  and 
some  of  the  chiefs  of  those  States  men  of 
doubtful  fidelity.  In  those  dominions  on 
the  left  bank  of  the  Sutlej  are  many  forts 
of  considerable  size  and  strength.  A  force 
controlled  by  no  Government,  impelled  by 
the  fear  of  losing  its  pay,  or  the  hope  of  ex- 
torting more,  is  not  governed  by  ordinary 
considerations  of  prudence  like  the  armies 
of  regular  States;  and  if  the  army  of  the 
Punjaub  meditated  a  sudden  irruption  into 
the  British  territory,  it  was  difficult  to  fore- 
see at  what  point  the  descent  would  be 
made.  Between  Ferozepore  and  Roopur 
there  are  not  fewer  than  twenty  fords 
available  for  the  passage  of  troops;  nor 
is  it  easy  to  ascertain  their  exact  posi- 
tion, since,  from  the  nature  of  the  river, 
they  are  constantly  changing.  My  gallant 
Friend,  thought,  therefore,  that  true  mili- 
tary policy  recommended  the  course  he  has 
pursued,  not  that  his  whole  army  should  be 
concentrated  on  the  banks  of  the  Sutlej, 
but  that  our  territory  should  be  guarded  by  a 
sufficient  force  stationed  at  Ferozepore  and 

•'        0  2 


391 


Thanks  to  the 


{ COMMONS  f 


Army  in  Indic^^ 


392 


Loodiftna.  Seeing  the  superior  force  of  ca- 
valry in  the  army  of  the  Punjaub,  the  despe- 
rate rashness  of  a  licentious  army  not  go- 
verned by  the  ordinary  rules  of  conduct,  it 
was  within  the  limit  of  possibility  that  a 
dash  might  be  made  at  Delhi,  or  some  vital 
part  of  the  Indian  Empire.  My  gallant 
Friend,  therefore,  most  wisely  and  pru- 
dently, kept  a  considerable  force  at  Um- 
balla,  seventy-six  miles  to  the  south-east 
from  Loodiana,  and  a  still  larger  body  of 
troops  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Delhi.  This 
whole  force  was  assembled  by  way  of  pre- 
caution against  the  possible  attempts  of 
the  Lahore  army  ;  and  it  consisted  in  the 
whole  of  not  fewer  than  thirty  regiments 
of  Native  infantry,  of  nine  regiments  of 
European  infantry,  of  twelve  regiments 
of  Native  cavaby,  and  of  three  regiments 
of  European  cavalry.  All  this  was  quite 
consistent  with  forbearance  on  the  part  of 
the  Governor  General,  and  with  his  deter- 
mination to  be  seduced  by  no  temptation 
to  aggression  on  the  enemy. 

It  is  quite  clear  that  my  gallant  Friend 
the  Governor  General  did  take  every  pre- 
caution to  ensure  the  safety  of  the  British 
dominions  in  India,  in  case  of  sudden  and 
unprovoked  attack.  In  the  early  part  of 
the  year,  at  the  time  when  he  was  occu- 
pied with  his  functions  as  Governor  Gene- 
ral, and  when  it  was  most  material  that  he 
should  perform  them  in  conjunction  with 
his  Council  at  Calcutta:  in  a  minute,  dated 
on  the  16th  June,  he  submitted  to  the 
Council  his  opinion  that  our  relations  with 
the  Court  of  Lahore  became  so  doubtful, 
that,  great  as  was  the  inconvenience  of  se- 
parating the  Governor  General  and  his 
Council,  it  was  desirable,  with  reference 
exclusively  to  Indian  interests,  that  he 
should  proceed  to  the  left  bank  of  the  Sut- 
lej,  in  order  that  on  the  spot  he  might  be 
enabled  to  give  such  directions  as  appeared 
necessary,  and  which,  if  given  at  the  dis- 
tance of  a  thousand  miles,  might  be  inap- 
propriate. The  uuanimous  opinion  of  the 
members  of  the  Council  was,  that  it  was 
for  the  public  interest  that  the  Governor 
General  should  proceed  to  join  the  army ; 
and,  in  conformity  with  this  advice,  in  the 
month  of  October  he  took  his  departure 
for  the  left  bank  of  the  Sutlej.  Up  to  an 
early  period  in  December,  the  opinion  of  my 
gallant  Friend  (Sir  Henry  Hardinge)  was, 
that  there  would  be  no  irruption  from  the 
right  bank  of  the  Sutlej  into  the  British 
territory.  He  felt  confident  that  the 
Sikhs  must  be  convinced  that  such  an 
attempt  could  only  end  in  signal  defeat, 


and  therefore  that  it  would  not  be  made* 
So  far  as  he  could  reason  from  experi- 
ence, he  had  a  right  to  arrive  at  this 
conclusion.  In  1843  the  army  of  Lahore 
left  the  capital  and  advanced  to  the  Sutlej; 
but  after  remonstrance  on  our  part  it  re* 
tired  again  and  abandoned  the  enterprise. 
In  1844,  exactly  the  same  conduct  was  ob- 
served ;  the  Punjaub  army,  eager  for  pay, 
or  for  booty,  if  pay  could  not  be  ob- 
tained, and,  instigated  by  the  Government 
and  the  chiefs,  appeared  to  contemplate  an 
irruption;  but  in  1844,  as  in  1843,  the 
army  withdrew  to  the  interior.  Accounts, 
however,  reached  my  gallant  Friend  to- 
wards the  end  of  November  last,  which  led 
him  to  believe  that  an  invasion  of  the  Brit- 
ish territory  was  seriously  menaced.  The 
House  will  find  by  the  Papers  recently  pre- 
sented by  conmiand  of  Her  Majesty,  that 
on  the  20th  November,  Major  Broadfoot 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  and  another  to  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral to  this  e£Pect : — 

Governor  General's  Agency,  Nov.  20,  1845. 

"  Sir — Since  I  had  the  honour  of  waiting  on 
your  Excellency  to-day,  I  have  received  Lahore 
letters  of  the  18th  instant  (morning).  During  the 
night  of  the  17th,  the  chiefs  had  agreed  on,  and 
the  Durbar  had  ordered  in  writing,  the  following 
plan  of  operations.  The  army  was  to  be  divided 
into  seven  divisions,  one  to  remain  at  Lahore,  and 
the  rest  to  proceed  against  Roopur  and  our  hilU, 
Loodiana,  Hurreekee,  Ferozepore,  and  Scinde, 
while  one  was  to  proceed  to  Feshawur  ;  and  a 
force  under  Rajah  Golab  Singh  was  to  be  sent  to 
Attock." 

The  decision  then  taken  by  the  Lahore 
Durbar  was,  that  four  divisions  were  to 
be  employed  in  an  attack  upon  the  Brit- 
ish territory,  but  they  were  not  to  make 
a  concentrated  or  simultaneous  movement; 
and  the  policy  of  the  course  adopted 
by  the  Governor  General  was  thus  de- 
monstrated. The  Lahore  aimy,  in  four 
divisions,  was  to  make  four  separate  at- 
tacks on  different  points  along  the  river — 
the  first  division  was  to  force  the  eastern  ex- 
tremity of  the  line ;  another  to  attack  Loodi- 
ana ;  a  third  pass  the  river  at  Hureekee  ; 
and  the  fourth  attack  Ferozepore.  Those 
divisions  were  to  consist  of  about  8,000 
men  each.  The  House  will  see  by  refer- 
ence to  the  Papers  laid  before  them  how 
difficult  it  was  for  any  person,  even  the 
most  experienced,  to  speculate  on  the  de* 
cision  to  which  the  governing  powers  at 
Lahore  might  arrive.  They  will  see,  too, 
that  the  Ministers,  or  those  who  held  the 
reins  of  government,  spent  their  days  in  such 
continuous  drunkenness  and  debauchery^ 
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that  no  resolation  of  theirs  could  be  depend- 
ed on.  An  account  written  by  the  Agent 
at  Lahore,  to  the  Secretary  to  Govern- 
ment, dated  Umballah,  November  21st, 
foimded  on  information  received  direct  from 
Lahore,  presents  this  picture  of  the  coun- 
cils of  the  Punjaub  : — 

"  The  Raneo  (that  is,  the  regent,  the  mother  of 
the  infant  Maharajah)  comphkined  that  whilst  the 
troops  were  urging  the  march,  they  were  still  going 
home  to  their  yillagea  as  £uBt  as  they  got  their 
pay ;  and  Sirdar  Slmm  Singh  Attareewallah  de- 
clared his  belief  that  unless  something  was  done 
to  stop  this,  he  would  find  himself  on  his  way  to 
Ferozepore  with  empty  tents.  The  bait  of  money 
to  bo  paid,  and  to  accompany  them  was  also  of- 
fered, and  at  length  tho  durbar  broke  up  at  two 
p.m.  Great  consultations  took  place  in  tho  aflcr- 
noon ;  but  I  know  only  one  result,  that  the  Ranee 
had  to  give  her  lover  his  formal  dismissal,  and 
that  he  (Rajah  Lai  Singh)  actually  went  into  the 
camp  of  the  Sawars  he  is  to  command,  and  pitched 
his  tent.  What  the  Ranee  says  is  quite  true  of 
the  sepoys  disperaing  to  their  houses  ;  the  whole 
affair  lias  so  suddenly  reached  its  present  height,  that 
many  of  the  men  themselves  think  it  will  come  to 
nothing,  and  still  more  who  had  taken  their  de- 
parture do  not  believe  it  serious  enough  to  go 
back.  On  the  day  after  this  scene  took  phice,  t.  e. 
the  19th,  the  usual  stream  of  sepoys,  natives  of  the 
protected  States,  who  had  got  their  pay,  poured 
across  the  Sutlej,  at  Hurcekee,  on  the  way  to 
their  homes." 

There  appears  also  an  account  of  another 
conversation,  in  those  Papers,  which  took 
place  between  the  Raja  Lai  Sing  and  Bhaee 
Ram  Sing,  one  of  the  principal  officers  and 
advisers  of  the  Lahore  Government,  and 
who  seems  to  have  been  the  only  one  of 
them  in  whom,  from  his  character  and  wis- 
dom, the  slightest  confidence  could  be 
placed.  In  a  letter  from  Lahore,  dated 
the  24th  day  of  November,  the  following 
conversation  was  detailed  :  Bhaee  Ram 
Sing,  addressing  Lai  Sing,  said — 

**  The  English  have  interfered  in  no  affairs  of 
the  Khalsa  ;  what  is  the  wisdom  of  your  making 
(religious)  war  at  the  bidding  of  the  soldiery? 
None  of  the  nobles  have  discovered  the  real 
intentions  of  the  English.  The  Governor  Gene- 
ral's agent,  who  is  a  steady  friend,  has  written 
in  the  plainest  terms,  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment desires  only  friendship  like  that  of  tho  late 
Maharaja  Runjeet  Singh  ;  but  that  if  any  thing 
wrong  is  done  by  the  Sikh  army,  the  rulers  of  the 
kingdom  will  be  held  responsible,  for  rulers  must 
account  for  the  acts  of  their  troops  and  subjects. 
Be  cautious  how  you  march  to  Ilureekee  with  tho 
troops.'  The  Rnjah  said, '  Bhaee  Sahib,  what  can 
I  do  ?  if  I  remain,  the  soldiery  seize  me  by  the 
throat.'  *• 

In  a  word,  the  councils  of  the  durbar  seem 
to  have  been  shifting  from  day  to  day,  and 
no  one  conld  speculate  with  any  degree  of 
confidence  as  to  the  probable  result. 
On  the  9th  of  December/  the  Governor 


General,  thinking  our  relations  with  the 
Punjaub  very  critical,  and  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  take  every  precaution  against 
any  sudden  irruption,  gave  orders  that  the 
division  of  troops  at  Umballah,  consisting  of 
7,500  men,  should  move  towards  the  Sutlej. 
On  December  11,  the  very  day  on  which  the 
Lahore  army  crossed  the  Sutlej,  the  British 
and  Native  troops  of  that  division  were  on 
their  march  from  Umballah  to  the  frontier. 
The  whole  proceedings  of  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral and  the  Commander  in  Chief,  subse- 
quently to  that  day,  as  well  as  before  it,  were 
characterized  by  the  greatestprudence,  skill, 
and  foresight.  From  Umballah  the  troops 
marched  to  a  place  called  Buseean,  where, 
owing  to  the  prudent  precautions  of  the 
Governor  General,  they  found  an  ample 
supply  of  food  and  stores.  It  was  resolved 
that  a  junction  should  be  effected  with  the 
Loodiana  division,  and  that  it  would  be 
better  to  incur  some  risk  at  Loodiana,  ra- 
ther than  forego  the  advantage  of  a  junc- 
tion with  the  Loodiana  division  of  the  army. 
Those  troops  advanced  accordingly  towards 
Perozepore,  and  learned  by  the  way  that 
the  army  of  Lahore,  amounting  to  not  less 
than  60,000  men,  had  crossed  the  river, 
and  were  prepared  to  attack  the  British 
army.  The  expectations  of  the  Governor 
General  were  entirely  justified  by  the  re- 
sult. There  were  in  Perozepore  7,500 
men,  35  heavy  guns  in  position,  and  24 
pieces  of  field  artillery,  in  addition  to  the 
heavy  ordnance.  The  army  of  Lahore 
shrunk  from  the  attack  of  so  formidable  a 
post,  and  Perozepore  was  entirely  safe,  ac- 
cording to  the  anticipations  which  had  been 
entertained  by  the  Governor  General.  Tho 
army  of  Lahore,  not  venturing  to  attack 
Perozepore,  determined  to  give  battle  to 
the  British  forces  on  their  march  from  Um- 
ballah, and  on  the  18th  of  December  made 
a  sudden  attack  on  them.  On  that  day 
the  troops  had  reached  Moodkee,  after 
having  marched  150  miles  by  forced 
marches.  The  men  were  suffering  severely 
from  want  of  water,  and  from  exhaustion, 
and  yet  such  was  their  discipline  and  gal- 
lantry, that  they  repelled  the  whole  of  tho 
attacking  army,  though  greatly  superior  to 
them  in  number,  defeating  a  force  treble 
their  amount,  and  succeeding  in  the  cap- 
ture of  17  of  their  guns.  The  army  of 
Lahore,  thus  repulsed  by  our  forces  advanc- 
ing from  Umballah,  retired  within  very 
foimidablc  entrenchments  at  Perozeshah. 
Those  entrenchments,  consisting  of  strong 
breastworks,  were  in  tho  form  of  a  paral- 
lelogram, of  which  the  opposite  faces  were  a 
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mile,  and  half  a  mile  in  length  respeotiyelj. 
In  the  face  of  those  formidable  works,  pro- 
tected by  150  guns  of  heavy  calibre  and  ex- 
cellent workmanship,  and  defended  by  near 
60,000  men,  the  Governor  General,  and  the 
Commander  in  Chief  determined  to  effect  a 
junction  with  the  division  of  the  army 
which  was  stationed  at  Ferozepore.  The 
troops  advanced  accordingly  within  three 
miles  of  the  enemy's  position,  and  ma- 
noeuvred  on  his  left  flank ;  but  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  having  given  previous  no- 
tice to  Sir  J.  Littler,  made  a  march  to  his 
left,  and  on  the  21st  December  effected  a 
junction  with  the  Ferozepore  division,  which 
thus  gave  an  addition  of  7,500  men.  At 
this  time  there  remained  but  three  hours 
to  sunset.  It  was  resolved,  however,  to 
attack  the  position  of  the  enemy.  My 
gallant  friend  (the  Governor  General)  of- 
fered his  services  as  second  in  command, 
services  which  were  cheerfully  and  prompt- 
ly accepted  by  the  Conunander-in-Chief. 
Determined  not  to  wait  till  next  morning, 
the  instant  they  effected  their  junction 
with  the  division  under  Sir  John  Littler, 
the  conmianders  resolved  to  make  an  attack 
upon  the  entrenched  camp.  The  result, 
Sir,  of  that  attack  proved  the  valour  of  our 
European  and  Indian  forces  in  a  pre-emi- 
nent degree,  and  has  entitled  them  to  the 
wannest  acknowledgments  of  this  House 
and  of  the  country.  The  night  of  the  21  st 
Decomber  was  one  of  the  most  memorable 
in  the  military  annals  of  the  British  Em- 
pire. The  enemy  were  well  defended 
within  strongly  fortified  entrenchmenta— 
their  guns  were  served  with  the  greatest 

firecision,  and  told  on  our  advancing  co- 
umns  with  great  effect.  The  right  of  the 
British  army  was  led  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  whilst  the  left  centre  was  headed 
by  Sir  II.  Ilardinge.  Our  forces  made  an 
attack  on  the  enemy's  camp  during  the 
three  hours  which  as  yet  remained  of  day- 
light; but  they  had  not  sufficient  time  to 
complete  that  victory,  which  was  gloriously 
achieved  on  the  following  day.  The  Bri- 
tish army,  however,  made  good  their  at- 
tack, and  occupied  a  part  of  the  enemy's 
camp.  In  the  middle  of  the  night  the 
camp  took  fire,  and  further  conflict  was  for 
a  time  suspended  in  consequence  ;  but  as 
soon  as  it  had  ceased  the  arrov  of  Lahore 
brought  forward  their  heavy  artillery,  and 
poured  a  most  destructive  fire  upon  our 
troops.  The  details  of  those  occurrences 
have  been  given  with  admirable  clearness  in 
the  despatches  of  both  commanders;  but 
there  hare  been  priTaio  lottera  rocoifed 


which  speak  of  them  with  less  of  formality, 
and  perhaps  give  truer  and  more  faithful 
accounts  of  these  actions  than  the  official 
documents.  Perhaps  the  House  will  ex- 
cuse me  if  I  read  an  extract  from  a  pri- 
vate letter  from  the  Governor  General  to 
a  member  of  his  own  family.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  then  read  as  follows  : — 


"  The  night  of  the  31st  waa  the  most  extraor- 
dinary of  my  life.  I  bivouacked  with  the  men, 
without  food  or  covering,  and  our  nights  are  bitter 
cold.  A  burning  camp  in  our  front,  our  bniTe 
fellows  lying  down  under  a  heavy  cannonade, 
which  continued  during  the  whole  night,  mixed 
with  the  wild  cries  of  the  Sikhs,  our  English  hur- 
rah, the  tramp  of  men,  and  the  groans  of  the 
dying.  In  this  state,  with  a  handful  of  men,  who 
had  carried  the  batteries  the  night  before,  I  re- 
mained till  morning,  taking  very  short  intervals  of 
rest  by  lying  down  with  various  regiments  in  suc- 
cession, to  ascertain  their  temper,  and  revive  their 
spirits." 

My  gallant  Friend,  as  you  see,  spent  that 
eventful  night  passing  from  regiment  to 
regiment,  cheering  the  men  by  his  own  ex- 
ample of  constancy  and  courage — doing  all 
that  human  means  could  do  to  ensure  vic- 
tory to  our  arms.  "  I  found,*'  my  gallant 
Friend  goes  on  to  say — **  I  found  myself 
again  with  my  old  friends  of  the  29th,  olst, 
50th,  and  9th,  all  in  good  heart" — (regi- 
ments with  which  he  had  served  in  tho 
Peninsula) — and  with  them  that  regiment 
which  has  earned  immortal  fame  in  the 
annals  of  the  British  army — Her  Majesty's 
80th  Regiment — 

"  My  answer  to  all  and  every  naan  was,  that  we 
must  fight  it  out,  attick  the  enemy  vigorously  at 
daybreak,  beat  him,  or  die  honourably  in  the  field. 
The  gallant  old  general,  kindhearted,  and  heroically 
brave,  entirely  ooincidod  with  me." 

Let  the  House  observe  how  anxious  my 
gallant  Friend  is  to  do  justice  to  his  com- 
panions in  arms. 

"  During  tho  night  I  occasionally  called  on  our 
brave  English  soldiers  to  puni»h  the  Sikhs  when 
they  came  too  close  and  were  impudent ;  and  vthon 
morning  broke  wo  went  at  it  in  true  English  style. 
Gough  was  on  the  right.  I  phiccd  myself,  and 
dear  little  Arthur  [his  son]  by  my  side,  in  tho 
centre,  about  thirty  yards  in  front  of  tho  men,  to 
prevent  their  firing,  and  wo  drove  the  enemy  with- 
out a  halt  from  one  extremity  of  the  camp  to  tho 
other,  capturing  thirty  or  forty  guns  as  we  went 
along,  which  fired  at  twenty  pai*cs  from  us,  and 
were  served  obstinately.  The  brave  men  drew  up 
in  an  excellent  line,  and  cheen?d  Gough  and  myself 
as  we  rode  up  the  line,  the  regimental  colours 
lowering  to  me  as  on  parade.  Tlio  mournful  part 
is  tho  heavy  loss  I  have  sojUiaed  in  ray  oflkxrt. 
I  have  bad  ten  aides-de-«aini>  kar$  d»  comhtd^  five 
killed  and  five  woundinl.  The  fire  of  grape  iia« 
ver^-  heavy  from  100  pi<*ce4  of  cannon  :  the  Sikh 
army,  drilled  by  French  ottcera,  and  the  men  the 
nio«i  warlike  ia  India." 
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From  my  affeotionate  regard  for  that  gal- 
lant man,  I  am  proud  to  be  enabled  to  ex- 
hibit him  on  such  a  night  as  that  of  the 
2l8t  of  December — agoing  through  the  camp 
—passing  from  regiment  to  regiment-. 
keeping  up  the  spirits  of  the  men — encou- 
ra^ng  them — ammating  their  ardour — and 
having  lost  ten  aides-de-camp  out  of  twelye 
— ^placing  his  young  son,  a  boy  of  seven- 
teen or  eighteen  years  of  ago,  in  the  front  of 
the  line,  in  order  that  the  British  troops 
might  be  induced  not  to  fire  on  the  enemy, 
but  drive  them  back  by  the  force  of  the 
British  bayonet.  It  was  charaoteristio  of 
the  man  to  read  these  details.  He  had 
two  sons  present,  one  of  whom  was  a  ci- 
vilian, and  the  other  in  the  army.  On  the 
night  of  the  21st,  he  sent  the  civihan  to 
the  rear  of  the  army,  saying  that  his  pre- 
sence disturbed  him,  and  that  if  he  refused 
to  retire,  he  would  send  him  away  in  arrest 
a  prisoner;  but  the  presence,  he  said,  of 
his  younger  son,  an  officer,  whose  duty 
called  him  to  thfi  field,  only  made  the  father 
more  desperately  resolute  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty.  On  the  22nd,  after  the  battle 
was  over,  he  took  his  eldest  son,  when 
visiting  the  sepoys  and  the  wounded,  and 
he  showed  them  a  Governor  General  of 
India  who  had  lost  his  hand,  and  the  son 
of  a  Governor  General  who  had  lost  his  foot, 
and  endeavoured  to  console  them  in  their 
sufferings  by  proving  to  them  that  men  in 
the  highest  rank  were  exposed  to  the  same 
casualties  as  themselves. 

As  I  before  observed,  the  accounts  of  all 
the  military  operations  are  given  with  ad- 
mirable clearness  in  the  despatches  laid 
before  the  House.  They  must  have  been 
read  with  such  attention  by  every  Member 
of  the  House,  that  I  will  not  weaken  their 
effect  by  minute  reference  to  military 
details.  The  pride  and  satisfaction  we 
must  all  derive  from  those  gallant  exploits 
are  no  doubt  counterbalanced  by  deep 
regret  for  the  loss  of  so  many  men  of  the 
highest  distinction  and  promise.  We  have 
had  the  misfortune^the  great  misfortune 
—-of  losing  that  gallant  officer  who  on 
former  occasions  has  so  frequently  distin- 
guished himself — Sir  Robert  Sale.  He, 
Sir,  has  closed  a  long  career  of  glory  by 
that  death  to  which  I  believe  he  himself 
looked  forward  and  which  he  coveted— -that 
death  in  the  field  which  entitles  me  to  say 
that,  even  in  his  own  estimation,  he  was 
**felixeHarnopportunitate mortis,^ ^  Sir,  I 
do  hope  that  this  House  will  on  no  distant 
day  mark  their  esteem  and  respect  for  the 
memory  of  Sir  Robert  Sale  by  humbly 


representing  to  Her  Majesty  their  unani* 
mous  wish  that  She  may  be  pleased  to 
record  the  gratitude  of  the  country  by  the 
erection  of  a  momunent  to  Sir  Robert 
Sale. 

We  have,  Sir,  also,  to  deplore  the  loss 
of  Sir  J.  M^Caskill,  to  whom  a  brief  but 
touching  testimony  of  approbation  is  borne 
in  the  despatch  of  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
as  well  as  of  one  of  the  most  eminent  men 
in  the  civil  and  military  services  of  India 
— Major  Broadfoot.  In  that  gentleman 
the  highest  confidence  was  placed  by  every 
one  who  came  in  contact  with  him.  He 
obtained  the  applause  of  every  civil  and 
military  authority  in  the  country,  and 
his  prudence  and  skill  as  a  civilian  were 
only  equalled  by  his  ardour  and  bravery  in 
the  field.  He  was,  I  believe,  the  last  of 
three  brothers,  all  of  whom  have  died  in 
the  service  of  their  country  on  the  field  of 
battle.  Major  Broadfoot  was  present  with 
Sir  R.  Sale  during  the  siege  of  Jellalabad, 
and  took  a  most  conspicuous  part  in  its 
defence.  It  is  mournful,  Sir,  that  we 
shotdd  have  to  deplore  the  loss  in  the  same 
conflict  of  two  gallant  men  so  devoted  to 
their  country's  service  as  Sir  R.  Sale  and 
Major  Broadfoot. 

I  shall  not  refer  by  name  to  officers 
of  lower  rank  who  have  fallen  in  this  con« 
flict;  for  where  all  were  so  distinguished, 
it  must  be  invidious  to  particulariie ;  but 
whatever  their  rank,  I  can  assure  their  sur- 
viving relatives  that  their  country  will  do 
justice  to  their  memory*  I  hope  the  thanks 
of  the  House  mil  be  conveyed  to  all  the 
men  of  every  regiment  engaged  in  this 
brilliant  exploit,  without  exception.  If 
there  were  occasions  on  which  the  re- 
putation for  valour  of  some  .regiments 
may  appear  not  to  have  been  upheld, 
considering  their  fonner  services  —  their 
known  gallantry — their  severe  losses — 
the  remembrance  of  one  moment's  de* 
fault  is  altogether  obliterated  by  the  re- 
collection of  their  former  eminent  conduct, 
and  of  the  services  they  rendered  on  that 
very  day.  I  am  quite  certain.  Sir,  that 
the  men  of  Her  Majesty's  62nd  Regiment, 
of  the  14th  Native  Infantry,  and  the  other 
gallant  Native  regiment  on  the  flank  of  Her 
Majesty's  62nd  Regiment,  will  not  suffer 
in  the  estimation  of  the  country;  that  the 
willing  thanks  of  this  House  will  be  given, 
without  exception,  to  aU  the  regiments  en- 
gaged in  this  action. 

I  hope.  Sir,  there  will  be  an  unanimous 
acquiescence  in  this  vote  of  thanks  to  the 
European  and  Indian  army.     I  trust  I 
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faavo  said  nothing  that  can  provoko  discus- 
fiion  or  dissent  in  any  quarter  of  the  House. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Resolution  to  which 
any  man — whaterer  may  be  his  opinions 
as  to  the  policy  of  the  Governor  General — 
can  object.     Let  us  on  this  occasion  keep 
political  and  party  differences  altogether 
in  the  background.     Let  us  all,  without 
any  division  of  political  party,  concur  in 
bearing  testimony  to  the  brilliant  services 
of  men  so  worthy  of  the  name  of  Englbh* 
men.     There   never  has   been   a  greater 
example   of    extreme    forbearance,    strict 
justice,  and  a  resolve  to  resist  all  the  temp- 
tations to  which  the  army  was  exposed — 
there  never    was   a   greater   combination 
of  those  high  qualities  with  the  most  bril- 
liant talent  and  valour  in  defence  of  the 
British  empire  in  India.     The  gallantry  of 
those  who  fell  in  that  conflict  will  not  be 
without  its   fruits.     Their  lives   will   not 
have  been  sacrificed  in  vain.     The  remem- 
brance of  their  conduct  constitutes  one  of 
the  brightest  possessions — one  of  the  great 
defences  of  this  country.     When  we  reflect 
what  can   be  effected  by  discipline   and 
valour,   such   as   was   manifested  by   our 
countrymen  on  these  memorable  days,  we 
feel  that  in  a  just  cause  our  country  must 
bo  victorious.     The  memory  of  those  men 
who  have  fallen  through  their  devotion  to 
their  country  will  long  serve  to  animate 
the  British  army.     It  will  make  us  proud 
of  that  name  which  we  bear,  and  encou- 
rage us,  if  need  be,  to  emulate  their  heroic 
exertions,  and  exhibit  equal  devotion,  equal 
perseverance,  equal  courage,  in  the  cause 
of  our  common  country.     [  €hre<st  and  en- 
thusiastic cheering  greeted  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  from  all  sides  of  the  House  in  the 
progress,  and  at   the  conclusion,    of  his 
speech,]    He  moved  the  first  of  the  follow- 
ing series  of  Resolutions  : — 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  giycn  to  the 
Right  honourable  Lieutenant  General  Sir  Henry 
Hardinge,  Governor  General  of  India,  Knight 
Grand  Cross  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath,  for 
the  energy  and  ability  with  which  he  directed 
the  military  means  at  his  disposal,  to  the  re- 
pelling of  the  unprovoked  invasion  by  the  Sikh 
army  of  the  dominions  of  the  British  Government, 
and  of  the  Protected  States  upon  the  left  bank  of 
the  Sutlej ;  and  also,  for  the  firmness  and  gallan- 
try with  which  he  directed  the  operations  of  that 
portion  of  the  army  under  his  immediate  com- 
mand, in  the  afternoon  and  night  of  December 
21st,  1845,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  22nd,  upon 
which  occasion  the  enemy's  defences  were  carried 
by  storm,  the  greater  part  of  their  artillery  cap- 
tured, and  their  subsequent  attempts  to  regain 
what  they  had  lost  repeatedly  defeated. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
General  Sir  Hugh  Gough,  Baronet,  Knight  Grand 


Cross  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath,  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Forces  in  the  East  Indies,  for  the  dis- 
tinguished valour  with  which  he  directed  and  led 
the  several  attacks  upon  the  enemy,  and  for  the 
eminent  services  rendered  by  him  in  the  battles  of 
the  18th,  21st,  and  22nd  of  December,  1845,  dis- 
playing, as  he  did,  in  conjunction  with  the  Governor 
General,  a  brilliant  example  to  the  troops,  of 
perseverance  and  courage  in  critical  circumstances, 
and  of  irresistible  ardour  in  the  several  attacks 
made  upon  the  enemy. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
Major  General  Sir  Henry  George  Smith,  Knifi'ht 
Commander  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath,  to  Major 
General  Walter  Raleigh  Gilbert,  and  to  Major 
General  Sir  John  Hunter  Littler,  Knight  Com- 
mander of  the  Order  of  the  Bath,  and  to  the  several 
Officers,  European  and  Native,  under  their  com- 
mand, for  the  eminent  services  rendered  by  them 
in  the  recent  arduous  and  successful  operations. 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  the 
Non-Commissioned  Officers  and  Private  Soldiers, 
European  and  Native,  for  the  perseverance  and 
fortitude  maintained  by  them  at  Moodkce  on  the 
18th  of  December,  1845,  and  for  the  daring  valour 
with  which  they  forced  the  enemy's  entrenchments 
at  Ferozeshah  on  the  21st  and  22nd  of  December^ 
captured  most  of  his  guns,  and  finally  compelled 
the  Sikh  Army,  of  greatly  sujArior  numbers,  to 
retire  within  their  own  fix)ntier. 

"  That  this  Resolution  bo  signified  to  them  by 
the  Commanders  of  the  several  Corps." 

'  "  Ordered — That  the  said  Resolutions  be  trans- 
mitted by  Mr.  Speaker  to  the  Governor  General  of 
India,  and  that  he  be  requested  to  communicate 
the  same  to  the  several  Officers  referred  to 
therein." 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said:  Agreeing 
entirely  as  I  do  in  the  Resolutions  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  move, 
I  trust  he  will  allow  me  the  gratification 
of  seconding  the  Motion.  I  participate  in 
the  feelings  he  has  expressed  on  hehalf  of 
the  House,  and  I  trust  with  him  that  it 
will  come  to  an  unanimous  decision,  that 
we  may  offer  a  tribute  to  the  valour  of 
those  who  have  fought  for  this  country  in 
India,  which  may  he  a  source  of  pride  to 
the  survivors  of  these  bloody  engagements, 
and  some  consolation  to  the  aiflictod  rela- 
tives of  those  who  have  fallen.  With  re- 
spect to  the  former  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  I  do  not  intend  to 
follow  him  fardier  than  to  say  this ;  I  feel 
assured  that  when  Sir  H.  Hardinge  ac- 
cepted the  post  of  Governor  General  of 
India,  when  he  abandoned  an  honourable 
position  in  the  Councils  of  his  Sovereign, 
when  he  left  the  enjoyments  of  his  happy 
home,  he  did  so  from  the  highest  and  most 
patriotic  motives.  With  respect  to  the 
policy  which  Sir  H.  Hardinge,  as  Governor 
General,  has  pursued  as  to  the  Punjaub,  it 
is  highly  interesting  to  hear  the  statement 
of  that  policy  w^hich  has  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     But  as  I  am  im- 
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perfectly  informed  upon  that  subject,  the 
Papers  having  been  but  recently  deliver- 
ed, and  they  giving  not  a  full  account  of 
that  policy  ;  and  as  these  Resolutions  con- 
tain, besides,  nothing  that  pledges  the 
House  in  any  manner  respecting  that  po- 
licy, I  think  it  will  be  more  fitting  and  be- 
coming my  position  not  to  presume  to 
offer  any  opinion  whatever  on  this  subject. 
This  I  know,  if  the  utmost  forbearance  has 
been  shown,  as  forbearance  has  been  shown 
on  this  occasion,  then  we  are  free  from  the 
imputation  of  wanton  aggression ;  more 
especially  is  this  the  case,  when  we  consi- 
der the  character  of  Sir  H.  Hardinge  ;  a 
man  whose  military  fame  was  already 
established,  placed  in  command  of  an  im- 
mense  army,  where  his  predecessor  had 
distinguished  himself  by  conquest,  there 
was  a  wish  and  desire  on  his  part  to  con- 
fine himself  as.  far  as  possible  to  the  terri- 
tory already  acquired,  and  to  give  no 
cause  for  the  interruption  of  friendly  rela- 
tions with  any  of  the  neighbouring  States. 
This  is  a  feeling  and  a  policy  highly  ho- 
noiu*able  to  the  Governor  General,  though 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  that  policy  of  for- 
bearance has  exposed  the  British  army,  in 
very  disproportionate  numbers,  to  the  at- 
tack of  the  army  of  Lahore.  When  the 
action  took  place  at  Moodkee,  I  believe 
there  were  not  more  than  12,500  or  13,000 
men  altogether  to  encounter  the  attack  of 
a  force  amounting  to  not  less  than  three 
times  that  number.  But  the  spirit  of  the 
Governor  General  and  the  spirit  of  the 
troops  he  commanded,  far  from  quailing  at 
the  sight  of  his  superior  force,  oidy  kindled 
into  greater  determination.  There  was 
not  a  man  amongst  them,  who  on  that  day 
I  will  venture  to  say  **  wished  for  more 
men  from  England!  *  In  the  subsequent 
battle  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
described,  and  with  respect  to  which  he 
has  given  so  affecting  an  account  from  a 
letter  of  the  Governor  General,  1  must 
say  I  follow  with  delight  the  triumph  of 
our  arms  on  that  occasion.  I  see  that,  on 
this  occasion,  as  on  so  many  others,  it  is  no 
advantage  gained  by  our  greater  civiliza- 
tion, or  by  the  superior  number  of  troops 
brought  into  the  field,  for  great  indeed 
was  our  inferiority  in  that  respect,  and 
vast  the  superiority  of  the  artillery  of  the 
enemy's  force  ;  but  the  advantage  was 
gained  by  the  British  army,  directed  by 
skill  and  determination,  and  by  the  soldiers 
of  the  Indian  and  native  forces,  who  have 
been  most  faithful  and  courageous.  By 
that  army  was  the  victory  achieved  ;  and 


the  gallant  men  who  led  it  could  have  had 
no  cause  for  hesitation  or  distrust,  either 
in  themselves  or  the  companions  with 
whom  they  were  associated.  Sir  H.  Gough 
could  not  but  recollect  the  brilliant  conduct 
of  Sir  H.  Hardinge  at  the  battle  of  Al- 
buera  ;  and  Sir  H.  Hardinge  could  not  but 
remember  at  the  no  less  bloody  battle  of 
Barossa,  the  most  distinguished  behaviour 
of  Sir  Hugh  Gough.  They  must  then 
have  had  the  utmost  confidence  in  each 
other,  as  well  as  in  themselves,  when  they 
led  their  gallant  men  to  victory.  Sir,  I 
was  glad  to  hear  the  allusion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  to  the  62d  Regi- 
ment. I  am  induced  to  believe  that  that 
regiment  could  not  have  retired  from  any 
cause  but  the  great  cai-nage  that  had 
taken  place  in  its  ranks,  rendering  its 
strength  unequal  to  the  task  that  had  been 
assigned  it ;  I  feel  confident  that,  like  the 
other  regiments  of  the  British  army,  if  it 
shall  be  entrusted  with  a  task  to  which  its 
power  is  equal,  it  will  be  seen  maintaining 
the  high  character  which  it  has  in  former 
days  acquired.  I  likewise  rejoice  to  hear 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  to 
propose  an  address  from  this  House  to 
Her  Majesty,  enabling  Her  Majesty  to 
cause  a  monument  to  be  erected  to  the 
memory  of  Sir  R.  Sale.  That  gallant 
officer,  after  the  distinction  he  had  acquir- 
ed, could  wish  for  no  more  glorious  death 
than  a  death  on  the  field  of  battle.  But  it 
would  indeed  be  unworthy  of  us,  if  we  did 
not  show  that  we  appreciate,  and  most 
fully  appreciate,  the  devotion  he  has  exhi- 
bited, not  only  formerly  at  Jellalabad,  but 
in  his  anxiety  to  return  to  India  afterwards  to 
take  part  in  the  military  operations  there. 
With  these  feelings,  therefore,  I  ask 
for  the  honour  of  seconding  the  Motion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  proposed ; 
and  I  trust,  as  I  have  already  said,  that 
our  decision  will  be  unanimous,  and  that 
we  shall  show  that  the  qualities  these 
brave  and  gallant  men  have  exhibited,  the 
dangers  they  have  confronted,  and  the 
victory  they  have  achieved,  have  met  with 
a  response  in  the  gi*atitude  of  an  English 
House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  HUME  concurred  entirely  in  the 
Vote  ;  but  he  was  anxious  to  make  a  few 
observations,  because  it  had  been  stated 
elsewhere  that  the  Commander-in-Chief 
had  been  surprised,  and  that,  in  conse- 
quence the  victory  was  gained  with  a 
greater  loss  to  the  army  than  might  have 
occurred.  He  believed  that  great  caution 
had  been  displayed,  by  the  Governor  Gene- 
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ral;  and  he  attributed  that  caution  to  the 
probability  of  the  Sikhs  becoming  the  ag- 
gressors. Not  even  those  on  the  spot, 
and  those  to  whom  the  most  aocurate  in> 
formation  was  available,  had  any  expecta- 
tion of  the  oocurrenee  of  events  by  which 
recently  all  and  every  one  had  been  startled, 
lie  had  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  a 
letter  from  a  political  agent  employed  by 
the  Qovemment,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that,  notwithstanding  the  perplexing  events 
and  rumours  of  what  was  occurring  in  the 
durbar  at  Lahore,  it  was  not  believed  that 
the  aggression  would  so  soon  and  so  de- 
cidedly be  made.  It  was  a  very  natural 
explanation  of  Sir  Henry  Hardinge^s  un- 
willingness to  advance  his  forces,  to  say 
that  he  feared  that  by  such  a  course  he 
might  give  grounds  for  an  attack  by  first 
having  given  offence  to  the  enemy,  and 
not  a  less  natural  and  not  less  convincing 
explanation  was  that  offered  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  If  hon.  Members  took  the 
map  of  India  and  studied  the  locality  in 
which  the  events  in  question  had  occurred 
— ^if  they  made  themselves  familiar  with 
the  situation,  the  novel  situation,  in  which 
the  English  commanders  had  been  placed, 
they  would  see  that  it  had  been  a  matter 
of  utter  impossibility,  by  any  skill  or  any 
mancBUvres,  to  concentrate  the  necessary 
forces  in  the  position  in  which,  if  concen- 
trated, they  could  act  with  the  most  effect. 
Looking  to  the  fact  that  there  were  no 
fords  at  Roopur  to  which  the  British  had 
access,  that  there  was  the  chance  of  Loo- 
diana  being  attacked,  and  no  stations 
within  the  distance  of  seventy  miles,  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  did  not  think  it  possible  that 
there  could  have  been  a  better  position 
than  that  taken  up  at  UmbaUah.  The 
troops  that  marched  from  Umballah  were 
able,  in  any  part  of  the  country  between 
Loodiana  and  Ferozopore,  to  give  their 
services.  He  deplored  as  much  as  any 
man  the  disasters  attendant  on  war,  and 
he  should  regret  if  there  had  been,  in  the 
present  case,  any  unnecessary  sacrifice  of 
human  life  ;  but  there  were  circumstances 
when  war  was  unavoidable—when  entering 
upon  it  was  commendable;  and,  taking 
into  consideration  the  events  which  pre- 
ceded the  late  contest,  the  two  attacks 
made  in  the  winters  of  1843  and  1844, 
when  threats  of  hostility,  partially  carried 
into  effect,  had  been  made  to  the  Gover- 
nor General — there  was,  in  his  (Mr.  Himie's) 
opmion,  nothing  to  deplore  in  the  motives 
which  actuated  the  Governor  General  in 
entering  upon  the  war.    He  trusted  l^hat 


the  vote  of  thanks  would  be  no  less  cor- 
dially than  unanimously  passed ;  and,  while 
giving  it,  it  would  be  weil  to  recollect  the 
necessity  and  the  justice  of  making  every 
consideration  for  the  families  of  those  who 
had  so  gloriously  fallen.  Soldiers,  as  all 
knew,  were  generally  not  affluent  men; 
and  when  the  support  which  their  exer- 
tions gave  to  their  families  was  taken 
SLway,  great  misery  and  misfortune  ensued. 
The  humblest  had,  none  could  doubt,  done 
their  duty  as  well  and  as  nobly  as  had  the 
bravest ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  extend  its  patronage  to  the 
promoting  of  the  welfare  of  those  who  had 
been  bereaved  by  their  sacrifices  for  the 
country.  The  House  would  rejoice  in  re- 
cording the  distinguished  services  of  Sir 
Robert  Sale  in  a  suitable  manner,  and 
would  not  feel  less  gratification  in  the 
acknowledgment  of  the  abilities  and  valour 
of  the  other  distinguished  officers ;  but  let 
the  House  bear  in  mind  that  all  who  fell 
were  equally  worthy,  and  that,  proportion- 
ably,  aU  had  equal  claims  on  the  gratitude 
of  their  countrymen.  He  also  trusted,  that 
the  time  was  not  distant  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  enabled  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  correspondence  that 
took  place  between  the  seat  of  GoverU'- 
ment  in  India,  and  our  different  allies  and 
enemies  during  the  last  three  or  four  years 
— ^not  that  it  could  affect  what  had  now 
taken  place,  but  that  they  might  in  future 
have  the  means  of  arriving  at  something 
like  a  just  conclusion  as  to  the  policy  pur- 
sued on  different  occasions  by  the  Gover- 
nors General. 

SiH  R.  H.  INGLIS  also  wished  to  take 
his  share  in  paying  a  humble  and  heartfelt 
tribute  for  the  great  and  eminent  services 
which  the  Indian  army  had  accomplished. 
At  the  same  time  he  desired  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  some  expressions  which  had 
been  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Hume),  to  recall  to  his  recoDec- 
tion,  and  to  that  of  the  House,  certain 
passages  in  the  despatch  of  Sir  H.  Har- 
dinge,  and  in  his  proclamation,  to  wliich 
hitherto  no  allusion  had  been  made.  "  Let 
us,''  said  the  hon.  Member,  '*  not  thank 
the  officers  and  army  alone ;  let  us  imitate 
Sir  IL  Hardinge  himself,  who,  in  his  des- 
patch to  the  President  and  Council  an- 
nouncing the  victory,  in  the  most  solemn 
manner,  desired  England  and  India  to  re- 
collect by  whom  that  victory  was  achieved; 
that  it  was  not  in  the  strength  of  his  own 
arm  he  had  been  saved,  but  *^  it  was  thine 
arm,  and  thy  right  hand,  and  the  light  of 
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thy  countenance,  because  thou  hacUt  favour 
unto  U8.''  He  aocuaed  no  man  of  forget- 
ting or  overlooking  this  ;  but  he  desired 
that  the  House  might  take  advantage  of 
tiie  expressions  of  Sir  H.  Hardinge  him- 
self, to  recognise  Him  who  was  the  giver  of 
all  victory,  and,  while  they  thanked  the  in- 
strument, not  to  forget  Him  from  whom 
alone  victory  came.  He  would  also  say  a 
word  on  the  conduct  of  Sir  Henry  Har- 
dinge. The  only  objection  which  had  been 
urged  against  the  policy  of  Sir  Henry  Har- 
dinge was,  that  he  did  not  anticipate  the 
outbreak  of  the  Sikh  army.  For  his  part, 
he  would  rather  that  Sir  H.  Hardinge  had 
been  taken  by  surprise  in  a  defensive  war, 
than  to  have  precipitated  himself,  and  wan- 
tonly, into  a  war  of  aggression.  The  ut- 
most offence  Sir  H.  Hardinge  had  been 
guilty  of  was,  that  he  himself,  a  soldier  of 
the  highest  character,  and  requiring  no  ad- 
ditionaJ  feat  of  arms  to  raise  him  in  the 
esteem  of  his  country,  cotdd  not  believe 
that,  unconscious  as  he  was  of  any  hostile 
intention  on  the  part  of  others,  he  should 
be  unprovokedly  attacked.  The  chief  con- 
solation that  he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  derived 
from  a  survey  of  the  Papers  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  was,  that  in  the  state  of  utter 
demoralization  in  which  the  court  and 
camp  of  Lahore  appeared  to  have  been 
placed,  it  was  not  very  probable  that  any 
more  serious  war  than  that  which  he  hoped 
had  now  terminated,  wotdd  be  likely  to  re- 
vive. He  believed  that  the  annals  of  even 
the  Roman  Empire,  in  its  latter  days, 
could  produce  no  sensuality  more  debasing 
and  degrading  than  that  which  seemed  to 
have  reigned  in  the  camp  of  Lahore.  And 
when  he  found  how  intoxicated  they  had 
been,  and  how,  defeated  whilst  under  that 
intoxication,  they  had  been  sent  back  to 
their  own  country,  he  entertained  a  hope 
that  the  success  of  our  arms  would  be  com- 
plete, and  lead  to  the  restoration  of  tran- 
quillity. If  there  were  any  thing  that 
struck  him  more  than  another  in  the  des- 
patches of  Sir  Hen^y  Hardinge  and  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  it  was  the  plain  Eng- 
lish soldierlike  statements  of  all  that  took 
place.  He  hardly  liked  to  allude  to  the 
composition  of  any  other  man ;  but  he 
would  say  that  Sir  Henry  Hardinge,  him- 
self a  great  general,  had  rather  conde- 
scended to  follow  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
and  not  attempted  to  imitate  any  foreign 
commander.  The  hon.  Baronet  concluded 
by  observing  that  such  testimony  as  that 
which  had  been  offered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Qovemment 


t»  the  Indian  army,  supported  as  it  was 
by  each  side  of  the  House,  was  most  com- 
plete, and  he  cordially  agreed  in  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Mb.  HOGG  hoped  that  the  situation  he 
had  the  honour  to  hold  in  the  service  of  the 
East  India  Company,  would  be  deemed  an 
adequate  excuse  for  his  venturing  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  after  the  eloquent  and 
well-merited  eulogies  on  our  troops  and 
their  commanders,  that  had  been  pro- 
noimced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
noble  Lord.  Eventful  as  India  had  been 
in  desperate  struggles,  the  conflicts  of  the 
18th,  21st,  and  22nd  December  were,  per- 
haps, the  severest  we  had  ever  been  en- 
gaged in.  Never  before  had  we  encoun- 
tered an  enemy  so  brave  and  so  resolute; 
and  the  frightful  carnage  on  both  sides, 
marked  the  desperation  of  the  conflict. 
The  Sikhs  had  well-founded  confidence  in 
their  valour  and  their  numbers  ;  and  that 
confidence  was  increased  by  the  strength 
of  their  position,  and  the  overwhelming 
force  of  their  artillery.  The  British  troops 
did  not  amount  to  one-third  the  number 
of  the  Sikhs,  although  the  combined  move- 
ment for  the  concentration  of  our  forces 
had  been  planned  with  the  greatest  skiU, 
and  executed  with  the  most  eminent  suc- 
cess ;  and  every  soldier  from  Umballah, 
and  all  the  stations  in  advance,  was  in  the 
ranks.  Our  inferiority  in  artillery  was  still 
greater,  and  when  assailing  a  fortified 
camp,  more  appalling.  We  had  little  more 
than  half  their  number  of  guns,  chiefly  six- 
pounders,  and  scarcely  any  of  them  ex- 
ceeding nine-pounders  ;  while  the  enemy 
had  upwards  of  100  guns,  and,  as  Sir  Hugh 
Gough  stated,  "  forty  of  them  of  battering 
calibre."  The  Sikhs  defended  their  posi- 
tion with  desperate  courage,  while  our 
troops  advanced  in  the  face  of  a  stonn  of 
shot  and  shell,  that  literally  mowed  down 
their  ranks  ;  still  they  advanced  with  un- 
flinching steadiness  till  they  assailed  and 
gained  the  intrenched  camp  of  the  Sikhs, 
capturing  their  guns  and  munitions  of  war, 
and  accomplishing  every  object  which  Sir 
Henry  Hardinge  and  Sir  Hugh  Gough  had 
in  view.  Our  loss  was  great ;  but  in  a 
conflict  so  desperate  and  unequal,  how 
could  it  be  otherwise  ?  Most  truly  did  he 
(Mr.  Hogg)  sympathize  in  the  feelings  of 
regret,  and  the  tribute  of  admiration,  so 
elegantly  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. He  was  truly  gratified  to  hear  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  Government  to  re- 
cord the  nation's  gratitude,  by  erecting  a 
monument  to  the  memory  of  that  distin- 
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ho  remember  what  fell  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  on  the  occasion  of  a  farewell  en- 
tertainment given  to  him  by  the  Court  of 
Directors,  before   his    quitting  England. 
He  adverted  to  his  military  life,  and  said 
with  great  simplicity,  but  in  a  touching 
manner,  "I  am  a  soldier,  and  have  seen 
and  known  the  risks  and  vicissitudes  of 
war ;  but  believe  me,  that  therein  you  have 
the  guarantee  that  I  am  a  lover  and  shall 
be  a  maintainor  of  peace  ;**  and  most  truly, 
and  honourably,  had  Sir  H.  Hardinge  acted 
up  to  hb  professions.     It  would  be  easy  to 
pursue  still  further  the  observations  mado 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Hume),  with  regard  to  the  nature  of  our 
frontier — that  frontier  a  river  abounding 
in  ferries  and  fords,  with  only  two  mili- 
tary  posts,  distant  from  each  other  nearly 
eighty    miWs ;   the   intermediate  country 
in  the  possession  of  the  Lahore  Govern- 
ntent»  or  its  femlatoriee,  commanding  both 
banks  of  the  river,  with  its  ferries  and 
funis — tho  British  Government  having  no 
military  possession  of  it,  and  no  right  to 
laud  troons  there.     Wo  talked  familiarly 
of  ''  tho  left  bank  **  of  the  Sutlej,  and  of 
**our  bank**  of  tho  Sutlej.     We  had  no 
bank,  and  no  territory  within  100  miles  of 
tho  bank.     With  the  exception  of  a  few 
»|HH*ks,  tho  whole  territory  between  the 
Sutlej  and  Jumna,  comorising  an  area  of 
about  20,(KK>  square  miles,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  nearly  2,000,000,  was  entirely 
Sikh.    It  was  true  that  manv  of  the  States 
woiv  nominally  under  our  protection ;  but 
tho  whido  |H>pulation  was  Sikh  in  religious 
tWIinj^d,  and  predilections,  and  looked  to  the 
GoYornmout  of  Lahore  as  their  head.     In 
that  vant  torritorr,  we  had  not  a  bit  of 
Umd  an  big  as  that  Table,  in  advance  of 
rmballah.   In  1S01>.  a  Treaty  was  entered 
into  ikith  Kunjoet  Sing,  whereby  many  of 
tho  Sikh  StatoH  on   the  left  bank  of  the 
Sutloj  wore  dtH*laretl  to  bo  under  British 
piH>ttH*tion,  while  tho  others  remained  under 
tho  pi\»t«H*tion  of  Laliore.     The  object  of 
that  Tivatv  was  to  arrest  the  progress  of 
Uui^jovt  Sing,  who  was  bound  thereby  to 
lo^jKH't  tho  riv[hts  of  tlio  States  on  the  left 
liauk>«  of  tho  Sutlej.     Our  protection  was 
iiioH^lv  nominal.     We  abstained  from  all 
iutorlotviioo,  and  did  not  oven  exact  any  tri- 
Imto,     In  tho  Trinity,  then*  was  no  list  of 
I  ho    SliUoa  roMiHVtively  under   Sikh  and 
llntiih  pn»lootioii }   and  matters  remained 
III  tliia  vague   and   undofintNl  state  until 
L'^Llii,   wlioii  Uuig««ot  Sing  laid  claim  to 
loit>  aovon  |H«tty  States.     No  fresh  treaty 
was  thon  made)  but  after  some  correspond* 
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ence  the  whole  of  these  States,  except 
three,  were  conceded  to  him ;   and  from 
that  time,  his  influence  on  the  left  hank  of 
the  Indus  was  almost  supreme,  and  his 
control  over  both  the  banks  of  the  river, 
and  over  all  the  ferries  and  fords,  was  com- 
plete.    It  was  now  needless  to  discuss 
whether  such  concession  was  politic,  or 
not.     But  such  was  the  fact,  and  neither 
the  present  nor  the  late  Government  of 
India  was  responsible  for  the  results.     In 
1809,  when  the  Treaty  with  Runjeet  Sing 
was  entered  into,  we  had  no  British  post 
within  the  Sikh  States,  except  Loudianah. 
In  1835,  Ferozepore  lapsed  to  us  bj  failure 
of  heirs :    the   Government  at  that  time 
considered  the  expediency  of  constructing 
new  works  there,  but  abstiuned  from  doing 
so,  fearing  that  it  might  give  umbrage  to 
the  Lahore  Government.     At  that  time, 
the  nearest   military  post  to    Loudianah 
was  Khumaul,   distant  about  140  miles. 
During  the  lifetime  of  Runjeet  Sing,  no 
danger  arose  from  this  strange  and  ano- 
malous state  of  our  frontier.     But  on  the 
death  of  that  remarkable  man  in  1839,  it 
became  obvious  that  measures  must  even- 
tually be  adopted  for  the   protection  of 
British  interests  in  that  quarter.  We  were, 
however,  at  that  time  in  possession  of  Aff- 
ghanistan,  and  our  position  in  the  rear  of  the 
Sikhs  was  strong,  commanding  the  Funjaub, 
and  rendering  unnecessary  the  adoption  of 
any  immediate  measures.  But  when  we  with- 
drew   from    Affghanistan,    the    state    of 
affairs  was  altered,  and  the  necessity  for 
such  measures  became   urgent.     Accord- 
ingly   both    Ferozepore    and    Loudianah 
were  then  strengthened,  and  their  garri- 
sons greatly  increased,  by  order  of  Lord 
Ellonborough,  then  Governor  General.  Fur- 
ther and  more  important  measures  of  pre- 
caution were  at  the  same  time  adopted. 
Our  reserve  station,  which  had  hitherto 
been  at  Khuruaul,  was  removed  to  Um- 
ballah,  which  had  lapsed  to  the  British 
Government,  and  was  fifty-four  miles  in 
advance  of  Khumaul;    and  two   stations 
were  at  the  same  time  formed  on  the  hills 
for  the  reception  of  two  European  regiments. 
We  had  no  territory  nearer  the  river  than 
UmbaUah,  and  our  reserve  station  could 
not  have  been  placed  more  in  advance. 
But,  he  asked,  would  it  have  been  prudent 
to  have  placed  our  reserve  further  in  ad- 
vance,  if  we  had  had  a  position   at  our 
command  ?     He  concluded  that  it  would 
not.     He  was  not  versed  in  military  tac- 
tics; but  it  was  obvious,  on  inspection  of 
the  map,  that,  by  having  our  reserve  at 


Umballah,  our  forces  could  move  to  the 
relief  either  of  Ferozepore  or  Loodianah; 
which  placies,    be    it   remembered,   were 
eighty   miles    apart.      What,    he   asked, 
would  have  been  the  consequence,  if  the 
reserve  had  been  advanced  near  the  banks 
of  the  river  ?      The  Sikhs  might  have 
crossed  the  river  at  Roopur,  to  the  east  of 
Loudianah — ^might  have  threatened,  if  not 
taken,  Delhi,  before  our  reserve  could  have 
heard  of  the  movement  of  the  enemy.     He 
was  anxious  to  show  that  the  former  Go- 
vernment of  India  were  not  unobservant  of 
the  weakness  of  our  frontier,  and  that  every 
prudent  and  practicable  precaution  had  from 
time  to  time  been  adopted,  as  the  exigency 
required.     What,  it  might  be  asked,  had 
been  done  by  Sir  Henry  Hardinge  to  pre- 
pare for  the  threatened  emergency  ?     His 
measures,  it  was  true,  were  not  trumpeted 
and  blazoned  forth  in  the  papers.     Every 
precaution  he  deemed  necessary  was  exe- 
cuted cautiously  and  noiselessly.     His  ob- 
ject was  gradually  to  strengthen  the  fron- 
tier stations  without  attracting  public  ob- 
servation, or  incurring  the  risk  of  giving 
umbrage  to  the  Government  of  Lahore; 
and  this   he  accomplished  with  consum- 
mate  judgment   and    skill.      He    select- 
ed the  season  of  the  year  when  the  ge- 
neral reliefs  periodically  take  place;  and 
by  a    series   of   orders,   quiet,  judicious, 
and  noiseless,  he  accomplished  most  fully 
the  object  he  had  in  view.     Ferozepore, 
Loudianah,  Umballah,  and  all  the  frontier 
stations   were  greatly  strengthened;  and 
when  he  himself  proceeded  up  the  country, 
there   were  not  less  than  40,000  troops, 
including  upwards  of  10,000  Europeans, 
at   Meerut  and  the  stations  in   advance. 
It  was  impossible  for  those  connected  with 
the  Government  of  India  to  have  viewed 
without  feelings  of  uneasiness,  an  army  close 
to  om*  frontier,  dictating  to  their  comman- 
ders and  the  Government,  and   exacting 
from  the  treasury  whatever  contributions 
they  chose  to  demand.      This  organized 
and    apparently    successful    mutiny   held 
forth  an  alarming  example  to  our  native 
troops,  whose  fidelity  was  assailed  by  the 
most  prodigal  offers,  and  by  every  induce- 
ment that  could  influence  their  religious 
prejudices,  which  operate  with  them  much 
more  strongly  than  their  personal  interests; 
but,  he  thanked  God !  in  vain.   It  was  also 
to  be  borne  in  mind,  that  the  Sikhs  recruit 
their  army  to  a  considerable  extent  from 
our  provinces;  and  doubtless  there  were  in 
their  ranks  numerous  relatives  and  friends 
of  our  sepoys,  whose  fidelity  and  devotion 
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of  the  qnoBiion ;  and  having  heen  teld  in 
1846,  by  the  authors  of  that  measure^  that 
it  was  a  complete  and  signal  failure— ^hat 
the  sliding-seale,  far  from  bebg  a  seale,  as 
then  represented*  which  provided  for  years 
of  searcity  as  regularly  and  as  ezaetly  as 
it  provided  for  years  of  abundance,  was,  on 
the  contrary,  in  the  very  first  year  of  dif- 
ficulty, found  to  be  a  sliding-scale  which 
would  not  slide,  and  Aerefore  must  be 
abandoned — I  say,  that  if  after  that  has 
been  abandoned,  a  new  plan  of  protection 
were  enacted  as  a  permanent  Uw,  and  if 
you  saw  then,  as  you  would  see,  the  Anti- 
Corn-Law  League  reinforced  by  numbers 
who  consider  that  to  be  the  triumphant 
and  successful  side,  the  farmers  would  still 
be  in  a  state  of  uncertainty :  they  would 
be  ignorant  in  what  manner  they  should 
make  bargains  with  thdr  landlord ;  they 
would  be  uncertain  as  to  what  would  be  the 
probable  price  of  com  for  a  number  of 
years ;  and,  instead  of  a  settlement  of  the 
question,  you  would  have  a  renewal  and 
continuance  of  agitation.  Therefore,  for 
my  part,  while  I  regret  Uiat  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire  did 
not,  in  a  fonner  year,  concur  with  me  that 
a  fixed  duty  would  form  the  ground  of  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  I  cannot  say  to 
him,  or  to  any  one  who  is  now  convinced 
that  that  prooosition  would  be  an  effectual 
settlement  of  the  question,  that  I  do  be* 
lieve  that  it  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
agricultural  interest,  or  to  any  other  in- 
terest, that  such  a  proposition  should  now 
be  carried.  Well,  tiien,  I  need  not  notice 
the  proposition  for  the  continuance  of  the 
modified  sliding-scale  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  three  years  longer.  With 
respect  to  the  proposal  for  the  continuance 
of  the  duty  proposed  by  the  Government 
beyond  the  th^e  years,  with  the  view  of 
making  that  a  permanent  arrangement,  I 
think  it  liable  to  the  same  objections  as  a 
fixed  duty.  It  would  continue  the  agita- 
tion from  ibis  time  to  the  general  election, 
and  from  the  general  election  till  some 
time  aftor ;  it  would  be  a  cause  of  dissen- 
sions, heartburnings,  and  discord  between 
the  various  classes  of  the  community,  and 
we  should  not  arrive  at  that  which  is  to  be 
desired-Hk  general  agreement,  or,  if  not 
agreement,  acquiescence  in  the  law  enacted 
by  Parliament  on  the  subject.  I  come 
now  to  the  proposition  at  present  before  the 
House,  brought  forward  by  my  hen.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  who,  con- 
sistently with  all  hn  former  conduct,  now 
propoeea  that  the  duty  on  ooni  skonU  im« 


mediatdy  and  forthwith  cease.  I  must 
say,  that  were  I  to  compare  the  two  pro- 
positions as  being  made  by  two  indepen- 
dent Memban  of  this  House,  I  riiould  con- 
sider the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  both  more  wise  as  an 
abstract  proposition,  and  more  effective  as 
a  practical  measure,  than  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I 
consider  it  so  because,  instead  of  their  being 
now,  as  there  has  been  in  some  years,  rery 
abundant  harvests  and  great  stores  of  com 
on  the  Baltic  and  elsewhere,  which  might, 
by  being  imported  into  this  country,  de- 
press the  price,  it  does  so  happen,  that  at 
the  present  time  those  stores  have  been 
emptied  by  the  great  demand  in  Belgium 
and  other  countries;  and  the  harvest  of 
last  year  was  not  in  quality  so  good  as  to 
make  it  likely  that  any  great  depreci- 
ation of  price  could  be  effected  in  the  pre- 
sent year.  That  being  the  case,  if  the  com 
laws  were  immediately  repealed,  there 
would  be  no  panic  following  that  repeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  and  says 
truly,  tibat  there  has  been  no  panic  follow- 
ing  his  proposition;  yet  his  proposition 
would  let  in  whatever  com  is  likely  to  be 
brought  in  for  the  next  three  or  four  montha 
at  a  duty  of  4f . ;  and  I  cannot  bdieve  Uiat 
a  duty  of  4f .  would  make  the  difierance  of 
panic  or  no  panic;  or,  that  if  there  were  no 
panic  at  the  prospect  of  a  duty  of  4f.,  there 
would  be  a  panic  with  total  repeal.  But 
if  you  had  immediate  repeal,  you  would 
have  this  further  advantage,  that  there 
would  no  longer  be  any  question  on  the 
subject.  The  fsrmers  would  at  once  apply 
their  minds  to  that  which  your  protective 
laws  have  hitherto  prevented  them  f^tmi 
doing,  via.,  to  obtain  from  the  soil  the 
latest  produce  by  means  of  the  utmost 
exertion  of  intelligence ;  by  inquiry,  by 
energy,  and  by  all  that  activity  which  it  is 
the  effect  of  monopoly,  restriction,  and 
protection  to  relax  and  impede.  With  this 
protection,  small  as  it  may  be  considered, 
which  is  established  by  a  slidiiig-scale 
varying  from  lOr.  to  4f.,  I  do  not  think  it 
likely  that  the  same  amount  of  exertion 
will  be  employed  bv  the  farmers  as  if  it 
did  not  exist.  That  protection  will  be 
counted  for  something  for  the  time,  and 
various  speculations  will  be  formed  as  to 
what  will  happen  in  1849— eome  antici- 
pating an  immense  influx  of  fbreign  com 
producing  a  totally  different  stale  of  the 
coontr^,  and  othen  taking  a  different  view, 
and  willing  to  prolong  thia  condition  of 
prolectioni  bopiag  that  teine  flrinre  Parlia* 
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behold  the  country  of  their  birth — ^no  more 
shall  gladden  the  Bight  of  their  friends. 
fiat  those  who  deplore  them  as  a  loss  to 
their  country,  and  those  who  weep  over 
them  as  near  and  dear  to  them  from  the 
ties  of  kindred  and  affection,  hare  this 
consolation — ^they  died  in  a  just  cause — 
they  died  in  the  arms  of  victory — they  shed 
their  blood  in  the  service  of  a  grateful  and 
admiring  country.  The  Governor  General 
has  proved  himself  a  great  and  a  gallant 
leader,  beloved  by  the  soldier,  exposing 
himself  to  every  hardship  and  danger  ;  to 
the  other  officers  he  believed  equal  praise 
was  due.  The  brightest  diamond  might 
be  sullied  by  a  breath :  in  the  greatest  suc- 
cesses some  errors  might  be  observed. 
But  the  House  ought  to  show  at  once 
that  the  Indian  army  had  in  their  opin- 
ion maintained  the  brightness  of  their 
reputation,  and  by  an  unanimous  vote  of 
thanks  show  to  the  world  that  we  had 
every  reason  to  be  thankful  and  proud  of 
the  gallant  actions  they  have  performed. 
For  his  own  part,  he  thanked  his  gallant 
brethren  in  arms  for  their  bravery  and 
fortitude,  and  from  the  inmost  recesses  of 
his  soul  he  congratulated  them  upon  their 
brilliant  achievements. 

Sir  H.  DOUGLAS  said,  it  wasa  happv 
circumstance,  gratifying  to  the  public  feel- 
ingof  the  country,  that  the  victories  for  which 
we  were  about  to  return  thanks  had  been 
the  fruits  of  no  aggressive  act  on  our  part; 
and  it  would  be  consolatory  to  the  grief  of 
the  nation,  and  to  that  of  those  individuals 
more  intimately  concerned,  that  the  tre- 
mendous sacrifice  of  valuable  lives  which 
had  taken  place,  had  not  been  occasioned 
by  any  violation  of  the  rights  and  territories 
of  others,  by  the  British  troops  ;  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  the  forbearance  shown  by 
the  Governor  General  and  the  Commander 
in  Chief  had  been  such,  as  to  have  exposed 
those  gallant  and  eminent  officers  to  the 
charge  of  having  observed  a  policy  in  this 
respect,  which  was  not  consistent  with  the 
rules  and  principles  of  military  science; 
assuming  which,  it  had  been  asserted,  that 
the  British  generals  should  have  moved 
up  with  all  their  force  to  oppose  the  pas- 
sage of  the  river  at  Ferozepoor.  He  (Sir 
H.  Douglas)  need  not  read  to  the  House 
any  of  the  extracts  already  cited,  to  show 
how  resolutely  the  Governor  General  ad- 
hered to  a  pacific,  forbearing,  and  defen- 
sive policy.  In  the  last  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  his  old  and  valued  friend, 
previous  to  his  quitting  Calcutta  for  the 
scene  of  operations,  he  stated  "our  po- 


licy will  be  decidedly  pacific ;  that  if 
there  should  be  any  errors,  they  will  be 
on  the  side  of  honesty  and  forbearance." 
But  he  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  could  show  that 
no  errors  had  been  committed.  Every 
arrangement  was  made  to  move  from  the 
several  points  of  assemblage  to  meet  any 
attack  or  movement  that  might  be  at- 
tempted. Those  points  were  admirably 
chosen  to  cover  and  secure  the  north-west 
frontier  of  India  from  any  attack  that 
could  be  made  upon  it ;  and  he  (Sir  H. 
Douglas)  would  show  that  whilst  the  poli- 
tical reasons  and,  as  it  was  understood,  the 
instructions  to  the  Governor  General,  which 
enjoined  him  not  to  assume  any  oifensive 
position  or  attitude  that  might  provoke  ag- 
gression, were  strictly  observed,  he  acted 
most  judiciously,  in  perfect  accordance  with 
the  best  rules  and  principles  of  stratagetical 
and  tactical  science,  in  not  collecting  his 
force  at  Ferozepoor,  where  the  bassage  of 
the  river  was  menaced. 

'*  An  army  attempting  the  passage  of  a  river  has 
the  advantage  of  employing  stratagems,  which 
frequently  lead  the  defending  General  to  make 
too  great  a  dispersion  of  his  force.  To  oc-* 
cupy  every  point  is  to  be  nowhere  strong ;  but 
to  keep  concentrated  in  one  position  upon  the 
point  most  threatened  by  open  demonstrations, 
will  in&Uibly  lead  to  attempts  to  turn  it." 

The  distribution  of  the  troops  was  so  judi- 
cious, that  all  the  principal  points  and  sta- 
tions on  the  north-west  frontier  were  guard- 
ed, and  all  capable  of  supporting  each 
other.  Kurnal  and  Boorea,  on  the  Jumna, 
which  may  be  considered  the  base  of 
these  operations  ;  Umbala  and  Surhind, 
next  in  advance,  the  former  forty-three,  the 
latter  only  twenty-four  miles  from  Ropur, 
at  the  great  bend  which  the  Sutlej  takes  in 
that  direction  ;  Loodheana,  next  in  ad- 
vance on  the  line  of  operations,  secured  ; 
Busseean  and  Ferozepoor  garrisoned  and 
provisioned  sufficiently  to  resist  a  coup  de 
main,  and  hold  out  until  relieved  and 
supported,  should  the  enemy  attempt  to 
cross  the  river  there  and  attack  it  with 
all  their  force.  Had  the  bulk  of  the 
British  Indian  army  been  concentrated 
near  Ferozepoor,  certainly  the  passage 
of  the  river  there  would  have  been  effec- 
tually prevented  :  it  would  not  have  been 
attempted — the  menace  would  thus  have 
succeeded,  to  uncover  the  north-west  portals 
of  India  to  an  advance  of  the  enemy  through 
the  Jullinder  Doab,  on  Loodheana  and 
Ropur.  The  Sikhs  would,  accordingly, 
have  changed  their  plan  of  operation,  by 
crossing  the  Boas  river,  and  so  turning  the 
right  of  the  British  position  by  a  movement 
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in  force  onPhulour  and  Ropur.  The  British 
armj  must  immediately  have  done  one  of 
two  things^-either  to  move  by  the  right,  to 
prevent  being  turned,  or  to  retire.     To  do 
the  former,  it  must  have  crossed  the  Sutlej 
in  presence  of  the  enemy,  and  so  violate 
their  territory,  before  they  had  attacked 
ours,  moving  only  through  their  own.    The 
only  other  alternative,  and  that  which  more 
certainly  must  have  been  adopted  was,  to  re- 
tire upon  Loodheana.     Thus  the  campaign 
would  have  opened,  not  by  a  brilliant  vic- 
tory on  the  frontier,  repressing,  repelling, 
and  dreadfully  punishing  an  act  of  aggres- 
sion, but  by  the    retreat   of  the   British 
army  from  a  salient  point  which  it  had  im- 
properly occupied  in  fuU  force,  to  fall  back 
upon  points  which  it  ought -not  to  have 
quitted  till  the  enemy's  intentions  should 
have  been  pronounced.  Hardinge  's  position, 
no  doubt,  was  difficult.  No  general,  perhaps, 
was  ever  placed  in  a  more  difficult,  a  more 
responsible  position;  but  he  had  intellectual 
resources,  mental  energies,  military  expe- 
rience,   fully  adequate  to    meet  and  tri- 
umph   over  all   difficulties.      Trained   to 
their  profession  on  the   fields  of  a  pro- 
tracted, righteous,   and    retributive   war, 
under  an  illustrious  Chief,  who,  by  a  singu- 
lar and  peculiar  destiny,  had  decided  the 
fate  of  two  hemispheres  —  India  on  the 
plains  of  Assaye,  and  by  whose  sword  the 
deliverance  of  Europe  from  an  iron  yoke, 
was  ultimately  effected  on  the  plains  of 
Waterloo — the  operations  of  the    British 
Indian  army,  were  conducted  by  the  Go- 
vernor General  and  Commander  in  Chief, 
with  ability,  vigour,  and  energy,  to  victory. 
Having  risen  to  offer  a  few  military  ob- 
servations upon  these  splendid  operations 
and  brilliant  victories,  he  (Sir  H.  Douglas) 
woidd  confine  himself  principally  to  remarks 
of  this   character.      And  now,  adverting 
to  what  had  been  so  ably  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  respecting  the  conduct 
of  a  gallant  regiment  which  suffered  se- 
verely in  the  last  day's   action;  he  (Sir 
Howard  Douglas)  would  offer  some  obser- 
vations, which  he  hoped  might  be  sufficient, 
if  not  altogether  to  remove,  at  least  to  ex- 
plain, and  obliterate    observations   which 
had  been  made,  and  he  regretted  to  say 
published,    containing  a    censure  on   the 
conduct  of  the   62nd  Regiment,    which, 
when   all  the   circumstunces   were  taken 
into  consideration,  would,  he  trusted,  efface 
all  recollection  of  any  wavering  or  falter- 
ing there  might  have  been,  under  a  de- 
structive and  deadly  fire.     The  establish- 
ment of  regiments  in  India  was  a  thousand 


men,  and  they  were  generally  kept  well  up 
to  their  strength  in  the  field.  The  62nd 
Regiment  went  into  action  under  700  bayo- 
nets, and  they  had  21  officers  present. 
When  the  forces  under  Littler,  from  Fero- 
zepoor,  and  those  under  the  Governor 
General  and  Commander  in  Chief  had  form- 
ed a  junction,  one  moving  by  the  right,  the 
other  by  the  left,  they  formed  into  two 
lines,  and  the  attack  on  the  enemy's  en- 
trenched camp  conmienced  immediately 
in  direct  echellon  from  the  left,  by  the 
brigade  to  which  the  62nd  belonged.  Sup- 
ported only  by  the  fire  of  a  few  horse-artil- 
lety  guns,  the  brigade  advanced  against 
the  enemy's  position,  under  a  tremendous 
fire  from  a  very  superior,  well-served 
artillery.  These  light  guns  (6-pounders) 
opened  their  fire  at  1200  yards.  Hon. 
Members  who  were  not  conversant  with 
artillery  practice,  might  not  be  aware  that, 
at  such  a  distance,  that  nature  of  gun 
was  very  inefficient.  As  the  infantry  ad- 
vanced, the  guns  limbered  up,  approached, 
and  opened  their  fire  again  at  1000 
yards.  Again  advanced  to  800  yards, 
and  then  to  600  yards,  and  then  only 
came  within  their  powers  of  efficient  and 
correct  practice.  The  infantry  had  all 
this  time  to  advance  under  the  increas- 
ing effects  of  heavy  well-served  ordnance, 
which  our  very  inferior  armament,  in  num- 
ber and  nature  of  gun,  was  wholly  in- 
capable of  getting  down,  or  silencing,  and 
consequently  of  sustaining  by  their  fire  the 
advance  of  the  infantry.  This  constituted  a 
great,  and,  as  it  appears,  an  unexpected 
difficulty,  which  the  British  and  Indian 
troops  had  to  face,  and  which  might  have 
proved  disastrous  against  any  other  troups; 
but  which  they  braved  and  conquered.  It 
may  be  useful  that  he  (Sir  H.  Douglas) 
should  here  recapitulate  the  number  and 
calibre  of  artillery  on  both  sides.  The 
divisions  of  the  British  army  had  24 
Qpounders,  42  6-pounders,  and  2  howit- 
zers. The  21  guns  that  were  with  Gene- 
ral Littler  were  all  6-pounders.  There 
was  not  a  12-pounderin  the  field  with  the 
British  army !  The  ordnance  captured 
from  the  Sikh  army  in  the  actions  of  the 
18th,  21st,  and  22nd  December,  were — 
1  gun,  32-pounder;  1  gun,  24-pounder; 

7  guns,  18-pounders;  1  gun,  15-pounder; 
10  guns,  12-pounders:  Total,  20  guns. — 
1  gun,  11-pounder;  4  guns,  10-pounders; 
22  guns,  9-pounders;  13  guns,  8-pounders; 
3  guns,  7-pounder8 ;  10  guns,  6-pounders ; 

8  guns,  3-pounders ;  1  gun,  not  stated  : 
Total,  82  guns. — 1  howitzer,  42  poimder; 
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1  bowiUer,  24-pounder;  1  iio«fitzer,  9- 
pounder;  1  howitzer,  6  and  a  half  pounder  : 
Total*  4  howitzers. — 1  mortar,  10  cwt.; 
1  mortar,  24-pounder :  Total,  2  mortars.*— 
Total,  86  guns,  of  which  63  are  brass, 
taken.  The  enemy  bad  altogether  150 
guns.  Sir  John  Littler  said,  that  the 
brigade— 

"  Evinced  great  firmness  and  resolution  in  ad- 
Tanoing  to  the  attack  until  borne  down  by  the 
furious  and  irresistible  fire  from  all  arms  that  men 
could  be  exposed  to ;  the  loss  of  many  of  their 
officers  must  have  tended  to  relax  their  efforts 
and  check  their  ardour,  and  under  such  circum- 
stances only  could  the  disappointment  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's 62nd  regiment  themselves,  and  to  their 
country,  have  beien  for  a  moment  conoeiyed." 

The  62nd  regiment  lost  seventeen  of- 
ficers out  of  twenty-one,  and  half  its  men 
struck  down  in  a  few  minutes.  So  crippled, 
it  was  impossible  for  that  regiment  or  that 
brigade  to  do  more,  with  supports  so  far 
in  the  rear ;  and,  under  tiiese  circum- 
stances, ho  must  say  that  a  little  more 
caution  ought  to  have  been  used  in  penning 
80  severe  a  Bentence  upon  so  distinguished 
a  regiment.  He  regretted  that  these  ex- 
pressions should  appear  in  an  official  re- 
port, and  in  the  public  papers.  He  trusted, 
however,  with  his  right  bon.  Friend,  that 
the  gallant  deeds  and  the  successes  of  that 
great  day  would  blot  out  the  memorial  of 
such  a  misfortune,  obliterate  the  temporary 
failure  which  was  occasioned  by  so  tremen- 
dous a  crash,  and  restore  the  62nd  re- 
giment wholly  to  the  respect  of  the  army, 
to  the  confidence  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  and  the  approbation  of  the  country. 
With  these  observations  he  (Sir  Howard 
Douglas)  cordially  concurred  in  the  present 
Vote,  and  expressed  his  admiration  and  deep 
sense  of  the  services  of  the  gallant  army. 

Viscount  EBRINGT  ON  said,  he  thought 
it  would  bavo  been  better  if  hon.  Members 
had  confined  themselves  within  the  wise 
limits  marked  out  by  the  mover  and 
seconder  of  this  Motion,  and  had  abstained 
altogether  from  commenting  upon  the 
policy  of  the  Governor  General.  He  con- 
curred with  the  greatest  pleasure  in  the 
vote  of  thanks  to  the  Governor  General, 
the  Commander  in  Chief,  and  the  gallant 
troops  in  India,  and  be  heartily  rejoiced  to 
hear  the  gallant  Officer  who  had  just  sat 
down  vindicate  one  regiment  from  such 
harsh  expressions,  which  must  have  been 
deeply  galling  to  their  feelings.  But  his 
object  in  rising  was  to  ask  the  Government 
whether  any  measures  bad  been  taken  to 
acquaint  the  relations  of  the  privates  and 
non-commissioned  officers  who  were  killed, 
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of  the  loss  which  had  befallen  th6m  ? 
Having  had  ample  opportunity  of  knowing 
the  deep  anxiety  with  which  news  from 
India  was  expected  by  the  relatives  of  the 
officers,  and  being  aware  those  feelings 
must  exist  as  strongly  amongst  the  rela- 
tions of  the  thousandB  of  private  soldiers, 
he  would  suggest  to  the  Government  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  possible  to  adopt  some 
means  by  which  this  desirable  object  could 
be  effected  ? 

ViscouKT  JOCELYNsaid,  it  was  usual, 
after  a  battle,  to  return  a  list  of  the  officers 
and  soldiers  who  had  fallen  to  the  Horse 
Guards,  so  that,  by  inquiry  there,  their 
relations  might  acertain  what  had  become 
of  them.  In  the  present  instance,  how- 
ever, no  such  hst  had  been  retmmed;  but 
he  hoped  they  would  receive  it  by  the  next 
mail,  when  information  would  be  readily 
afforded  to  all  who  applied  for  it. 

Viscount  EBRINGT  ON  suggested  that 
when  the  list  was  received  it  should  be 
published,  to  save  the  relations  of  the 
soldiers  the  necessity  of  writing  to  the 
Horse  Guards. 

Sir  R.  feel  sud,  the  noble  Lord 
might  rely  upon  it  every  means  should  bo 
adopted  to  communicate  the  fate  of  the 
non-conmiissioned  officers  and  soldiers  to 
their  relatives. 

Sib  J.  HOBHOUSE  said,  it  had  never 
been  the  custom  to  publish  the  names  of 
private  soldiers  who  fell  on  these  great  oc- 
casions, but  he  knew  no  other  reason  why 
it  should  not  be  done  ;  and  when  he  waa 
Secretary  at  War,  he  had  suggested  that 
it  would  be  desirable.  He  wished  to  take 
the  opportunity  of  saying  that  he  gave  his 
most  cordial  support  to  the  Motion.  It 
would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  more 
after  the  addresses  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  noble  Friend,  by  whom  it 
was  moved  and  seconded.  He  doubted  if 
the  thanks  of  that  House  had  ever  been 
more  worthily  voted,  or  whether  even  the 
annab  of  India  could  furnish  an  instance 
of  a  more  brilliant  or,  unhappily,  a  more 
sanguinary  engagement.  In  honouring 
these  brave  men,  therefore,  they  only  did 
honour  to  themselves ;  and,  considering 
tliat  (as  he  feared)  this  was  only  the  com- 
mencement of  a  more  serious  and  san- 
guinaiy  struggle,  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  great  encouragement  to  these  brave  men 
to  find  that  the  Parliament  of  England  took 
the  eai-liest  opportunity  of  thus- acknow- 
ledging their  distinguished  services. 

Mr.  R.  MANGLES  concurred  most 
cordially  in  the  vote  of  thanks  proposed, 
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and  was  glad  to  acknowledge  tbat,  although 
the  laurelfl  we  had  gained  had  been  pur- 
chased with  much  blood,  they  could  not 
be  said  to  be  stamed  bj  it.  Instead  of 
being  a  war  of  aggression,  the  Indian  Oo- 
▼emment  had  shown  so  much  forbearance, 
•that  he  thought  those  most  envious  of  the 
glory  of  our  country  could  not  say  we  had 
sought  the  occasion,  or  that  we  had  not 
borne  the  insolence  of  our  enemies  with  the 
greatest  patience. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  WTNN  said,  he  was, 
like  his  noble  relative  on  the  other  side 
(Lord  Ebrington),  most  anxious  that  the 
Government  should  publish  the  names  of 
all  who  had  fallen  in  this  engagmnent.  He 
always  thought  the  country  had  been  defi- 
eient  in  this  respect;  and  that  not  only  for 
the  satisfaction  of  the  relatives,  but  as  a 
fitting  tribute  for  their  services,  the  names 
of  all  who  fell  in  battle  should  be  recorded. 
He  had  the  honour,  at  the  time  of  the  battle 
of  Waterloo,  when  it  was  proposed  to  erect 
a  monimient  to  commemorate  that  victory, 
to  propose  that  the  name  of  every  man  who 
fell  in  that  glorious  engagement  should  be 
recorded.  This  proposition  appeared  to 
meet  with  universal  approbation  at  the 
time,  and  he  believed  it  was  only  because 
there  was  no  precedent  for  it  that  it  was 
not  acceded  to.  But  it  should  be  remem- 
bered, that  if  there  were  no  precedents  for 
it  in  England,  there  were  precedents  for  it 
in  antiquity ;  and  that  the  Greeks  erected 
a  pillar  at  Marathon,  and  recorded  upon  it 
the  name  of  every  man  who  fell  in  that 
engagement.  He  had  only  to  observe,  fur- 
ther, that  he  thought  the  attachment  of  the 
Native  troops,  evinced  by  the  fact  that  no 
desertions  took  place,  although  they  were 
fighting  against  those  of  their  own  faith 
and  nation,  was  a  circumstance  which  bore 
the  most  honourable  testimony  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  British  Government  in  India. 

Dr.  BOWRING  only  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  in  consequence  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  having  spoken  severely  of  a  party 
in  this  country,  in  whose  opinions  he  might 
not  share,  but  who  were  entitled  to  defer- 
ence and  respect.  He  granted  that  this 
was  not  a  case  of  aggression  or  invasion; 
but  the  party  alluded  to  looked  with  great 
alarm  and  distress  at  war  in  any  shape  or 
form;  they  thought  that  these  great  sacri- 
fices could  be  avoided,  and  he  was  grieved 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  give  any 
•opinion  against  them.  He  hoped  the  time 
would  come  when  the  pacific  principle  would 
be  more  and  more  taken  as  the  groundwork 
of  our  policy;  it  was  most  intimately  con- 


nected with  our  social,  political,  and  com- 
mercial interests';  he  hoped  it  would  be 
more  and  more  adopted,  and  that  only  in 
eases  of  stem  necessity  would  it  be  ven- 
tured to  be  departed  from. 

Sib  R.  PEEL  was  not  aware  that  he 
had  spoken  harshly  of  the  principle  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refeired;  but  he 
certainly  had  never  heard  it  carried  to  the 
extent  of  permitting  our  throats  to  be  cut, 
or  to  prevent  exertions  in  self-defence;  and 
he  thought  this  a  most  inappropriate  occa- 
sion to  bring  that  principle  forward. 

Sir  E.  COLEBROOKB  only  rose  in 
consequence  of  the  observation  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Sir  H.  Douglas)  with  regard  to  the  distin- 
guished officer  who  had  led  the  division  in 
which  the  62nd  served.  Having  had  the 
honour  of  the  friendship,  and  he  might  say 
the  intimacy  of  that  distinguished  officer, 
he  wished  to  take  that  opportuni^  of  mak- 
ing one  remark.  He  had  not  understood 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B.  Peel)  re- 
flect on  the  conduct  of  Sir  John  Littler. 
[Sir  R.  Pbxl  :  Hear.]  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  cheer  from  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, because  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
seemed  to  think  that  it  would  have  been 
the  most  proper  course  for  Sir  John  Littler 
to  have  passed  by  one  of  the  principal 
events  of  the  conflict,  and  to  have  men- 
tioned it  in  a  private  despatch;  and  when 
the  gallant  officer  sought  to  vindicate  the 
conduct  of  the  62nd,  he  thought  that  if  ho 
had  referred  to  the  despatch  of  Sir  John 
Littler,  he  would  have  found  that  vindica- 
tion conveyed  in  most  strong  and  effectual 
terms. 

Sir  DE  LACY  EVANS  had  to  propose 
that  the  names  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  privates  who  had  fallen  should 
be  recorded  in  such  muiner  as  the  forms 
of  the  House  would  permit,  as  he  thought 
such  a  record  would  be  extremely  desir- 
able. He  had  thought,  on  reading  the  Re- 
solutions which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
about  to  move,  it  was  matter  of  regret  to 
find  that  the  names  of  the  distinguished 
officers  who  had  fallen  did  not  appear  in  that 
proceeding.  He  had  laid  the  suggestion 
before  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  had  pro- 
posed a  sixth  resolution,  to  the  tenor  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  dis- 
agree. Since  the  subject  had  been  men- 
tioned, he  would  take  the  liberty  of  reading 
to  the  House  the  substance  of  the  resolu- 
tion he  suggested;  and  if  any  individual 
Member  would  second  him,  he  would  move 
it  as  an  addition,  admitting  that  there  was 
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no  precedent,  but  seeing  no  other  reason 
against  it  except  the  want  of  a  precedent. 
The  resolution  would  be  to  the  effect,  that 
the  House  also  highly  approves  of  the  dis- 
tinguished sendees  of  the  late  Major  Gene- 
ral Sir  R.  Sale,  K.C.B.,  of  the  late  Major 
General  Sir  John  M'Caskill,  K.C.B.,  and 
the  other  officers  and  men,  who,  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duty,  gloriously  fell  in 
these  memorable  actions.  It  was  matter 
of  regret  that  in  the  vote  of  thanks  trans- 
mitted throughout  the  whole  army  no  men- 
tion was  made  of  the  distinguished  officers 
who  fell,  nor  any  allusion  to  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  private  soldiers  who 
had  fallen.  He  was  aware  that  there  would 
be  a  rote  for  a  monument  to  the  general 
officers  who  had  fallen,  but  that  would  not 
extend  to  the  subordinate  officers  and  pri» 
yates  who  fell  upon  the  same  occasion.  If 
any  hon.  Member  would  second  his  resolu- 
tion, he  would  submit  it  to  the  House,  but 
if  not,  he  would  support  any  proposition  for 
recording  the  names. 

Ma.  P.  HOWARD  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sib  R.  peel  differed  so  litde  fmn  the 
gallant  Officer,  that  he  had  prepared  a  re- 
solution to  the  same  effect;  but  on  refer- 
ring to  all  past  examples,  he  could  find  no 
precedent  for  such  a  resolution.  The  thanks 
of  the  House  had  always  been  confined  to 
the  suniTors.  In  the  vote  of  thanks  after 
the  battle  of  Trafalgar,  no  reference  was 
made  to  Lord  Nelson;  and  in  the  vote  of 
thanks  after  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  Sir  T. 
Picton  was  not  mentioned.  In*  giving  the 
thanks  of  the  House,  it  was  highly  import- 
ant to  adhere  to  precedents,  not  because 
they  ought  always  to  be  strictly  observed, 
but  because  it  would  be  a  source  of  regret 
to  the  relations  of  those  who  had  formerly 
fallen,  if  a  new  precedent  were  made,  and 
they  had  been  passed  by.  As  the  other 
House  had  agreed  to  the  vote  as  it  stood, 
there  would  be  a  discrepancy  if  this  resolu- 
tion were  added;  and  as  there  were  no  in- 
stances in  which  the  names  of  those  who 
had  fallen  had  been  included,  he  thought 
that  the  gallant  Officer  would  not  disturb 
the  unanimity  by  pressing  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Sm  DE  LACY  EVANS  withdrew  his 
Amendment. 

The  Resolutions  were  then  put  seriatim, 
and  carried  fum.  con. 


TOTAL  AND  IMMEDUTE  REPEAL  OF 
THE  CORN  LAWS. 

House  In  Committee  on  the  Customs  and 


Com  Importation  Acts,     On  the  Quea^ 
tion — 

**  That  in  lieu  of  the  Doties  now  payable  on  the 
importation  of  Com,  Grain,  Meal,  or  Floor,  thore 
shall  be  paid  until  the  Ist  of  Februaiy,  1849,  the 
following  Duties  " — 

Mr.    VILLIEBS    rose   to    more   an 

Amendment  to  the  following  effect — 

"  To  leave  out  the  words  '  in  lien  of,'  in  order  to 
insert  the  words,  '  All  duties  on  imported  corn  do 
now  cease  and  determine.' " 

The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  as  follows ;  Sir, 
in  submitting  the  Amendment  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  length,  or  for  a 
moment  longer  than  is  necessair  to  explain 
the  grounds  on  which  I  make  this  proposi- 
tion. It  is  the  farthest  from  my  intention 
to  impede  the  progress  of  the  measure  be- 
fore the  House,  or  to  offer  any  observations 
in  hostility  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  I 
bad  indeed  intended  to  haye  brought  for- 
ward, at  a  later  period  of  the  Session,  a 
distinct  Motion,  with  a  view  to  carry  out 
the  object  which  this  Amendment  contem* 
plates — ^namdy,  the  total  and  immediate 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  and  to  that  inten- 
tion I  would  have  adhered.  The  House  has 
very  wisely  resolved  to  take  into  consider- 
ation the  protective  system  with  a  view  to 
its  ultimate  abolition.  The  Ministerial 
measure  recognises  the  policy  pf  perfect 
freedom  in  the  supply  of  the  necessaries  of 
life  to  the  people  of  this  country;  but  it  has 
postponed  the  full  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple until  the  1st  of  f'ebruary,  1849.  In 
my  opinion  that  delay  is  not  called  for.  It 
is  my  conscientious  belief  that  the  full  ad- 
vantage of  the  Ministerial  scheme  may  be 
extended  to  this  country  at  once,  without 
danger  or  inconvenience  to  any  class  of  the 
community;  and  it  is  because  I  hold  this« 
opinion,  and  am  anxious  that  the  country 
should  be  placed  with  as  little  delay  as  pos- 
sible in  the  enjoyment  of  the  results  of  that 
policy  that  I  now  propose  this  Amendment. 
1  do  so  in  consistency  with  the  Motion  to 
the  same  effect,  which  it  has  been  my  prac- 
tice for  some  time  past  to  submit  to  the 
House.  The  measure  which  has  united  so 
large  a  number  of  the  productive  and  in- 
dustrious classes  in  its  mvour,  has  been  for 
the  immediate  repeal  of  all  obstructions  on 
trade  in  the  necessaries  of  life.  When  I 
made  that  proposition  first  to  the  House,  it 
was  not  widiout  giving  it  the  fullest  consider- 
ation. There  has  ever  been  in  this  country  a 
large  party  who  complained  of  their  injustice 
and  impohcy,  and  who  have  been  anxious 
for  their  removal;  but  of  late  years  a  ques- 
tion has  arisen  whether  it  is  possible  for  us 
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to  Temove  them  imitiedUtdy,  and  pass  to  a 
BOUDcler,  wiser,  and  more  rational  policy, 
widiout'  danger  or  inconvenience  m  the 
event  of  ^e  transition  being  imme- 
diate. This  question  I  always  regarded 
as  worthy  of  conuderation,  and  I  have  ac- 
cordingly given  it  the  most  serious  atten- 
tion. It  wa&  urged  that  a  panic  would  be 
treated  by  an  immediate  transition,  and 
that  those  who  have  invested  their  capital 
in  the  soil  might  be  so  much  alarmed  at 
the  possible  consequences  of  entire  free 
trade,  that  they  would  withdraw  their  ca- 
pital from  agricultural  employment;  and 
that,  from  land  being  thrown  out  of  culti- 
vation, results  might  ensue  which  would 
be  injurious  to  the  community  at  large.  I 
admit  that  this  consideration  had  great 
height  with  me;  and  had  I  not  ascertained 
from  the  testimony  of  persons  who,  being 
themselves  personally  and  deeply  concerned 
in  the  welfare  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
ought  to  be  best  qualified  to  pronounce  an 
Opinion  on  the  subject,  that  this  apprehen- 
sion was  totally  without  foundation — ^that 
it  is,  in  fact,  altogether  a  mistake  to  sup- 

5080  that  you  cannot  pass  at  once,  without 
anger  or  inconvenience,  to  a  sounder 
j^licy — ^if  I  had  not  had  the  most  satisfac- 
tory evidence  of  this  fact,  I  would  not  have 
been  the  instrument  for  submitting  the  pro- 
position to  the  House.  But  I  made  it  my 
business  to  obtain  the  most  authentic  in- 
formation that  I  was  able  on  this  subject, 
either  by  consulting  experienced  and  com- 
petent persons,  or  those  without  prejudice, 
whose  interests  were  deeply  involved  in  the 
change;  and  having  found  upon  their  testi- 
mony that  there  was  no  real  foundation  for 
fear,  I  never  hesitated  to  advocate  the  princi- 
ple, and  the  measure  of  total  and  immediate 
repeal.  In  the  year  1 843,  when  I  brought  this 
Motion  forwanl,  I  was  strongly  influenced 
to  the  course  I  adopted  by  the  perusal  of  a 
pamphlet  which  had  just  then  been  pub- 
fish^  by  a  farmer,  who  distinctly  announced 
as  his  opinion,  that  whenever  the  Legisla- 
ture should  decide  on  the  total  abolition  of 
the  Com  Laws,  it  would  be  for  the  interest 
of  the  farmers  and  the  agricultural  com- 
munity in  general,  that  the  abolition  should 
bo  immediate.  I  mentioned  this  fact  when 
I  made  the  Motion  in  the  year  1843.  It 
is  not,  therefore,  now  since  the  opinion  of 
the  farmers  has  been  so  generally  ascer- 
tained, that  I  say  it;  nor  was  the  case  to 
which  I  referred  a  solitary  one,  for,  as  I 
mentioned  at  the  time,  that  farmer,  after 
expressing  these  opinions  publicly  and  in 
his  works,  wM  called  upon  by  the  ianners 


to  preside  at  a  public  meeting  of  his  county 
held  in  the  county  town,  to  consider  the 
subject  of  the  Com  Laws.  I  was  confirmed, 
moreover,  in  the  wisdom  and  safety  of  seek* 
ing  the  immediate  repeal  by  the  opinions 
of  some  of  those  who  united  mat  agricul- 
tural fame  with  high  rank  ana  station,  and 
never  hesitated  to  admit  the  propriety  of 
such  a  measure.  Lord  Spencer,  for  in- 
stance,  always  declared  that  he  did  not jpaiw 
ticipate  in  the  least  in  the  fears  of  these 
who  opposed  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Law, 
alleging  as  his  reason  that  the  effect  of 
their  immediate  repeal  would  be  to  equalise 
the  price  here  and  on  the  Continent;  and 
that  a  rise  in  the  price  of  grain  abroad* 
and  some  fsU  in  the  price  in  this  country, 
which  might  be  expected  at  first  to  occur* 
would  at  the  same  time  prevent  that  inun- 
dation of  foreign  com  of  which  some  spoke 
with  such  dread.  He  was  not  single  in 
his  opinion  among  those  of  rank  and  pro- 
perty who  had  devoted  much  considemtion 
to  the  interests  of  agriculture,  and  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  farming  in  this 
country  might  be  improved  and  profitably 
conducted.  I  may  here  allude  particularly 
to  two  noblemen,  who,  residing  much  of  the 
year  on  Uieir  estates,  doing  much  to  improve 
their  property,  are  practically  acquainted 
with  Uke  business  of  farming.  I  refer  to 
Lord  Dttoie  and  Lord  Radnor;  they  have  al- 
ways said — and  sinoe  this  measure  has  been 
proposed  have  taken  occasion  particulariy 
to  declare — ^that  the  interest  of  the  farmer 
and  the  landlord  alike  required  that  the 
change  shoold  be  effected  at  once:  they 
say,  moreover,  that  among  their  own  ten- 
ants and  among  those  in  their  neighboor- 
hoods  this  opinion  is  universaL  Their 
reasoning  was  this,  that  if  the  time  for 
the  abolition  were  to  be  postponed  with  a 
view  to  afford  to  persons  whose  capital  was 
vested  in  the  soil  an  opportunity  of  pre- 
paring for  the  transition,  the  postponement 
would  fail  of  its  object ;  because  they 
might  rest  assured  that  preparation  would 
never  be  nnde  by  the  fisnner  until  the 
duty  had  been  actually  abolished.  Thefe 
would  still  be  a  delusive  hope  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords,  that  they  might  be  able 
to  retain  protection  or  revert  to  the  old  law; 
and  the  farmers,  with  prospects  so  uncer- 
tain before  them,  would  never  think  of 
makinff  preparations  involving  great  trou- 
ble and  expense.  They  argnsd,  however* 
that  exactly  the  reverse  wodd  be  the  ease 
with  the  foreign  grower*  for  that  he  would 
watch  with  an  anxious  eye  the  ncriod  for 
the  opening  of  the  markcii*  ana  possiUj 
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proceed  at  once  to  make  preparationB  on 
an  extensive  scale,  applying  capital  in  va- 
rious ways  to  be  ready  for  an  open  trade 
at  the  end  of  the  third  year,  rendering  it 
perhaps  difficult  at  first  to  the  native 
grower  to  compete  with  the  foreign  sup- 
ply. This  was  the  view  I  entertained  in 
defending  my  proposition  in  1843,  con- 
stantly urging  out  of  this  House  that  what 
might  be  deemed  precipitate  in  other  things 
would  be  only  prudent  with  respect  to  com, 
owing  to  the  unprepared  state  of  the  Con- 
tinent, and  the  tardy  processes  of  agricul- 
ture. And  now  I  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  state  of  opinion  generally  on  the 
subject,  now  that  the  question  has  to  be  se- 
riously decided  upon ;  and  I  ask  if  there  is 
any  one  thing  on  which  unanimity  has  been 
more  nearly  approached  than  this ;  but  if 
the  Com  Laws  are  to  be  repealed,  it  should 
be  done  at  once.  I  think  that  of  this  fact 
wo  have  had  ample  indication  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  debate.  Hon.  Members  who 
ore  hostile  to  the  principle  of  free  trade, 
have,  without  any  promptings  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  volunteered  the  state- 
ment, that  if  we  are  to  have  it,  it  were 
better  to  have  it  immediately ;  and  this 
they  have  given  not  as  their  own  opinion: 
only,  but  as  the  feeling  and  opinion  of  the 
fluiners  all  over  the  countty.  It  will  not 
be  denied  that  certain  personages  who 
boast  to  be  the  farmers*  friends,  and  who 
profess  to  have  the  agricultural  interests 
especially  at  heart,  immediately  after  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  declared  voluntarily 
to  the  world  that  it  would  be  for  the  interest 
of  the  farmers  that  the  Corn  Laws,  if  re- 
pealed at  all,  should  be  repealed  imme- 
diately, I  allude  especially  to  the  noble 
Duke  in  the  other  House,  who,  the  week 
after  the  opening  of  Parliament,  volunteered 
the  declaration  of  his  own  opinion,  and 
answered  for  the  opinions  of  the  farmers 
generally  (with  which  he  is  said  to  be  con- 
versant), that  if  we  were  to  have  repeal  at 
all,  that  it  should  not  be  delayed.  Every 
body  must  remember  the  distinct,  emphatic, 
and  unequivocal  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire,  who  is  regarded 
by  his  Priends  as  an  oracle  on  farmers*  in- 
terests, made  a  declaration  to  the  same 
effect.  [A  Voice  :  No  !  ]  I  beg  your  pardon. 
The  hon.  Member  volunteered  the  assertion 
that  the  farmers,  if  they  were  put  to  their 
election,  would  prefer  immediate  to  pro- 
tracted repeal ;  nay,  he  j^edged  his  honour 
to  the  fact;  and,  turmng  round  to  the 
Friends  behind  him,  he  asked  them  if  it 
were  not  true,  and  they  answered  by  a 


unanimous  cheer.  There  is  no  oounty  in- 
England  which  has  been  more  forward  in 
declaring  in  favour  of  protection,  than  the . 
county  of  Lincoln;  and  yet  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liacoln  (Lord  Worsley) 
was,  I  believe,  the  very  first  to  see  the 
advantage  of  immediate  repeal.  Three, 
months  since,  he  made  the  declaration  in 
favour  of  immediate  repeal  (if  repeal  at  all) 
so  decisively,  so  unequivocally,  that  I  had 
expected  he  would  have  originated  some 
measure  in  favour  of  it.  So  that  from 
every  quarter — ^from  every  authority — ^from 
which  you  could  expect  to  learn  what  is  the 
opinion,  the  interest,  and  the  wish  of  the 
farmer,  you  learn  it  is  for  the  immediate 
repeal.  Sir,  I  do  not  exactly  perceive  upon 
what  ground  then  it  is  that  any  party  in 
this  House  should  object  to  the  Amendment 
which  I  now  propose.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  represent  the  protection  in- 
terest, are  quite  angry  if  any  one  distin- 
guishes their  interest  a^  landlords  from  that 
of  the  farmers.  I  am  sure  they  wo\ild  be 
angry  if  I  said  they  had,  and  I  do  not  wish, 
on  tliis  occasion,  to  provoke  their  anger  by . 
saying  they  have,  an  interest  distinct  from 
the  farmer ;  though  I  know  it  is  said  that 
the  landlords  have  interests  in  this  matter 
opposed  to  that  of  the  farmer.  I  knpw  it 
is  said,  that  the  farmer  wants  an  adjustment 
of  rent  to  prices ;  that  the  farmer  wants 
an  arrangement  with  the  landlord;  that 
the  fanners  want  to  come  to  some  terms 
with  the  landlords  on  the  subject  as  soon 
as  possible ;  but  that  the  landlords  are  un- 
willing to  vary  in  any  respect  their  present 
arrangements  with  their  tenants,  w^iioh  is 
for  the  advantage  of  the  landlords ;  that 
they  do  not  despair  yet  of  being  able  to  re- 
tain protection,  to  keep  up  some  part  of  the 
sliding-scale ;  that  they  are  not  willing  to 
come  to  terms  with  the  farmers,  but  hope 
to  keep  up  the  prices  by  retaining  the 
protection,  and  to  hold  out  still  by  these 
means  the  prospect  to  the  farmer  of  high 
prices.  But  if  hon.  Gentlemen  do  reaUy 
wish  to  do  justly  by  that  interest  about 
which  they  appear  to  be  so  solicitous, 
and  of  which  they  talk  so  much  in  this 
House,  I  offer  them  now  an  opportunity 
by  supporting  this  Amendment ;  and  I 
cannot  myself  see  how  they  can  avoid  it. 
There  has  been  so  much  consideration  of 
the  general  interests  in  the  measure  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  that  I 
should  be  willing  to  rest  my  proposition  on 
these  grounds  alone,  namely,  that  the  dc-' 
lay  proposed,  simply  for  the  benefit  of  the 
agriculturist,  is  not  really  for  his  advan- 
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tage,  and  that  his  interest  is  eren  greater 
than  that  of  the  public  for  an  immediate 
settlement.  I  cannot,  however,  omit  to 
remark  upon  the  opinions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  position  in  which  they  stand 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment.  I  do  not 
do  so  in  any  spirit  of  hostility,  or  in  any 
hostility  to  the  measure  that  is  proposed, 
or  in  forgetfcdness  of  the  difficulties  the 
Ooremment  had  to  encounter  in  the  mat- 
ter. But  I  must  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  GoTemment 
cannot  entertain  much  fear  himself  re- 
specting the  instant  suspension  or  abolition 
of  the  Com  Law.  If  I  correctly  under- 
stand his  statement  to  this  House  on  the 
1st  of  Norember  last,  he  considered  that 
there  was  a  rerj  great  apprehension  of  a 
want  of  food  in  England,  and  he  conceived 
it  would  be  safe  and  wise  instantly  to  sus- 
pend the  law,  or  for  the  time  practically 
to  abolish  it.  I  do  not  collect  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  his  apprehen- 
sion is  less  now  than  it  was  then.  He  ap- 
prehended a  deficiency  of  food  on  the  Ist 
of  November,  in  some  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  deemed  a  suspension  to  be 

.  necessary.  From  what  has  fallen  from 
him  since  the  Session  commenced,  it  ap- 
pears that  his  apprehensions  have  not 
abated.  His  fears  are  nearly  as  great — 
quite  as  great — as  they  were  on  the  1st  of 
November.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  then 
has  no  fear  himself  of  the  consequences 
to  the  country  from  the  immediate  suspen- 
sion of  the  law,  for  he  proposed  that  sus- 
pension as  a  mode  of  extending  relief  to 
the  people ;  but  the  right  hon.  Uentleman 
has  stated  with  great  force  his  reasons  for 
permanently  abolishing  the  law,  and  seems 

%  to  have  satisfied  himself  that  at  a  certain 
time  the  trade  in  com  should  be  free,  and 
restriction  be  permanently  abolished.  He 
seems  then  to  have  reasons  why  the  law 
should  be  immediately  suspended,  and  to 
have  reasons  also  why  it  should  be  perma- 
nently abolished.  Now  that  is  precisely 
the  efiect  of  my  Amendment;  I  propose 
that  the  abolition  should  be  immediate  as 
well  as  permanent.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, if  he  supports  the  immediate  abo- 
lition of  the  law,  has  only  to  look  round 
the  House,  and  he  will  see  what  he  could 
not  expect  to  see  on  other  questions, 
friends  on  all  sides  of  the  House.  If  he 
looks  to  that  bench  [pointing  to  the  protec- 
tionists] from  which  he  has  received  a  fierce 
opposition  on  the  principle  of  free  trade, 
and  on  which  he  has  been  successful,  be 


win  find  that,  on  the  question  of  imme- 
diate suspension  of  the  law,  they  are  ready 
to  support  him.  For  this  they  say  they 
are  prepared;  they  say  it  was  the  thing 
to  have  done ;  they  urge  it  now  as  the 
measure  that  ought  to  be  adopted.  Wo 
have  it  then,  on  the  best  authority,  that 
suspension  of  the  law,  or  immediate  repeal, 
will  be  attended  with  no  evil,  whatever  may 
be  apprehended  from  permanent  repeal. 
Well,  then,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  look  opposite  to  him  (to  the  Opposition 
benches)  he  will  find  the  party,  at  the 
head  of  which  is  my  noble  Fnend  the  Mem-, 
ber  for  London,  is  perfectly  ready,  on  the 
general  principle,  to  support  the  immediate 
as  well  as  total  abolition  of  the  Com  Law. 
My  noble  Friend  has  expressed  this  view 
of  the  question,  and  honestly  entertains 
the  opinions  ;  and  we  know  that  when  he 
expresses  an  opinion  we  may  rely  upon 
him.  Therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  R.  Peel)  will  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment I  propose,  which  is  for  the  immediate, 
total,  and  permanent  repeal,  he  will  find 
authorities  on  that  side  of  the  House 
[pointing  to  the  protectionists]  to  assure 
him  that  it  will  be  safe,  and  he  will  find  the 
requisite  support  and  strength  on  this  side  of 
the  House  to  carry  him  through  with  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  himself, 
that  he  has  no  fears  of  his  own  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire 
has  elicited  his  opinion  on  the  matter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
question  from  the  Member  for  Somersetshire* 
on  the  point  of  postponement,  that  he  had 
been  apprehensive  of  producing  panic  and 
alarm  among  the  farmers  by  abolishing  the 
law  at  once,  and  he  was  desirous  to  give 
them  time  to  prepare  for  the  change ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  had  not  then 
heard  the  consolatory  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire,  for  he  told 
him  there  was  no  ground  for  fear  or  alarm 
— ^that  if  there  was  to  be  free  trade,  the  far- 
mers were  ready  for  it,  or  that  they  did 
not  want  delay.  The  agricultural  interest 
do  not  require  the  postponement.  Then, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  is  in 
favour  of  the  immediate  and  permanent 
abolition  of  the  law,  I  cannot  understand 
why  he  should  not  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment. Every  person  seems  to  be  ready  for 
it :  there  is  no  danger  to  be  apprehended 
from  it;  and  there  is  a  majority  in  the 
House  in  favour  of  it.  If,  then.  Sir,  there 
are  no  objections  to  or  inconvenience  at- 
tending tne  adoption  of  the  Amendment, 
are  there  not  some  advantages  that  would 
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reenlt  from  it  ?  There  is  always  one  ihat  I 
ahoiild  name  before  any  other — that  there 
would  then  be  no  impediment  to  the  supply 
of  food  for  the  people;  and  let  me  say  that 
this  is  a  most  important  consideration  this 
year,  and  perhaps  more  so  than  any  other 
for  many  years  past.  There  are  several 
reasons  why  a  deficient  supply  may  be  ex- 
pected this  year.  The  harvest  has  been 
bad  in  Europe,  bad  in  the  grain-growing 
countries,  and  also  deficient  in  other  States 
not  usually  dependent  on  f[>reign  supply  ; 
our  own  harvest  has  been  deficient ;  there 
has  been  a  failure  in  an  important  article 
of  sabsistenoe  in  Ireland,  and  there  is  an 
unusoaliy  great  consumption  of  wheat  in 
this  country ;  there  is  little  to  come  from 
America  thi.  year,  and  we  muBt  expect 
less  than  usual  from  the  Baltic.  The 
prices  are  high  in  neighbouring  countries, 
the  ports  are  open  for  imports,  but  shut 
for  export.  Already  wheat,  destined  for 
ihis  country,  has  not  waited  for  the  passing 
of  this  measure,  but  has  proceeded  to 
Antwerp,  and  found  a  market.  There 
was  a  profit  to  be  obtained  &om  the  price, 
and  there  was  no  duty.  We  are  then  in  a 
state  possibly  to  want  food  this  year,  and 
yet  to  be  in  danger  of  not  obtaining  it. 
We  have  no  indication  of  the  harvest  yet 
for  the  coming  year,  and  before  nine 
months  are  over  we  may  be  suffering  from 
a  deficiency— -paying  a  high  price,  and  the 
bnsiness  of  the  country  disturbed  by  it. 
Every  sixpence  of  duty  may  tell  upon  the 
supply  and  the  price  this  year.  The 
hen.  Gentleman,  in  continuation,  asked 
if  that  was  just  towards  'the  people,  or  if 
it  was  wise,  after  the  admission  that  had 
been  made  of  the  error,  the  mischief  and 
the  inhumanity  of  the  law,  and  whether  it 
was  politic  to  let  the  people  see  this  rem- 
nant of  it  in  operation  and  possibly  as  ef- 
fective in  causing  their  suffering  as  before 
it  was  amended  ?  This  duty  of  4«.  might 
be  as  effective  in  excluding  food  a  short 
time  hence  as  the  present  duty  of  17^.  If 
food  were  to  rise  much  on  the  Continent,  if 
prices  became  at  all  equalized,  this  4«. 
added  to  all  the  other  charges  of  importa- 
tion might  prevent  a  grain  coming  in :  on 
this  account,  therefore  the  duty  is  most 
objectionable.  It  would  not,  perhaps,  be 
&U-  to  suppose  that  the  Government  had 
retained  this  duty  from  choice,  and  not  to 
notice  the  supposed  reasons  of  its  reten- 
tion. It  was  said  that  they  had  contrived 
their  scheme  with  a  view  to  its  success, 
that  they  had  secured  a  certain  amount  of 
snpporl  for  the  measure  as  it  was,  but  if 


they  were  to  alter  it  in  this  particular,  they 
might  risk  the  loss  of  the  measure  in 
another  place :  this  consideration,  he  un- 
derstood, would  weigh  with  some  of  his  own 
friends,  who  felt  anxious  that  the  mea« 
sure  before  the  House  should  be  secured. 
There  might  be  prudence,  no  doubt,  in  this 
course,  and  he  did  not  impugn  their  judg- 
ment ;  at  the  same  time  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  state  the  reasons  distinctly  to  the 
House,  that  he  thought  ought  to  weigh 
with  it,  and  decide  it  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment. He  was  sure  they  were  such  that 
justified  its  being  proposed.  Before  he  sat 
down  he  could  not  help  submitting  one 
other  consideration  to  the  House  bearing 
upon  the  subject.  He  referred  to  the 
statement  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockport,  during  the  last  de- 
bate. He  stated  Uiat  that  great  organiza- 
tion of  the  people  of  which  he  was  a  leader, 
was  formed  and  existed  for  the  single  and 
simple  purpose  of  obtaining  the  removal  of 
all  obstructions  to  the  trade  in  the  necessa- 
ries of  life  ;  and  he  answered  for  the  good 
faith  of  those  who  followed  him,  that  the 
day  after  this  law  was  repealed  that  that 
association  would  dissolve.  Now  it  was  not 
imderrating  the  services  which  he  (Mr. 
ViUiers)  considered  the  League  had  ren* 
dered  to  the  country,  to  say,  that  that 
would  be  a  great  advantage.  He  believed 
that  the  time  would  soon  arrive  when  the 
services  of  the  League  would  be  fully  and 
duly  appreciated  by  the  whole  country ; 
for  his  part  he  should  always  look  back 
with  satisfaction  at  having  co-operated 
with  it,  and  joined  in  their  exertions  as  far 
as  he  was  able.  They  had  sought  to  dis- 
seminate  the  views  and  opinions  of  those 
olear  and  calm  minds  that  had  enlightened 
this  country  on  the  difficult  science  of  po- 
litical economy.  They  had  sought  sup- 
port only  by  appealing  to  the  reason  of 
those  whom  they  addressed;  and  he  ho- 
nestly  believed  that  they  had,  during  the 
long  period  of  their  agitation,  given  as 
little  real  cause  of  offence  to  those  opposed 
to  them  as  any  body  of  men  that  ever  were 
united  for  a  great  public  object.  But, 
doubtless,  it  was  an  evil  that  such  a  com- 
bination should  exist.  It  was  impossible 
for  them  to  proceed  without  exciting  bad 
feeling  and  great  animosity  between  clas-* 
ses.  He,  for  one,  deeply  regretting  that 
result,  was  anxious  that  no  reason  should 
remain  to  warrant  a  continuance  of  the 
cause.  That  could,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stockport  said,  be  only 
effected  in  one  way;  for  he  know  that  both 
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he  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for 
Durham  were  deeply  honnd  to  those  who 
truBted  them  that  they  would  not  cease 
their  exertions  until  the  ohject  for  which 
they  were  associated  was  attained.  He 
did  not  say  that  this  ought  to  he  hinding 
on  the  Legislature,  if  any  evil  was  likely  to 
follow  from  it ;  hut  his  case  was,  that 
there  was  no  evil  likely  to  ensue  ;  nothing 
indeed,  hut  advantage  to  the  interest  in 
question — added  to  which  would  he  the 
hlessing  that  those  classes  who  had  heen 
hrought  into  collision  would,  after  the  re- 
peal of  this  law,  cease  to  struggle  with 
each  other,  and  only  see  their  real  interest 
in  co-operating  to  promote  the  interest  and 
happiness  of  the  puhlic  at  large.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  hy  moving  his 
Amendment  as  ahove. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  he  would 
not  long  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  opinions  ne  entertained  on  the  suhject 
were  very  well  known,  as  were  the  opinions 
he  entertained  upon  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  insulted  the  country  hy  hring- 
ing  forward  these  measures  in  a  deceitful 
manner.  The  course  pursued  hy  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  was,  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  a  comparatively 
bold,  manly,  and  independent  one:  he  had 
proved  himself  a  much  more  honest  man 
than  any  one  on  the  Treasury  benches.  He 
wished  he  could  speak  as  well  of  those  in 
whom  he  had  formerly  placed  confidence. 
Ho  would  read  to  the  House  a  speech 
made  at  a  banquet  at  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  was  present  in  1838.  On  that  occa- 
sion the  right  hon.  Baronet  treated  with 
extreme  ridicule  the  Government  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Russell), 
which  was  then  in  power.  At  that  meet- 
ing there  were  present,  among  others,  the 
following  gentlemen :  the  Marquess  of 
ChandoB,  now  the  Duke  of  Buckingham, 
well  known  by  tlie  appellation  of  '*  the 
Farmer's  Friend,"  and  a  more  honourable 
title  he '  could  not  bear  ;  and  what  was 
more,  the  noble  Duke  deserved  it.  The 
Marquess  of  Chandos  was  in  the  chair,  and 
among  those  present  were  Sir  R.  Peel, 
Lord  Francis  £gerton,  Mr.  Goulbnm,  Lord 
Lowther,  Sir  R.  Inglis,  Lord  Stanley,  Sir 
J.  Graham^  Mr.  Herries,  and  Lord  Gran* 
villc  Somerset.  He  could  not  say  whether 
the  noble  Lord  yet  continued  a  Member  of 
tho  Government.  He  had  not  seen  him  in 
the  House  lately.  He  could  not  say  where 
he  was,  but  felt  sore  that  that  noble  Lord 
would  not  bo  found»  where  it  was  said 


another  noble  Lord  had  been  foimd,  in  the 
coalhole.  But  what  were  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  on  that  occasion  ?  He 
said— 

"  I  am  deeply  gntefbl  for  the  motivefl  whicb 
have  influenced  you  in  paying  me  this  mark  of  re- 
spect, mipandleled  in  the  political  annals  of  this 
country,  and  for  the  corresponding  feeling  with 
which  yon,  Crentlemen,  hsTO  just  received  tho 
proposition  of  my  noble  Friend.  Gentlemen,  I 
wish  I  had  any  command  of  lan^^uage,  at  least  of 
appropriate  and  befitting  language,  to  convey  to 
you  tiie  sensations  which,  as  you  must  peroeiTC, 
almost  overpower  me ;  but  I  feel  that  it  is  infi- 
nitely better  to  appeal  to  your  feeling  for  an  esti- 
mate and  vindication  of  mine — ^to  the  conscious- 
ness of  each  of  you  that,  were  yon  placed  in  my 
present  situation,  you  would  rather  remain  per- 
fSsctly  silent  than  try  to  express  your  gratitude  by 
the  trite  and  exhausted  forms  of  complimentary 
acknowledgment.  Gentlemen,  you  have  conferred 
upon  me  the  highest  reward  that  can  be  conferred 
upon  a  public  man  who  does  aspire  to  that  distinc* 
tion,  anid  that  alone,  which  is  founded  upon  the 
esteem  and  oonfldcnce  of  intelligent  and  en- 
lightened men,  who  is  ambitious  of  power,  but  of 
that  power  only  which,  having  its  roots  in  much 
esteem  and  confidence,  adds  life  and  vigour  to  the 
authority  derived  from  oflloe,  and  does  not  wither 
and  decay  when  official  authority  is  extinct.  Gen* 
tlemen,  you  have  also  proved  to  me  and  others 
that  there  are  other  bonds  of  connexion— other 
sympathies  which  unite  us  besides  a  cold  concur^ 
renoe  in  political  sentiments.  You  have  proved  to 
those  who  are  treading  the  rugged  and  laborious 
path  which  leads  to  political  eminence,  Uiat  they 
may  on  their  way  be  cheered  by  tho  cordial  voico 
of  friendship,  and  tho  cheering  tones  of  personal 
attachment  and  esteem.  By  this  feeling.  Gentle- 
men, you  have  done  much  more  than  even  the 
honour  it  confers  upon  me;  you  have  given  a 
public  demonstration  that  tho  great  object  to 
which,  for  somo  years  past,  my  exertions  havo 
been  mainly  direoted,  is  completely  accomplished. 
My  object  for  some  years  past — that  wliich  I  have 
most  earnestly  laboured  to  accomplish — ^has  been 
to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  great  party — ^which,  ex- 
isting in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  deriving  its 
strength  from  the  popular  will,  should  diminish  the 
risk  and  deaden  the  shock  of  a  collision  beiwcea 
the  two  doliberative  branches  of  the  Legislature 
— ^which  should  enable  us  to  check  the  too  impor> 
tunate  eagerness  of  well-intending  men,  for  hasty 
and  precipitate  changes  in  the  Constitution  and 
laws  of  tho  country,  and  by  which  we  should  be 
enabled  to  say,  with  a  voice  of  authority,  to  the 
restless  spirit  of  revolutionary  change.  *  Here  are 
thy  bounds,  and  here  shall  thy  vibrations 


•  f» 


This  was  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said 
after  dinner,  and  cum  vino  wrUas,  Such 
were  the  opinions,  then,  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  or  rather  the  professed  opinions; 
for  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  was  sorry  to  say, 
that  ho  thoaght  the  right  hon.  Baronet  en- 
tertained the  same  opinions  then  as  now, 
but  he  wanted  tlie  moral  courage  to  avow 
them  ;  moral  courage — that  quality  which 
was  a  great  virtue  in  any  man,  but  above 
all  requisite  in  a  Prime  Minister,     Tho 
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right  hon.  Baronet's  syfitem  of  politics 
aeemed  to  be  founded  upon  expediency. 
Yes  ;  that  one  word  would  explain  lus 
whole  conduct.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
deprecated  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  who  was  then  in  power;  but  ten^ 
pora  mtUarUur  nos  et  mutamur  in  illis. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
could  turn  round  upon  him  as  he  did  the 
other  night»  and  say — [A  call  of  "  Ques- 
tion"] —  If  the  hon.  Member  who  called 
**  Question"  was  tired  of  him,  he  could 
walk  out.  But  he  would  teU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  man  who  was 
white  to-day  and  black  to-morrow  would 
not  appear  to  advantage,  either  to  that 
House  or  to  the  country.  He  should  not 
be  at  all  surprised  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
before  the  expiration  of  three  years,  pro- 
posed the  immediate  and  total  repeal  of  the 
Com  Laws.  Three  years  was  a  favourite 
period  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Three 
was  a  pet  number  of  his.  There  were 
three  years  of  triumph — three  years  of 
postponement — three  reasons — three  tests, 
just  as  there  are  three  Secretaries  of  State. 
As  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
he  had  filled — ^he  could  not  tell  how  many 
situations.  He  had  assumed  all  the  shapes 
of  Proteus — ^he  had  at  least  undergone 
three  times  three  chops  and  changes — in 
short,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  ready 
for  any  place — Tory,  Whig,  or  Radical — 
*•  any  port  in  a  storm."  Something  had 
been  said  in  the  former  discussion  about 
the  Church.  It  was  only  last  year  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  given  him  very  strong 
reason  to  think  he  had  no  very  strong  at- 
tachment to  the  Church,  by  his  conduct  on 
the  Maynooth  and  other  questions.  By 
their  acts  you  will  know  them.  His  con- 
viction was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
felt  as  much  for  the  Church  as  he  did  for 
the  farmers-^ that  was,  he  oared  as  little 
for  one  as  the  other — that  he  was  as  little 
disposed  to  maintain  the  rights  of  the 
Church  as  he  was  those  of  the  farmers.  He 
had  heard  the  League  was  to  be  dissolved  ; 
but,  if  so,  what  was  to  become  of  the  votes 
they  were  to  manufacture,  and  of  their  pro- 
ject for  undermining  "  the  proud  aristo- 
cracy," as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  termed 
them.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  read 
another  extract  from  the  speech  of  Sir 
B,  Peel  above  quoted,  showing  the  neces- 
sity for  union  and  exertion  in  the  Conserva- 
tive party,  and  proceeded  to  say — ^but  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  having  now  betrayed 


that  party,  he  attempted  to  support  himself 
by  those  Members  of  it  who  still  adhered  to 
him,  and  by  the  party  opposite.  But  inter 
dtias  sellas  inerauas.  In  other  words,  be- 
tween two  stools  the  breech  will  fall  to  the 
ground.  He  was  sorry  to  see  the  Treasury 
benches  so  much  infested  with  those  noxi- 
ous animals  called  rats.  The  gallant  Officer 
proceeded  to  read  another  extract  from  the 
speech  of  Sir  R.  Peel : — 

**  My  object  is,  that  by  steadily  attending  to  our 
duty,  by  censuring  the  Government  on  aU  occa- 
sions when  they  deserre  it,  enforcing  our  princi- 
ples by  aiding  them  to  carry  those  measures  which 
we  think  right,  even  though  by  so  doing  we  may 
be  rescuing  the  Government,  we  may  establish 
new  claims  upon  the  approbation  of  the  country. 
I  own  I  have  felt  on  some  occasions,  when  we 
might  Live  relied  upon  a  majority  in  &vour  of 
those  principles  which  the  Government  professed 
to  share  in  common  with  us,  yet  I  have  found  that 
when  a  question  involved  the  existence  of  the  Go- 
vernment, the  principles  were  forgotten,  and  tho 
only  consideration  was,  how  most  effectually  tho 
Grovemment  might  be  preserved.  It  cannot  be 
satis&ctory  to  be  told — *  You  deserve  censure,  but 
rather  than  inflict  it  upon  you,  we  will  vote  in  your  . 
&vour  to  rescue  you.'  Gentlemen,  there  was  an 
observation  made  more  than  a  hundred  years  ago 
by  Mr.  Addison,  who  lamented  the  violent  party 
heats  and  resentments  which  appeared  to  obstruct 
the  performance  of  public  duty,  and  suggested  that 
it  was  a  bounden  duty  to  combine  all  neutral  men 
in  defence  of  the  common  good.  He  thought  it 
possible  to  form  some  sort  of  covenant  to  which 
moderate  men  might  adhere,  and  by  which,  rising 
above  party  considerations,  and  only  seeking  for 
the  public  good,  they  might  be  bound.  He  found 
great  difficulty  in  framing  such  an  instrument,  but 
at  length  he  hit  upon  a  form  of  covenant  for  mo- 
derate men.  I  will  read  the  form  of  association 
which  Mr.  Addison  proposed,  and  which  he  ex- 
pected to  be  subscribed  by  moderate  men,  but 
which,  I  believe,  would  find  but  little  favour  in 
these  days.  It  was  to  this  effect : — *  We  whose 
names  are  hereunto  subscribed,  do  solemnly  de- 
clare  that  we  do  conscientiously  believe  that  two 
and  two  make  four,  and  that  we  shall  adjudge  any 
man  to  be  an  Quemy  who  advances  or  pretends  to 
the  contrary.  We  are  likewise  ready  to  main- 
tain at  any  hazard,  against  all  men,  that  six  is  less 
than  seven  in  all  times  and  places.  We  do  finally 
declare  our  firm  determination  to  call  black  black, 
and  white  white,  and  that  we  shall,  on  all  occa- 
sions, oppose  such  persons  as  shall,  on  any  day  of 
the  year,  hold  black  to  be  white,  or  white  black,  to 
the  utmost  period  of  our  lives.*  If  Mr.  Addison 
were  now  alive,  ho  would  perceive  that  this  form 
of  association  was  not  much  appreciated  by  the 
fidends  of  the  Government ;  but  if  he  luid  drawn 
it  in  a  difierent  form — ^if  he  had  said, '  We  will  on 
all  occasions,  on  every  day  of  the  year,  vote  block 
to  be  white,  or  white  black,  whenever  the  Govern- 
ment is  implicated,'  that  would  insure  more  signa- 
tures  than  the  declaration  which  he  proposed,  that 
two  and  two  make  four,  and  that  on  every  day  of 
the  year,  black  shall  be  considered  black,  and  white 
white." 

He  thought  that  what  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said  of  making  black  white,  and  white 
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blaok,  was  ihorouglily  illostratcd  by  some 
of  hie  supporters,  vho  spoke  one  way,  and 
Toted  precisely  the  reverse.  They  spoke 
white,  and  voted  bUick.  He  really  could 
not  see  what  the  grounds  were  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  at  all  justify 
or  excuse  himself  from  bringing  forward 
the  present  question  ;  and  as  for  the  in- 
formation conveyed  in  his  speech,  he 
thought  it  was  completely  refuted  in  the 
admirable  one  delivered  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Bentinck)  on  Friday  night. 
The  gallant  Officer  read  one  of  the  notes  of 
invitation  which  Sir  R.  Peel  was  aoous- 
tomed  to  send  to  his  supporters  previously 
to  the  commencement  of  the  Session,  re- 
questing them  to  meet  him  at  his  house,  to 
concert  the  line  of  action  to  be  adopted  and 
pursued  during  the  Session ;  but  neither 
himself,  nor  any  of  those  about  him  had  re-^ 
ceived  a  similar  note  this  Session.  At  any 
rate  he  had  not  been  honoured  with  any  in- 
vitation to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  house; 
but  had  he  attended  the  League  meetings 
at  Covcnt  Garden,  this  might  have  been  the 
case.  He  should  oppose  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  whenever  it  was  possible.  On 
this  occasion,  however,  he  regretted  he 
could  not  do  so.  If,  on  the  division,  he 
went  into  the  same  lobby  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  oppose  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  it  was  from  no  attach- 
ment, no  affection,  no  regard  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  or  for  any  one  Member  on 
the  Treasury  benches.  It  was  solely  be- 
cause he  was  obliged  to  choose  the  least  of 
two  evils.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
been  surrounded  by  a  great  and  powerful 
party — such  a  party  as  no  other  Minister 
ever  had.  He  might  have  retained  that 
party  firm  to  himself  and  beneficially  for 
the  country.  That  party  had  ever  shown 
loyalty  to  their  Sovereign,  and  reverence 
for  the  Protestant  Church.  They  had  al- 
ways endeavoured  to  uphold  and  maintain 
the  Church.  That  party  would  have  gone 
through  fire  and  water  for  him.  He  had, 
however,  deceived  and  betrayed  that  party; 
and  let  him  now  beware  lest  ne  was  sowing 
the  seeds  of  a  revolution.  He  hoped  he 
should  never  see  the  day  when  he  should 
find  his  country  mined  by  those  who  had 
betrayed  it,  but  who  ought  to  have  pre- 
served it.  The  gallant  Colonel  concluded 
by  cautioning  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  to  beware 
of  his  free-trade  associates,  and  to  guard 
against  the  dangers  likely  to  arise  from  the 
dissemination  and  encouragement  of  their 
doctrines. 


Lord  WORSLET  said,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  had  alluded  to 
him,  and  to  a  statement  which  he  had 
made  on  this  question  on  another  occasion, 
at  a  time  when  it  was  thought  impossible 
the  question  could  be  met  as  a  mere  mat- 
ter of  compromise,  and  when  he  supposed 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  to  de- 
cide by  a  large  majority  that  no  alteration 
of  the  Com  Law  should  take  place,  or  else 
that  there  should  be  a  settlement  of  the 
question  either  by  a  total  abolition,  or  by 
such  an  arrangement  as  those  who  advo- 
cated total  abolition  would  assent  to,  he 
wished  to  state  to  the  House  the  grounds 
on  which  he  intended  to  five  his  vote  on 
the  present  Amendment.  It  was  now  pro- 
posed bv  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  that  all  duties  on  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  corn  should  totally  and 
immediately  cease.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
was  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that,  until  1849,  there  should  be  a 
continuance  of  the  sliding-scale,  on  a  much 
lower  rate  of  duty  than  that  now  in  opera- 
tion. His  impression  was,  that  if  the 
question  were  solely  whether  the  Motion 
proposed  now  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  or  that  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  should  be  agreed  to,  it  would 
be  much  better  that  they  should  now  de- 
cide in  favour  of  immediate  and  total  re- 
peal, than  that  they  should  be  forced  to 
remain  in  a  state  of  constant  uncertainty 
during  a  period  of  three  years  from  the 
present  time.  On  those  grounds,  if  the 
House  had  to  decide  simply  between  those 
two  propositions,  he  certainly  should  be  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton.  But  he 
had  to  look  to  the  question  in  this  light : 
he  felt  that  if  he  were  to  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton;  and  if  that  Motion 
were  carried  by  the  House,  he  would  thus 
aid  in  precludmg  himself  from  considering 
other  Amendments  which  were  to  be  pro- 
posed by  other  hon.  Members  on  this  ques- 
tion. It  might  be  considered  that,  in  adopt- 
ing this  course,  he  was  not  acting  quite 
consistently  with  the  opinion  which  he  had 
before  expressed  in  favour  of  a  desire  to 
set  this  question  at  rest;  but  he  hoped  he 
could  satisfactorily  explain  to  the  House 
that  the  charge  of  inconsistency  could  not 
be  brought  against  him,  and  tnat  he  was 
justified  in  taking  the  course  which  he 
adopted,  because  he  believed  that  the  pro- 
positions to  be  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Anglesea  (Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley) 
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ment  may  re-enact  it;  so  that  between  ihe 
farmers  and  the  manufiMtiirers  the  three 
years  will  be  a  period  of  doubt,  irritation, 
and  excitement.  For  these  reasons  and 
others — ^for  there  are  others — ^with  which  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  at  this  late  hour 
of  the  night,  I  consider,  taking  the  two  pro- 
positions by  themselres,  that  that  made  b  j 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  Wohrerhampton  is  the 
better.  But  ihe  case  which  I  now  hare  to 
consider  is  the  case  of  the  Goremment  pro- 
posing a  plan  for  the  settlement  of  this 
important  question,  on  which  hitherto  there 
has  been  tiie  greatest  resistance  in  this 
House,  and  on  which  there  may  still  be 
resistance  and  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
majority  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
I  am  not  aware  what  view  the  other  House 
may  take  of  this  suliject.  I  must  listen, 
therefbre,  to  what  is  said  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, who  has  undertaken  the  settlement  of 
this  question.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  undertaken  this  task  in  a  way  entirely 
objectionable,  I  might  favour  any  amend- 
ment I  thought  desirable,  endangering  his 
proposition  ;  but  he  has  undertaken  it  in  a 
manner  which,  in  three  years  at  all  erents, 
win  produce  a  final  and  complete  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said,  in  accordance  with 
his  declaration  of  a  former  night,  that  he 
has  reasons  which  induce  him  to  prefer  his 
proposition.  I  own  I  do  not  consider  those 
reasons  in  themselves  very  conclusive.  One 
reason  is,  that  it  is  more  favourable  to  the 
landed  interest.  I  will  not  say  what  view 
the  laadlords  will  take;  but  I  am  more  and 
more  confirmed  in  the  opinion  that  the 
fiumers  throughout  the  country  do  not 
value  this  temporary  protection  of  three 
years.  What  the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman 
has  stated  only  confirms  the  view  which 
we  on  this  side  took  at  the  time  with  re- 
spect to  the  Canada  Com  Bill.  When  that 
was  introduced  we  said  it  was  dangerous 
to  introduce  a  Bill  giving  a  monopoly  to  a 
single  Colony  which  it  never  had  before  ; 
and  that  when  it  was  necessary  tp  take  it 
away,  a  feeling  of  injustice  and  mjury  would 
be  raised.  I  am  airaid  that  a  similar  feel- 
ing wiU  be  raised  among  the  landlords  by 
giving  them  this  three  years'  protection. 
It  wiU  not  reconcile  them  to  the  loss  of  the 
benefit  at  the  expiration  of  that  term.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  another  state- 
ment, to  the  efiect  that  though  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  decide  by  a  majority  in 
favour  of  immediate  repeal,  he  yet  would 
use  his  best  efforts  to  promote  the  success 
of  the  measure  so  amended ;  but  he  states 


at  ihe  same  time  that  he  will  not  answer 
for  the  result;  and  he  likewise  adds^— what 
is  a  most  important  statement — that,  in 
his  opinion,  if  he  had  brought  forward  a 
measure  for  immediate  repeal  instead  of 
that  which  he  has  proposed,  he  would  have 
failed  in  his  endeavour  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion. I  never  think  it  right  to  vote  in  this 
House  for  any  measure  or  resolution  which 
I  do  not  think  it  desirable  should  suoceed. 
Now,  supposing  that  there  is  a  majority  in 
this  House  in  favour  of  ihe  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton, and  that  I  am  one  in  that  majority,  I 
then  gain  in  terms  a  better  settlement  of 
the  question  than  that  which  the  right  hon. ' 
Gentleman  proposes.  But  what  should  I 
lose?  I  should  lose  that  measure  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  as  the 
organ  of  the  Government,  has  introduced ; 
for  which  he  has  made  himself  responsible; 
and  of  the  success  of  which,  though  he 
cannot  guarantee  it,  he  entertains,  as  I  do 
myself,  strong  hope.  Upon  weighing  the 
advantages  of  these  two  questions,  I  say 
I  will  not  incur  the  responsibility  of  assist- 
ing to  carry  the  Motion  of  my  lM>n.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton.  It  is  far 
better,  as  I  conceive,  to  promote  the  mea- 
sure which  has  been  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  I  believe  mysehP  that 
if  this  House  carries  that  measure — ^as  I 
trust  it  will  do-H>n  the  third  reading  by  at 
least  as  large  a  majority  as  that  which  de- 
cided the  other  day  in  favour  of  going  into 
Committee,  the  House  of  Lords,  respecting 
the  decision  of  this  House,  will  most  pro- 
bably accede  to  the  Bill  thus  carried  up  to 
them  as  the  measure  of  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  I  feel  by  no  means  confi- 
dent that  they  would  carry  a  measure  which 
would  be  capable  of  being  represented  as 
the  identical  measure  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League.  But  I  do  consider  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  affairs,  the  adoption  of  this 
measm^  bv  the  present  Parliament,  with- 
out any  dissolution,  without  any  further 
oonfiict  of  interests,  would  be  of  the  very 
greatest  advantage.  I  believe  that,  if  it 
is  carried — ^though,  as  I  have  said,  there 
may  be  some  excitement,  that  excitement 
will  gradually  subside,  and  the  different 
classes  of  society  will  be  better  reconciled 
to  each  other  than  they  have  been  for  many 
years  past;  and  that.  Sir,  speaking  be- 
sides and  beyond  this  com  question,  is  to 
any  one  who  values  the  institutions  of  this 
country  a  most  important  consideration. 
Because,  without  attending  to  particular 
threats  or  particular   declarations^  it  is 
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be  taken  ;  and  in  stating  that  he  would 
support  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  if  the  question  were  sim- 
ply between  it  and  the  propositions  of  the 
Goyemment;  he  did  so,  because  he  was 
not  one  of  those  who  would  delude  the 
farmers — ^he  could  not  call  it  by  any  milder 
term — ^with  the  idea  that  they  could  get 
back  again  the  protection  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  be  taken  from  them.  If  he 
were  to  hold  forth  that  language  to  the 
farmers,  he  felt  that  he  should  be  taking  a 
dishonest  part;  because  he  did  not  think 
the  agriculturists  had  the  least  chance  of  re- 
covering the  protection  of  a  Com  Law  if  it 
were  once  taken  from  them.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  give  any  vote  that  would  hold  out 
the  least  expectation  of  such  an  event  tak- 
ing place.  If  he  had  silently  opposed  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  in  order  to  support  the 
measure  of  the  Government,  it  might  lead 
to  an  expectation  out  of  doors,  that  he 
thought  there  was  a  chance  of  the  agricul- 
turists again  getting  the  protection  of 
which  they  were  now  to  be  deprived.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  the  least  probability 
of  such  an  event  taking  place;  and  believ- 
ing such  to  be  the  case,  he  could  not  do 
otherwise,  acting  as  an  honest  man,  than 
show  by  his  vote  the  view  which  he  enter- 
tained of  the  question.  In  voting  against 
the  Amendmeet  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
wished  also  to  show  that  he  believed  it  was 
impossible  the  agriculturists  could  ever 
again  possess  such  an  amount  of  duty  as 
they  at  present  enjoyed. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  was  one  of 
those  who  never  entertained  any  sanguine 
expectations  that  those  hon.  Members  who 
advocated  protection  would  support  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  felt  that 
when  the  proposition  of  immediate  repeal 
was  submitted  to  the  House,  those  hon. 
Members  would  find  very  good  reasons  for 
not  giving  it  their  support;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  extremely  glad  to  hear 
from  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  he  did  not  withhold  his  vote 
from  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  ViUiers),  because 
he  would  wish  to  encourage  the  feeling 
among  the  tenant-farmers  that  the  protec- 
tion which  was  now  about  being  withdrawn 
from  them  could  ever  again  be  restored. 
His  noble  Friend  had  told  them  that,  if  he 
were  to  take  such  a  part,  he  should  not  be 
acting  honestly — conscientiously  believing, 
as  his  noble  Friend  did,  that  protection 
once  withdrawn  could  never  be  again  con- 
ferred upon  them;  but  such  being  the  con- 


viction of  his  noble  Frjend,  he  would  neces- 
sarily be  perfectly  justified  in  giving  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  had  taken  a 
judicious  course  in  submitting  this  measure 
to  the  House.  He  thought  it  was  due  to 
the  country,  to  those  who  had  acted  cor- 
dially with  him  in  this  free-trade  move- 
ment, and  due  to  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self, to  submit  this  proposal  to  the  House. 
It  was  a  proposal,  as  his  hon.  Friend  had 
very  justly  observed,  which  had  been  taken 
and  adopted  as  the  motto  of  the  free-trade 
movement  after  due  consideration.  It  had 
caused  some  unpopularity  to  the  advocates 
of  free  trade.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
question  of  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  was  a  proposition  which  overlooked 
the  sufferings  that  might  arise  to  the  agri- 
cultural body  from  the  immediate  transition 
from  monopoly  to  complete  freedom  of 
trade.  All  these  things  were  taken  into 
consideration,  and  formed  the  elements  on 
which  the  Gentlemen  who  had  conducted 
the  free-trade  movement  had  come  to  the 
decision  that  it  was  better  for  the  agricul- 
tural interests,  and  for  all  the  interests  of 
the  country,  that  this  question  should  bo 
settled  by  the  mode  of  immediate  and  un- 
conditional repeal.  He  thought  that  his 
hon.  Friend  himself,  having  taken  so  pro- 
minent  a  part  in  the  promotion  of  the  re- 
peal of  the  Corn  Law,  was  entitled  to  bo 
heard  in  respect  to  the  settlement  about  to 
be  made.  His  hon.  Friend  must  take  a 
very  large  share  of  the  responsibility  on 
his  shoulders;  and  on  the  shoulders  of  his 
friends  must  also  rest  much  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  future  consequences  of  this 
measure.  Therefore,  he  would  say  his 
hon.  Friend  was  entitled  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  settlement  of  the  question.  With 
regard  to  the  allegation  that  they  would 
endanger  the  plan  of  the  Government  by 
asking  for  something  more  than  was  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  aU  he 
could  say  was  that  he  did  not  think  that 
danger  would  exist  if  they  succeeded  in 
inducing  the  House  of  Commons  to  carry 
his  hon.  Friend*s  propositions.  As  to  what 
would  take  place  elsewhere,  with  that,  he 
submitted,  they  had  nothing  to  do.  All 
he  could  say  was,  that  there  was  not  a 
single  supporter  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House,  who  had 
spoken  during  the  late  debate,  who  had 
stated  that  he  gave  his  support  to  the 
measure  in  consequence  of  the  three  years' 
grace  that  was  afforded  to  the  agricultural 
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question  of  the  Corn  Laws ;  and  unless 
tiiere  were  a  great  popular — a  great  na- 
tional feeling  the  other  way,  I  conceive  that 
no  one  can  with  propriety  maintain  a  con- 
trary opinion.  But  having  stated  that  I 
consider  the  present  House  of  Commons 
competent  to  determine  this  question,  I 
may  add  that  I  think  it  desirable  there 
should  not  be  a  dissolution.  I  do  not  en- 
tertain this  opinion  because  I  consider  that 
in  the  event  of  a  dissolution  we  should  not 
obtain  a  majority  in  Parliament  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Com  Laws.  My  belief  is,  that 
we  should  have  such  a  majority.  But  my 
belief  also  is,  that  that  majority  would  only 
be  attained  after  a  great  collision  of  opin- 
ion, after  very  angry  feelings  had  been  ex- 
cited in  the  course  of  the  elections;  and 
that,  under  those  circumstances,  such  a  ma- 
jority would  hardly  have  that  weight  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  which  1 
think  a  majority  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons  is  likely  to  exercise  upon  its  de- 
cisions. I  think  the  question  would  then 
excite  much  greater  discordance  between 
classes;  that  men  would  be  much  more  apt 
to  stand  upon  pledges  they  had  given, 
against  their  more  reflecting  opinions;  and 
that  we  should  be  for  some  years  in  a  state 
of  agitation  on  the  subject  which  would  be 
most  injurious  to  the  country.  For  these 
additional  reasons,  therefore,  I  am  going  to 
take  the  only  course  which  it  seems  to  me 
— after  pondering  upon  this  matter  most 
seriously — ^to  be  my  duty  to  the  country  to 
follow.  I  am  going  to  take  the  course  of 
voting  with  the  Government  against  this 
Amendment,  and  against  any  other  Amend- 
ments that  are  likely  to  be  proposed  in 
Committee.  I  shall  be  prepared  to  vote 
with  them  upon  every  stage  of  this  Bill; 
and  I  think  the  interests  of  this  country 
are  deeply  involved  in  the  speedy,  safe, 
and  tranquil  settlement  of  this  great  ques- 
tion, 

SirW.  JOLLIFFE  was  anxious  to  ad- 
dress  a  few  words  to  the  Committee  in  ex- 
planation of  the  vote  he  was  about  to 
give,  without  making  any  reference,  if  he 
could  possibly  help  it,  to  the  debate  on  the 
Com  Law,  on  which,  however,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  speak  had  the  opportu- 
nity been  afforded  him.  He  had  always 
eonsistently  voted  against  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  on 
the  question  of  the  Com  Law,  and  it  was 
his  intention  still  to  vote  against  that  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  if  he  did  not  enter  into 
some  explanation  in  doing  so,  he  might  be 
liable  to  misrepresentation ;  for  he  desired 


it  to  be  understood  that  it  was  out  of  no 
preference  which  he  entertained  for  the 
measures  of  the  Government  that  he  voted 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton. As  long  as  a  firm  body  could  be 
found  in  this  House,  and  in  another  place, 
and  a  much  larger  body  out  of  doors,  he 
should  cherish  the  hope  that  those  mea- 
sures would  be  defeated.  •  The  measure 
was  objectionable  in  every  point  of  view. 
It  was  most  objectionable,  even  on  his  own 
showing.  He  said  it  was  to  meet  an 
emergency  for  which  it  was  not  at  all  cal- 
culated ;  and  then,  as  if  not  to  leave  poor 
consistency  a  single  inch  to  stand  upon, 
an  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  a  fixed  duty, 
which  could  not  be  maintained  when  prices 
rose  to  a  height  when  foreign  com  would 
be  really  ^nted.  If  they  were  to  have  a 
great  change,  let  them  have  it  at  once,  for 
it  would  be  even  less  dangerous  to  tl^e 
country  than  at  the  end  of  three  years^ 
The  country  was  now  prosperous ;  agri- 
culture had  been,  for  the  last  six  months, 
in  a  flourishing  condition ;  the  farmers  had 
straight  accounts  with  their  landlords-*- 
they  could,  therefore,  better  endure  tjie 
measure  introduced  in  an  intelligible 
straightforward  way,  than  in  the  insidious 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  at  present 
introduced.  It  was  like  making  a  man 
live  on  half  a  meal  a  day  before  he  under- 
went some  great  bodily  exertion :  would 
he  not  much  sooner  undertake  it  when  in 
health  than  when  in  decay,  and  would  he 
not  be  much  more  able  to  execute  it  ?  As 
it  was  with  the  body  physical,  so  it  was 
with  the  body  politic.  In  conclusion,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  should  vote  against 
Mr.  ViUiers'  Motion,  because  he  had  al- 
ways opposed  it,  and  against  the  measm'cs 
of  Government,  because  they  seemed  to 
have  neither  justice  nor  common  sense  in 
them. 

Mb.  HUME  hoped  that  on  this  occasion 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  resumed  his  scat  would  teach  those 
who  were  about  to  divide  the  ranks  of  the 
supporters  of  the  measures  of  Govern- 
ment what  course  they  ought  to  adopt. 
After  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  (Lord  J.  Russell),  he 
thought  that  every  individual  who  was 
anxious  to  carry  those  measures  should 
do  his  utmost  to  support  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  He  confessed  that  he  should 
prefer  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  ;  but  seeing  what  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  stated,  he  considered  they  would 
be  acting  in  a  manner  that  was  calculated 
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to  rifik  ihe  great  queBtion ;  and  on  ihat 
ground  he  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
ViQiers)  not  on  this  occasion  to  divide 
their  ranks.  At  any  rate,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
could  not  give  him  his  support. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK,  amid  cries  of «'  Di- 
vide," and  **0h!"  from  the  Opposition, 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY  would  de- 
tain the  Committee  hut  a  feir  moments. 
The  nohle  Lord  opposite  had  said  that  the 
present  House  of  Commons  was  in  a  situa- 
tion to  settle  this  question.  He  contended 
that  it  was  not,  and  he  would  prove  it 
from  the  nohle  Lord's  own  ohservations. 
The  nohle  Lord  said,  **  If  I  had  under- 
taken ihe  government,  and  proposed  the 
same  measures  that  the  Ooverimient  now 
propose,  I  should  not  have  heen  ahle  to 
carry  liiose  measures  in  the  House  of 
Conunons  hy  a  greater  majority  than  40 
or  50."  He  now  asked  the  Committee,  In 
common  fairness  and  candour,  whether 
they  thought  they  were  in  a  position  to 
carry  those  measures  with  satisfaction  to 
the  country  or  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  always  nuuntained  that  the  Com  Law 
ought  to  be  Immediately  repealed?  He 
contended  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
tiiat  House.  It  had  been  proved  by  the 
noble  Lord  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
ihat  House.  Even  if  the  measure  were 
right,  this  was  not  the  way  in  which  it 
should  be  carried. 

Lord  WORSLBY  rose  to  explain.  He 
feared  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  misunderstood  what  he  (Lord  Worsley) 
had  said  in  an  earlier  part  of  the  evening, 
when  he  declared  his  intention  of  support- 
ing the  proposed  duty  of  5«.,  not  as  a  mea- 
sure of  protection,  but  as  one  from  which 
a  revenue  would  be  obtained.  Ho  would 
also  take  the  opportunity  of  declaring  that 
he  saw  nothing  inconsistent  in  those  opi- 
nions, or  in  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give, 
with  the  speech  quoted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Durham  (Mr.  Bright). 

The  Earl  of  MARCH  said,  that  the 
House  was  in  such  a  state  of  confusion 
that  they  seemed  to  have  forgotten  the 
question  before  the  Committee.  He  un- 
derstood that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Evesham  had  moved  that  the  Chairman 
should  report  progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Ques- 
tion—Ayes 70  ;  Noes  227  :  Majority  157. 
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EMthope,  Sir  J.^ 
Eaatnor,  Viflot. 
Ebnngton,  Visct. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
BgertoD,  Sir  P. 

eBu.w. 

Elphinetone,  H. 
Emlyn,  YiBct. 
Entwiflle,  W. 
Escott,  B. 
Evans,  Sir  De  L. 
Ewarty  W. 
Fielden,  W. 
FergoBOUf  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitxmauriee,  hon.  W. 
Fitiroj,  hon.  H. 
Fleetwood.  Sjir  P.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  C.  R, 
Gibson,  T.  Bl 
Gordon,  hon.  Oapt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Haniilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhonse,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W.   * 
Hornby,  J. 

Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 

Humphery,  Bfr.  Aid. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
James,  W. 
Jermyn,  Eari 
Jervis,  J. 
Jooelyn,  Visot. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Gapt. 
KeUy,  Sir  FitzRoy 
Kemble,  H. 

Laboochere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Loch,  J. 
Lookhart,  A.  E. 
Lookfaart,  W. 
LyaU,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mi^ulay,  rt.  hn.  T.  B. 
McCarthy,  A. 
McGeaohy,  F.  A. 
McTaggart,  Sir  J. 


Blahon,  Ytut. 
Man|[le8,  R.  D. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  0.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
MUdmay,  H.  St.  J. 
Mitoalfe,  H. 
MitoheU,  T.  A. 
Mo&tt,  G. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  0, 
NeviUe,  R. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'GonneU,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell.  J. 
Oswald,  J. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  CoL 
Philips,  (J.  R. 
PhlUps,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pusey,  P. 
Hawdon,  Col. 
tleid,  Col. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
Russell,  C. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerton,  Visct. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  0. 
Sfcnsfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strutt,  E. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thomely,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tu&eU,  H. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  0. 
Vtyian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
WelMey,  Lord  C. 


White,  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 


Wortloy,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,  rt.  hn.  0.  W.  W. 
Torke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Young,  R. 
Baring,  H. 


Question  again  put. 

LoBD  J.  MANNERS  rose  to  notice  a 
remark  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  that  it  was  compe- 
tent for  the  present  Parliament  to  alter  the 
Com  Laws,  and  that  this  case  was  ana- 
logous to  the  passing  of  the  Septennial 
Act.  He  asserted  that  throughout  Eng- 
lish history  there  was  not  so  disgraceful  a 
case  as  that  in  which  a  Whig  House  of 
Commons,  afraid  to  appeal  to  the  country, 
and  elected  only  for  three  years,  had  been 
led  to  vote  that  ^e  same  House  should  sit 
for  a  septennid  period.  He  knew  not 
what  the  noble  Lord's  present  views  might 
be;  but  he  must  say  for  himself  that  if  the 
noble  Lord's  ardour  to  secure  a  lontf  life 
to  the  present  House  of  Commons  should 
propose  to  extend  its  existence  for  a  de- 
cennial period,  he  could  venture  to  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  would  have  no 
more  decided  opponent  than  himself ;  and 
when  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  public 
honour  of  that  House  was  separable  from 
the  private  honour  of  individuals,  such  a 
proposition  could  hardly  be  seriously  main- 
tained; for  what  was  the  public  honour 
but  the  aggregate  private  honour  of  indivi- 
duals ?  What !  destroy  the  private  honour 
of  120  or  130  individual  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  then  hope  that 
they  could  maintain  by  a  constitutional 
fallacy  the  public  character  of  the  Housq 
of  Commons  ?  He  said,  if  he  had  asked 
for  any  justification  for  the  course  which 
that  great  minority  of  the  House  had 
adopted,  he  should  find  it  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  House,  after  such  a 
speech,  after  such  arguments,  whether  it 
could  refuse  to  postpone  this  discussion  for 
any  number  of  nights  to  allow  those  hon. 
Members  who  chose  to  express  their  opi- 
nions ?  For  himself,  he  could  conceive  no 
such  argument  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Evesham 
as  that  they  had  heard  from  the  noble 
Lord.  So  long  as  his  hon.  Friend  chose 
to  divide  the  House  on  the  question  of  ad- 
journment, so  long  should  he  be  happy, 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  di- 
vide with  him. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  was  sorry  he 
had  incurred  the  displeasure  of  the  noble 
Lord  ;  but  really  the  penalty  of  adjourn- 
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fickle  tyrant,  liad  deterred  them  from  doing 
what  they  believed  to  be  their  duty :  that 
it  would  not  be  through  their  means  the 
country  was  rendered  dependent  upon  fo- 
reigners for  the  national  supply  of  food ; 
that  they  would  not  hear  the  curses  of 
ruined  farmers  ringing  in  their  ears;  and 
that  it  was  not  through  their  folly  or 
cowardice  that  the  agricultural  labourer 
was  driven  from  his  happy  home  to  the  vice 
and  sordid  misery  of  the  manufacturing 
towns. 

Me.  bright  :  I  rise  principally  with 
the  view  of  making  a  few  observations  upon 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lincolnshire  (Lord  Worsley).  The  no- 
lyle  Lord  said  he  was  of  opinion  that  even 
now  the  imposition  of  a  nxed  duty  of  Ss. 
would  settle  this  question.  Now,  I  have 
liere  a  speech  delivered  by  that  noble  Lord 
in  Lincolnshire ;  and  as  he,  upon  one  occa- 
Bion,  amused  the  House  with  long  extracts 
from  the  speeches  of  Members  of  the  Go- 
Ternment,  perhaps  he  will  not  object  to 
liear  read  a  short  extract  from  one  of  his 
own,  delivered  as  recently  as  three  years 
ago.  At  a  meeting  held  in  Lincolnshire, 
the  noble  Lord  said — 

**  Something  had  been  said  about  compromise. 
About  a  year  ago  he  thought  something  like  com- 
promise might  have  been  effiscted;  but  that  day 
had  gone  by.  There  was  at  present  only  one 
ground  of  compromise,  and  that  was  a  final  settle, 
ment  of  the  question,  whereby  agitation  would  be 
for  ever  stopped.  It  was  agitation  on  this  subject 
that  was  doing  all  the  injury,  and  the  stopping  of 
that  was  the  only  compromise  that  could  he  for  a 
moment  entertained.  Some  had  supposed  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  propose  a 
fixed  duty  with  a  descending  scale,  to  go  down 
gradually  until  it  vanished  altogether.  That  would 
not  stop  agitation.  It  would  go  on  as  violently  as 
ever,  until  the  last  shilling  of  duty  was  removed." 

The  noble  Lord  then  gave  a  dissertation 
upon  the  peculiar  burdens  on  land,  which  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  now  to  quote.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that  there 
•can  be  no  cessation  of  the  agitation  of  this 
•question,  until  all  the  duties  upon  the  im- 
portation of  com  are  finally  abolished ;  and 
I  am  sure  that  he  who  thinks  differently 
must  have  formed,  indeed,  an  imperfect 
idea  of  that  amount  of  public  opinion  which 
is  now  concentrated  in  one  universal  de- 
mand for  the  total  and  immediate  abolition 
of  the  Com  Laws.  The  hon.  Member  who 
preceded  me  has  referred — and  I  wonder  at 
his  imprudence — to  the  mortgages  and  in- 
cumbrances upon  the  property  of  landed  pro- 
prietors. Now,  I  do  hope  that  the  time  has 
nearly  come  when  the  landed  proprietors  in 
this  House  will  not  subject  tJiemaelvea  to 


such  imputations  as  have,  witli  some  jus- 
tice, been  heaped  upon  them,  by  again 
bringing  forward  theu*  o?m  extravagancies 
or  imprudence,  their  mortagages  and  in- 
cumbrances, as  the  justification  for  a  law 
to  raise  the  price  of  food,  in  order  to  secure 
to  them  a  rent  for  their  property,  which,  in 
reality,  it  is  not  worth.  I  recollect,  in  one 
of  Mr.  Dickens*  works,  that  he  gives  an 
account  of  an  election  for  the  dignified 
office  of  parish  beadle,  on  which  occasion 
the  walls  were  covered  with  placards,  with 
**  Vote  for  Scroggins  and  eleven  small 
children."  Why,  there  is  scarcely,  even 
in  that,  anything  more  pitiable  than  it  is  to 
witness  the  great  landowners  of  this  coun- 
try coming  here  and  talking  of  the  in- 
cumbrances upon  their  estates,  or  of  the 
necessity  of  providing  fortunes  for  their 
grown-up  daughters.  To  come,  however, 
to  the  question  more  immediately  before 
the  House.  That  question  is  now  greatly 
narrowed,  and  it  is  no  longer  whether  wo 
shall  have  protection  or  not,  but  whether 
protection  shall  be  immediately  abolished » 
or  shall  linger  on  for  three  years  more. 
Now,  I  do  not  Uke  to  say  anything  which 
may  appear  in  opposition  to  the  Ministers, 
because  in  the  speeches  which  they  deli- 
vered in  the  last  debate  upon  this  question, 
I  have  observed  so  much  of  what  I  believe 
to  be  perfect  honesty  and  sincerity  in  the 
course  which  they  are  now  pursuing,  that 
I  feel  unwilling  to  say  anything  which  might 
make  it  appear  that  in  my  opinion  they 
were  falling  short  of  the  duty  which  at  this 
important  period  they  owe  to  the  country. 
But  I  must  say  that  Her  Majesty *s  Go- 
vernment have  admitted  all  our  case ;  and 
if  there  be  any  man  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  who,  in  consequence  of  the  speeches 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government,  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  protection 
should  be  abolished,  I  can't  think  it  pos- 
sible that  such  a  man  would  say  that  we 
should  wait  for  three  years  before  that 
abolition  took  place.  I  think  that  every 
argument  offered  by  the  Gentlemen  in 
justification  of  their  measure,  justifies  still 
further  our  proposition  for  the  immediate 
repeal ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  condem- 
nation of  the  arguments  of  the  Government 
if  we  now  stopped  short  of  immediate  re- 
peal. The  impending  famine  in  Ireland  is 
either  a  reality  or  it  is  not.  The  Govern- 
ment tell  us  that  they  have  established 
stores  for  the  accmmdation  of  grain,  to  be 
sold  to  the  people  at  a  moderately  low  price. 
Both  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken,  said  that  they  could  not  come  to 
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MiiroTBS.]    PuBuo  BiLiA— <^  Publk  Works  (Ireland) 

(Nob  SK 
8»*  MdpMMd.    Pttblle  Works  (Ireland)  (Na  S)t  Draln- 
^B,  *&  (Ireland). 

Pmnoita  PEiaairriD.  By  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
ftom  Owners  and  Ooeuplers  of  Land  of  Dovnhanii  and 
■evcial  other  plaoes,  in  fkvour  of  Che  Com  Laws.— By  the 
Earl  of  Hardwicke,  from  Inhabitants  of  the  Parish  of 
Ashwell*  and  sereral  other  plaoes,  for  Protection  of  the 
Agrieultttxal  Interests— By  Lord  Monteagle,  from  Linen 
Mcrihants,  Bleach  Millowneis,  and  oUien,  on  the  River 
Maine,  County  of  Antrim,  against  the  Dndnage  (Irdand) 
BilL—  By  Earl  Powis,  from  the  Bath  Church  of  Eog- 
hmd  Lay  Association,  against  the  proposed  Union  of  St. 
Asaph  and  Bangort  and  from  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
the  Cathedral  Church  of  Ripon,  agabist  the  said  Union, 
hut  in  fkvour  of  Uie  Appointment  of  a  Bishop  to  the  See 
of  Manchesler. — By  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  from 
Inhataitanta  of  the  Town  of  Laneaster,  for  the  Total  and 
Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws;  and  from  Flrcc 
Colonists  of  Van  Dieroen'fe  Land,  oompUdning  of  the 
great  Incnase  in  ttie  Number  of  Convicis,  Ibr  Inquiry, 
and  fiv  the  Better  Regulation  of  them. 

THE  CORN  LAWS. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKE  presented 
a  number  of  petitions  from  Tarious  places 
in  Cambridgeshire,  against  the  proposed 
measure  of  Government  in  reference  to  the 
Com  Laws.  The  county  from  which  those 
petitions  came,  was,  he  said,  purely  an  agri- 
cultural county,  and  one  in  which,  he  as- 
serted without  fear  of  contradiction,  the 
progress  of  agriculture  had  never  so  much 
advanced  as  since  1828,  when  the  protec- 
tion laws  were  passed.  This  had  been  par- 
ticularly the  case  in  that  large  portion  of 
the  county  called  the  Isle  of  Ely,  where 
such  extensive  works  had  been  constructed, 
such  a  large  amount  of  capital  had  been 
lud  out,  and  such  vast  improvements  ef- 
fected, that  the  amount  of  food  raised  in 
it  had  greatly  increased,  and  the  fee-simple 
of  the  hind  nearly  doubled.  He  would  not 
say  that  all  these  improvements  had  taken 
place  since  1828;  but  he  might  safely  say 
that  since  that  time  the  improvements  had 
gone  on  more  rapidly.  In  consequence  of 
the  introduction  of  the  steam-engine,  and 
the  extent  of  drainage  which  had  taken 
place,  in  one  dyke  alone  nearly  500,000{. 
had  been  spent;  the  agriculturists  had  been 
able  to  raise  such  a  vast  quantity  of  food 
as  not  merely  to  meet  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation, but  they  had  been  enabled  to  export 
from  Wisbeach  a  krger  amount  of  wheat 
than  had  passed  through  any  other  port  of 
Great  Britain.  In  respect  to  the  remain- 
ing part  of  the  county,  he  held  returns  in 
his  Iwnd  showing  that  there  also  there  had 
been  great  progress  made  in  the  way  of 
improvement.  Since  1828,  no  fewer  than 
dghte^i  parishes  had  been  enclosed;  and 
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the  consequence  of  these  enclosures  had 
been,  that  the  fee-simple  of  the  land  had 
been  doubled.  In  these  eighteen  parishes 
the  annual  value  of  property  had  increased 
no  less  than53,508^,  and  supported  an  in- 
crease of  population  to  the  extent  of  5,682. 
He  was  sure  that,  in  stating  this  case,  he 
should  be  excused  in  doing  so  from  the 
fact  of  the  county  being  a  purely  agricul- 
tural one,  as  well  as  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  people  had  made  such  advances  in 
agricultural  improvement — the  people  them- 
selves believing  that  it  was  owing  very 
much  to  these  protective  duties  that  they 
had  been  able  to  make  such  advances  in 
improvement.  At  all  events,  they  were 
perfectiy  able  to  show  that  prosperity  and 
protection  had  gone  alongside,  and  hand 
in  hand,  with  one  another.  The  prayer  of 
these  petitioners  was  universally  tiie  same 
— ^namely,  that  their  Lordships  would  be 
pleased  to  reject  the  measures  which  were 
now  in  progress  in  tiie  other  House  of  Par- 
liament; and  to  continue  to  them  that  pro- 
tection which  they  now  possessed.  Their 
Lordships  would,  no  doubt,  do  as  they  had 
always  done — namely,  take  into  considera- 
tion the  measure  itself  with  a  view  to  the 
great  interests  of  the  Empire,  and  with  a 
view  to  the  interests  and  well-being  of  the 
people  at  large.  Their  Lordships,  he  felt 
confident,  would  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
influenced  in  auy  way  by  the  fears  or  opin- 
ions of  any  individuals  elsewhere,  but  would 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  measure 
with  a  view  to  acquit  themselves  in  a  man- 
ner the  most  conformable  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  at  large.  The  measure  to 
which  he  referred  was  a  measure  of  a  most 
extensive  nature — a  measure  wholly  new, 
and  which  would  require  the  deepest  at- 
tention as  regarded  its  ultimate  residts  upon 
tiie  finances  of  the  country.  At  all  times 
— ^he  confessed  it  was  so  with  himself  at 
least — ^when  measures  had  been  presented 
to  their  Lordships  by  the  Government  of 
the  country,  they  carried  such  a  degree  of 
weight  with  them  that  their  Lordships  had 
always  taken  tiiat  into  consideration  as  a 
most  important  element  in  the  case;  but 
for  himself — and  he  could  only  speak  his 
own  opinion  on  this  point— the  measure 
now  introduced  by  the  present  Government 
would  not  sway  his  mind  in  reference  to  its 
introduction  in  any  way  whatever.  He  per- 
fectly understood,  and  he  perfectly  knew, 
the  principle  upon  which  the  Government 
had  Deen  dissolved;  but  he  had  never  heard 
it  yet  stated  upon  what  principle  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  reunited  and  formed 
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bound  tosajthat  if  yoalookongly  aiidab- 
Btraetedlj  to  the  emergency  wliieh  exists  in 
Ireland — I  am  bound  to  saj,  that  in  that 
case  I  think  the  bettw  measure  would  be 
the  immediate  suspeiudon  of  all  duties. 
Suppose  we  had  taken  the  course  pursued 
in  fonner  years,  and  had,  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, suspended  the  duties  for  a  period  of 
^ght  months — that  is  to  say,  untH  ^e 
month  of  August  or  September  next,  there 
would  then  be  an  absolute  repeal  of  all  du- 
ties, or  the  maintenance  of  a  nominal  duty 
only;  but  we  should  haye  to  determine  in 
the  interim  what  prorision  should  be  made 
with  respect  to  the  period  when  the  suspen- 
sion would  e3|>ire.  Those  who  contend 
that  the  Com  Laws  ought  to  be  imme- 
diately repealed,  would  of  course  be  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  a  measure  carrying  out 
their  object.  An  immediate  repeal  would 
provide  for  the  accomplishment  of  thdr 
purpose,  and  it  yrpnld  also  provide  for  the 
removal  of  all  duties  during  the  approadi- 
ing  scarcity  in  Irelmd.  But  that  is  not 
the  univenal  opinion.  There  are  many 
who  think  the  Com  Laws  ought  not  to  be 
repealed.  Her  Majesty's  Oovemm^it 
having  to  decide  upon  tiiis  question  on  the 
20th  of  December,  after  tiiey  had  been  re- 
called to  office,  thought  that  it  'might  be 
possible  at  the  same  time  to  make  provi- 
sion for  the  emergency  in  Ireland,  and  to 
lay  the  foundation  of  a  settbrnent  of  the 
Com  Law  question.  I  have  frankly  ad- 
mitted that  the  provision  made  for  the  pre- 
sent emergency  is  not  quite  so  complete 
as  would  be  made  if  you  removed  the  duty 
altogether.  But  what  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  to  consider  was,  on  ike  20th 
of  December,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
how  they  could  best  effect  the  double  ob- 
ject of  providing  for  tiie  emergency  in  Ire- 
land, and  at  the  same  time  of  trying  to  gain 
the  assent  of  the  Legislature  to  laying  the 
foundation  for  the  total  removal  of  all  du- 
ties ;  and  in  the  hope  of  reconciling  those 
two  objects  in  the  best  way  possible.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  framed  the  proposi- 
tion wluch  is  now  xmder  ike  consideration  of 
the  House.  With  respect  to  the  appre- 
hensions of  scarcity  in  Ireland,  we  cer- 
tainly do  not  altogether  remove  the  duties 
on  grain,  but  we  propose  to  remove  the  duty 
altogether  on  Indian  com;  we  propose  to 
remove  altogether  the  duty  on  rice;  and 
though  not,  perhaps,  so  nearly  affecting 
the  people  of  Ireland,  we  propose  to  re- 
move it  also  altogether  from  catde  and 
meat.  With  respect  to  wheat,  too,  we 
plaoe  that  in  »  very  different  position  to 


what  it  was  in  before;  and  we  materially 
reduce  the  duty,  which  at  present  abso- 
lutely prevents  you  takii^  out  of  bond  that 
superior  description  of  wheat  which  is  most 
important  for  the  purpose  of  mixing  with 
^e  inferior  descriptions  which  enter  into 
the  market,  and  affect  the  average  prices 
which  regidate  the  duty  on  the  o^er.  I 
have  before  me  a  memorial  signed  by  IIbb 
whole  of  the  millers  of  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne,  and  they  state  that  the  general 
weight  of  the  bushel  of  tMxm  in.  ordinary 
years  averages  from  about  61  lbs.  to 
63  lbs.,  whilst  in  ihe  present  year  it  is  not 
above  58  lbs.  They  say  it  would  be  of  the 
ntmost  importance  if  &ey  could  have  ac- 
cess to  the  better  qualities  of  wheat  whidi 
are  in  bond,  for  ^e  purpose  of  mixing  witli 
the  inferior  wheats  and  they  therefore  pray 
for  Immediaie  repeaL  The  duty  at  present 
upon  that  wheat,  however,  is  17«.;  and  as 
there  is  a  great  quantity  of  Inferior  wbeat 
in  the  market,  the  price  appears  to  be  low, 
and  the  duty  coBaequeuUy  remains  high,  so 
high  as  to  operate  almost  as  a  prohftitaon 
to  taking  out  of  bond  that  qvality  of  whieat 
which  it  is  of  the  ulmost  importance  to  have 
for  mixing  wiHi  the  inferior  wheat.  The 
present  prc^Kisal  of  Her  Mi^sty's  Govern- 
ment certainly  does  not  remove  the  duty  di 
wheat  aitogcither,  but  it  will  conaideiably 
reduce  the  present  duty  of  17f. ;  and  it 
wiU  do  more-*-it  will  give  a  guarantee  tliat 
in  no  one  case  can  the  duty  rise  above  10«., 
and  there  must  be  a  vety  rapid  fall  in  the 
price  of  wheat,  whidi  is  not  to  be  expected, 
to  bring  the  duty  up  to  lOf .  The  maxi- 
mum duty  at  present  is  20ff.  Under  the 
proposal  of  Her  Mi^ty's  Government  the 
maxinram  would  bq^Os.,  and  it  is  not  pro- 
bable even  if  the  ]»ice  should  fall  to  some 
extent,  that  it  would  be  more  than  5t.  or 
6f .  for  some  time  to  come.  That  is  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wi1&  respect  to  wheat.  Then  with  respect 
to  bariey.  The  present  duty  is  7«. :  we 
propose,  t;ertainly,  not  to  reduce  the  duty  to 
a  merely  nominal  one;  but  we  believe  that 
it  will  not  exceed  2ir.  instead  of  7t.  The 
duty  upon  oats  is  now  6f .  Under  the  pro- 
posal m  Her  Majesty's  Government  it  will 
not  exceed  2f.;  but  both  in  die  case  of 
bariey  and  oats,  observe  the  guarantee 
which  is  given  as  an  encouragement  to  im- 
portation. In  barley  there  would  be  a 
guarantee  tiiat  the  duty  shoidd  not  rise 
above  5«.,  and  in  the  case  of  oats  not  above 
4s.  a  quarter.  The  duty  on  rye  is  at  pre- 
sent Ss,  6d,  Under  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  it  will  foe  reduoed  to  2f .    The 
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noble  Lord  (Lord  Einnaird)  who  liad  just 
spoken,  had  been  giying  the  protectioniste 
some  advice,  ^ow,  he  was  sure  that  the 
protectionists  would  take  this  very  kind  of 
the  noble  Lord.  His  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry)  had  also  given 
him  advice ;  and  as  he  had  made  it  an 
invariable  rule  rather  to  follow  the  advice 
given  by  a  friend  timn  by  an  opponent,  he 
wonld  take  the  advice  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, and  not  enter  into  any  discussion  of 
me  question  which  was  at  present  under 
consideration  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to  the  large 
inajority  in  the  other  House  in  favour  of 
the  Government  measure.  Now  he  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  was  not  surprised  that 
the  measure  was  carried  by  so  large  a  ma- 
jority. That  majority,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  was  97 ;  of  course  all  the 
placemen  voted<— and  then  there  were  a 
great  many  offices  vacant,  and  there  were 
donbUees  a  great  many  persons  looking 
aDter  those  vacant  offices.  Under  Ihose 
oircwmstanees  he  was  rather  surprised  that 
the  minority  was  so  small.  But  the  noble 
Lord  asked  what  was  the  usd  of  appealing 
to  the  country  upon  this  question  ?  Now, 
he  (the  Duke  ei  Richmond)  would  tell  the 
noble  Lord  what  would  be  the  use  of  ap- 
pealing to  the  country.  It  was  to  torn  out 
of  Parliament  every  one  oi  the  ninety-seven 
deserters — in  fact,  the  whole  of  the  110 
who  followed  Sir  Robert  Peel — man,  who, 
if  they  had  been  in  the  army  in  India, 
would  have  abandoned  their  colours,  as  they 
had  here  run  away  from  their  principles. 
Those  men  came  and  swamped  the  honest 
i^ittion  of  the  Qouse  of  Commons.  He 
could  say  for  one,  if  it  was  for  no  other 
reason  that  he  wished  to  go  to  the  county  ; 
it  would  be  that  ^ose  Gentlemen  should 
be  shown  that  the  people  of  England  liked 
honesty — that  Ihey  did  not  like  men  who 
came  into  power  jdedging  themselves  to 
Oj^pose  certain  measures  and  support  others 
upon  the  hustings;  but  who,  when  they 
eame  to  Parliament,  violated  every  pledge 
and  promise  which  they  had  made.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  the  farmers  were 
contiBnaliy  grumbling;  now  he  thought 
the  fiumers  had  been  very  wrong  in  not 
having  grumbled  sooner  and  more  fre- 
qnently;  but  there  was  no  wonder  that 
diey  grumbled  after  the  scandalous  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  been  treated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  those  whom  they 
had  sent  there,  upon  the  strength  of  the 
pledges  made  upon  the  hustings.  They 
most  not  now  allude  to  speeches  which  had 


been  made  since  1841.  But  some  of  the 
sjpeechea  which  were  made  in  1839,  before 
the  Whigs  were  driven  from  office,  were 
very  instructive,  showing,  as  they  did, 
what  men  would  say  and  do  when  they 
were  desirous  to  come  into  power,  and  how 
sudden  the  change  frequently  was,  after 
their  object  was  attained.  He  would  not 
believe  that  the  taeasure  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  pass  their  Lordships'  House 
nntil  he  saw  it  pass.  The  noble  Lord  had 
talked  about  the  consistency  of  the  advo- 
cates of  ^ee  trade  ;  now  he  (the  Duke  of 
Richmond)  believed  there  were  very  few  of 
that  class.  It  was  true  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  an  advocate  for  free  trade  for  the 
last  half-dozen  years ;  but  he  was  not  so 
during  Barl  Grey's  Government,  when  a 
vote  was  taken  in  their  Lordships'  House — 
[Lord  Kjnnajrd  :  Yes,  I  was}-~at  least,  if 
he  was,  he  did  not  vote  for  it.  Did  not  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Ripon)  oppose  Bari  Fits- 
wiUiam's  Motion  upon  that  occasion  ?  and 
did  not  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who 
had  declared  himself  a  free  trader,  sit  on 
the  Woolsack  and  hear  the  Motion  made 
without  saving  a  word  upon  the  subject  ? 
Then^  agam,  had  not  the  Government  of 
Lord  Melbourne  proposed  a  protective  fixed 
duty  of  8«.  ?  He  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
must  admit  that  those  who  supported  the 
proposition  were  not  guilty  of  so  great  an 
inconsistency  in  supporting  the  present 
measure  of  the  Government  as  were  the 
Government  themselves  in  proposing  it ; 
for  the  former  had  not  gone  to  the  hustings 
and  told  the  people  of  England  that  they 
were  in  favour  of  protection,  and  thereby 
procured  themselves  a  large  majority ;  and 
when  they  got  in,  turned  round  upon  those 
who  had  supported  ihem,  and  not  only 
abandoned  the  principles  they  were  pledged 
to  support,  bnt  actually  headed  the  attack 
against  them.  These  were  charges  which 
he  made  against  the  Government.  He 
was  not,  he  again  repeated,  surprised  at 
the  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons;  but 
he  should  be  very  much  surprised  if  their 
Lordships  did  not  at  once  place  the  Govern- 
ment in  such  a  position  as  would  compel 
them  to  go  to  the  country ;  and,  if  they 
did  BO,  they  would  find  that  protection  had 
a  large  number  of  friends  :  he  might  ap- 
peal to  the  recent  Section  for  a  confirma- 
tion of  his  statement.  See  how  well  Not- 
tinghamshire had  done  its  duty :  it  had  re- 
turned two  protectionists.  He  might  also 
refer  to  Dorsetshire,  and  many  other  places, 
where  similar  results  had  been  obtained; 
in  &et>  he  beliered  all  the  elections  which 
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had  taken  place  since  Sir  R.  Peel  had 
propounded  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  exception  of  one  place  in 
the  north,  and  the  citj  of  Westminster 
(where  they  took  a  Radical  in  preference  to 
one  who  had  deserted  the  ranks  of  protec- 
tion), had  all  gone  in  favour  of  protection. 
He  therefore  looked  with  the  greatest  con- 
fidence to  the  result  of  an  appeal  to  the 
people. 

The  Eabl  of  WICKLOW  could  not  join 
with  those  who  expressed  regret  that  this 
measure  had  not  heen  hrought  forward  hj 
the  partj  opposite.  Up  to  the  present 
time,  both  parties  in  this  country  had 
avowed  themselves  protectionists.  Lord 
Melbourne,  when  asked  in  that  House 
whether  the  fixed  duty  proposed  by  his 
Government  was  for  revenue  or  protec- 
tion, distinctly  and  immediately  answered, 
for  protection.  But  now  a  total  change 
had  come  over  the  minds  of  men,  which, 
however,  did  not  qualify  one  set  of  men  to 
bring  forward  this  measure  rather  than  the 
other.  It  had  been  stated  that  the  Anti- 
Oom-Law-League  was  an  unconstitutional 
body.  He  was  bound  to  state  that  that 
was  not  his  opinion;  he  thought  it  was  es- 
tablished for  a  perfectly  constitutional  pur- 
pose, and,  though  not  a  member  of  that 
Dody,  and  not  wishing  to  belong  to  it,  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  congratulated  by  its 
friends  on  the  extraordinary  success  which 
in  so  short  a  time  had  attended  its  exer- 
tions. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  should  have  said 
nothing  on  this  occasion;  but  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke  he  must 
state  that  the  question  of  protection  was 
not  an  open  ouestion  in  Earl  Grey's  Go- 
vernment. [Earl  Ghey  said  he  had  always 
been  in  favour  of  free  trade.]  Yes,  but 
then  it  was  as  Under  Secretary  that  the 
noble  Earl  held  those  opinions;  but,  how- 
ever useful  an  Under  Secretary  might  be, 
ho  is  not  the  Government,  and  his  opinions 
do  not  commit  the  Government  to  which  he 
belongs.  As  to  the  League,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  never  said,  as  had  been 
supposed  from  something  that  had  fallen 
from  him  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
that  it  was  an  unconstitutional  body.  He 
knew  it  was  a  legal  and  constitutional 
body,  founded  for  a  perfectly  constitutional 
object — ^namely,  to  teach,  or,  as  tliey  chose 
to  caU  it,  to  agitate  the  people  to  effect  a 
change  by  Parliamentary  means  in  the  po- 
licy of  this  country  in  a  certain  respect. 
What  he  had  said  was,  that  it  was  uncon- 
atittttionalt  though  it  was  legal — ^barely 


legal — ^to  collect  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  the  franchise.  The  League, 
however,  declared  that  they  did  not  do  that. 
They  said  they  only  encouraged  people  to 
buy  votes;  but,  perhaps,  they  encouraged 
them  in  that  sort  of  way  that  consisted  in 
paying  part  of  the  cost;  and  when  he  saw 
this  fund  of  a  quarter  of  a  milliim  col- 
lected, he  must  say  he  thought  it  not 
unlikely  that  something  of  the  kind  might 
be  the  case. 

Lord  REDESDALE  wished  to  explain, 
that  in  what  had  fallen  from  him  on  another 
occasion  respecting  the  creation  of  faggot 
voters  in  Huntingdonshire,  at  a  time  when 
Lord  John  Russell  was  a  candidate  for  the 
representation,  he  found  he  had  not  been 
correct  in  connecting  such  creation  with  the 
Duke  of  Bedford,  who  had  no  concern 
whatever  in  the  matter. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PENAL  COLONIES— VAN  DI£M£N*S  LAND. 

The  Marqubss  of  LANSDOWNE  then 
said,  he  rose  in  pursuance  of  notice  to  call 
their  Lordships  attention  to  a  petition  of 
considerable  importance,  both  as  r^|;arded 
the  quarter  from  which  it  emanated,  and 
the  subject  to  which  it  referred.  It  was  a 
petition  veiy  numerously  signed  by  the  in- 
habitants of  a  Colony  well  known  to  most 
of  their  Lordships — ^the  Colony  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land.  It  was  a  most  attractive 
and  interesting  Colony,  and  hitherto  had 
been  a  very  thriving  one.  The  persons* 
however,  who  had  emigrated  thither  stated  in 
the  petition  which  he  was  about  to  present, 
that  they  had  been  encouraged  to  emigrate 
to  that  country  in  the  hope  and  expecta- 
tion that  no  greater  number  of  convicts 
would  be  sent  to  that  part  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's dominions  than  might  be  expected  to 
be  usefid  in  the  Colony,  and  would  be  ab- 
sorbed in  the  virtuous  and  free  population; 
but  that  latterly  they  had  been  subjected 
to  such  an  increase  of  the  importation  of 
convicts  as  they  thought  would  prove  most 
vicious  to  the  society  of  the  Colony.  The 
petitioners  further  stated  that  they  had 
embarked  large  amounts  of  capital  in  the 
Colony,  and  that,  for  a  long  time,  nothing 
could  be  more  thriving  or  prosperous  than 
the  state  of  the  Colony  had  been  under  their 
control.  The  petitioners  stated,  that  from 
the  year  18«'}4  to  1840  the  population  of 
the  Colony  had  increased  from  12,(KX)  to 
40,000 ;  the  number  of  acres  under  cultiva- 
tion from  25,000  to  124.000 ;  tho  shipping 
from  142  tons  to  141  vessels;  the  imports 
from  62,000/.  to  988,0001 ;  and  the  ex- 
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ports  httd  increased  to  an  equal  extent; 
Dnt  that  this  rapid  progpress — this  great 
prosperity,  had  been  arrested  by  the  Colony 
haying  been  made  the  receptacle  for  the 
whole  convict  population  of  these  coun- 
tries*     No  less  &an  16,000  conyicts  had 
been  introduced  into  the  Colony  in  four 
years ;  and  the  consequence  of  this  enor- 
mous import  of  criminals  was,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  carry  out  any  perfect  system 
of  classification  or  discipline,  but  they  were 
distributed  about  the  country  in  groups  of 
three  or  four  hundred,   endangering  the 
safety  and  inspiring  terror  in  the  minds  of 
the  colonists.  The  petitioners  further  stated 
that  crime  had  increased  in  proportion  to 
the  large  nuHiber  of  criminals  so  introduced, 
and  that  a  consequent  necessity  had  arisen 
for  miuntaining  a  very  large  police  force. 
Under  these  circumstances,  notwithstand- 
ing the  immense  natural  advantages  of  the 
Colony,  the  number  of  free  settlers  was  ra- 
pidly dimishing,  and  in  the  course  of  the 
mst  year — that  was,  down  to  the  last  seven 
or  eight  months-* 700  free  settlers  only 
had  come  into  the  Colony,  while  2,000  had 
gone  out,  thus  occasioning  a  diminution  in 
&e  free  population  in  one  year  to  the  ex- 
tent of  about  1,300.     The  persons  who 
had  signed  this  petition  were  most  respect- 
able, and  it  was  brought  forward  under  the 
countenance  of  the  Bishop  of  the  Colony 
and  the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  ;  and  he  submit- 
ted, that  inasmuch  as  it  expressed  the  senti- 
ments of  some  1,300  or  1,400  of  the  princi- 
pal landowners  of  the  place,  it  was  entitled 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Government.  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  would  offer 
no  opinion,  on  the  present  occasion,  upon 
the  general  question  of  secondary  punish- 
ments ;  but,  looking  at  the  state  of  our 
criminal  law,  and  the  prevalence  of  crime 
in  this  country,  it  might  be  proposed  that 
this  description  of  punishment  should  be 
continued  ;  but  he  had,  nevertheless,  in- 
dulged himself  in  the  hope  that  it  might 
have  been  so  conducted  that  a  certain 
number  of  convicts,  proportionate  to  the 
free  population,  might  be  introduced  into 
our   Colonies  under  such  regulations  as 
should  make  the  system  conducive  not  only 
to  the  carrying  the  law  into  effect,  but 
conducive  at  the  same  time  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  colonists,  and  that  which  should 
be  the  great  and  ultimate  object  of  such 
such  punishment  —  the  reformation,   the 
improvement,  and  the  well-being  of  the 
convicts  themselves.      The  only  hope  of 
success,  however,  depended  upon  the  num- 
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ber  of  convicts  bearing  not  too  large  a  pro* 
portion  to  the  number  of  the  free  popula- 
tion of  the  Colony  ;  and  if  the  system  was 
to  be  persevered  in,  the  Legislature  must 
make  up  their  minds  as  to  the  character  of 
the  Colony  which  was  made  the  place  of 
punishment — ^whether  it  was  to  be  regarded 
as  a  penal  Colony,  and  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  punishing  criminals  only,  or  whe- 
ther, while  receiving  convicts,  it  was  still 
to  be  a  free  Colony — free  for  its  own  ad- 
vancement and  improvement,  and  deluged 
only  with  that  number  of  criminals  which^ 
by  proper  management,  might  be  gradu- 
ally absorbed  into  the  honest  and  industri- 
ous population.  This  Colony  of  Van  Die- 
men  8  Land  was  entitled,  by  the  conduct 
of  its  free  inhabitants,  its  fertility,  and 
other  great  natural  advantages,  to  be  re- 
garded not  as  a  penal  Colony  only,  but  as 
one  in  which  the  interests  of  the  free  set- 
tlers should  be  respected  and  cared  for  by 
the  mother  country.  He  was  aware  that 
there  were  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  application  of  a  remedy ;  but  he  was 
convinced  that  no  measure  would  meet  the 
evil  which  did  not  relieve,  to  a  large  extent, 
the  Colony  from  that  amount  of  criminality 
which  was  now,  day  by  day,  being  intro- 
duced into  it.  The  petitioners  prayed  that 
no  convicts  might  be  sent  to  the  Colony  ; 
but  while  this  was  their  opinion,  there  were 
others  who  did  not  object  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  limited  number,  though  they  felt 
that  the  importation  of  crimincJs  to  its  pre- 
sent amount  could  only  end  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  order,  prosperity,  and  happiness 
in  the  Colony.  The  effect  of  the  system, 
as  now  carried  on,  had  been  to  interfere 
materially  with  free  labour.  There  were 
2,000  free  labourers,  or  reclaimed  convicts, 
having  tickets  of  leave,  who  were  now  go- 
ing about  searching  in  vain  for  employ- 
ment ;  the  convict  labour  absorbing  the 
whole  demand.  The  consequence  was, 
that  the  convict  was  in  a  better  position 
than  the  free  labourer  or  the  reformed  cri- 
minal, whom  we  were  bound  to  encourage. 
He  hoped  the  subject  would  receive  the 
attention  due  to  it  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  now  held  the  office  of  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  who  sat  near  him,  had  so 
recently  entered  on  the  administration  of 
colonial  affairs,  and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  had 
been  so  intimately  acquainted  with  them 
as  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
and  this  question  particularly  had  occa- 
sioned him  so  much  anxiety  in  that  capa- 
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of  the  qaesiiott  t  and  baving  been  teld  in 
1846,  by  the  autliorg  of  that  meaaure,  that 
it  was  a  complete  and  signal  failure— that 
the  sliding-scale,  far  from  being  a  seale,  as 
then  represented,  which  pro-vided  for  years 
of  scarcity  as  regulaiiy  and  as  exactly  as 
it  proyided  for  years  of  abundance,  was,  on 
the  contrary,  in  the  very  first  year  of  dif- 
ficulty, found  to  be  a  sUding-scale  which 
would  not  slide,  and  thererore  must  be 
abandoned — I  say,  that  if  after  that  has 
been  abandoned,  a  new  plan  of  protection 
were  enacted  as  a  permanent  law,  and  if 
you  saw  then,  as  you  would  see,  the  Anti- 
Corn-Law  League  reinforced  by  numbers 
who  consider  that  to  be  the  triumphant 
and  successful  side,  the  fanners  would  still 
be  in  a  state  of  uncertainty :  they  would 
be  ignorant  in  what  muiner  they  should 
make  bargains  with  their  landlords ;  they 
would  be  uncertain  as  to  what  would  be  the 
probable  price  of  corn  for  a  number  of 
years ;  and,  instead  of  a  setthanent  of  the 
question,  you  would  hare  a  renewal  and 
continuance  of  agitation.  Therefore,  for 
my  part,  while  I  regret  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire  did 
not,  in  a  former  year,  concur  with  me  that 
a  fixed  duty  would  form  the  ground  of  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  I  cannot  say  to 
him,  or  to  any  one  who  is  now  convinced 
that  that  prooosition  would  be  an  effectual 
settlement  of  the  question,  that  I  do  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  advantageous  to  the 
agricultural  interest,  or  to  any  other  in- 
terest, that  such  a  proposition  should  now 
be  carried.  Well,  then,  I  need  not  notice 
the  proposition  for  the  continuance  of  the 
modified  sliding-scale  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  three  years  longer.  With 
respect  to  the  proposal  for  the  continuance 
of  the  duty  proposed  by  the  Government 
beyond  the  three  years,  with  the  view  of 
making  that  a  permanent  arrangement,  1 
think  it  liable  to  the  same  objections  as  a 
fixed  duty.  It  would  continue  the  agita- 
tion from  this  time  to  the  general  election, 
and  from  the  general  election  tLQ  some 
time  after ;  it  would  be  a  cause  of  dissen- 
sions, heartburnings,  and  discord  between 
the  various  classes  of  the  community,  and 
we  should  not  arrive  at  that  which  is  to  be 
desired— 41  general  agreement,  or,  if  not 
agreement,  acquiescence  in  the  law  enacted 
by  Parliament  on  the  subject.  I  come 
now  to  the  proposition  at  present  before  the 
House,  brought  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  who,  con- 
sistently with  all  his  former  conduct,  now 
proposes  that  the  duty  on  com  should  im- 


mediately and  forthwith  cease.  I  must 
say,  that  were  I  to  compare  the  two  pro- 
positions as  being  made  by  two  indepen- 
dent Members  of  this  House,  I  should  con^ 
sider  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  both  more  wise  as  an 
abstract  proposition,  and  more  effective  as 
a  practical  measure,  than  the  plan  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I 
consider  it  so  because,  instead  of  their  being 
now,  as  there  has  been  in  some  years,  very 
abundant  harvests  and  great  stores  of  corn 
on  the  Baltic  and  elsewhere,  which  might, 
by  being  imported  into  this  countir,  de- 
press the  price,  it  does  so  happen,  that  at 
the  present  time  those  stores  have  been 
emptied  by  the  great  demand  in  Belgium 
and  other  countries;  and  the  harvest  of 
last  year  was  not  in  quality  so  good  as  to 
make  it  likely  that  any  great  depreci- 
ation of  price  could  be  enected  in  the  pre- 
sent year.  That  being  the  case,  if  the  com 
laws  were  immediately  repealed,  there 
would  be  no  panic  following  that  repeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  says,  and  says 
truly,  that  there  has  heem  no  panic  follow- 
ing his  proposition;  yet  his  proposition 
would  let  in  whatever  com  is  hkely  to  be 
brought  in  for  the  next  three  or  four  months 
at  a  duty  of  it, ;  and  I  cannot  believe  that 
a  duty  of  is,  would  make  the  difference  of 
panic  or  no  panic;  or,  that  if  there  were  no 
panic  at  the  prospect  of  a  duty  of  4«.,  there 
would  be  a  panic  with  total  repeal.  But 
if  you  had  immediate  repeal,  you  would 
have  this  further  advantage,  that  there 
would  no  longer  be  any  question  on  the 
subject.  The  fiEumers  would  at  once  apply 
their  minds  to  that  which  your  protective 
laws  have  hitherto  prevented  them  from 
doing,  viz.,  to  obtain  £rom  the  soil  the 
largest  produce  by  means  of  the  utmost 
exertion  of  intelligence ;  by  inquiry,  by 
energy,  and  by  all  that  activity  which  it  is 
the  effect  of  monopoly,  restriction,  and 
protection  to  relax  and  impede.  With  this 
protection,  small  as  it  may  be  considered, 
which  is  established  by  a  sliding-scale 
varying  from  lOir.  to  4f.,  I  do  not  think  it 
likely  that  the  same  amount  of  exertion 
will  be  employed  by  the  farmers  as  if  it 
did  not  exist.  That  protection  wUl  be 
counted  for  something  for  the  time,  and 
various  speculations  will  be  formed  as  to 
what  will  happen  in  1849 — some  antici- 
pating an  immense  influx  of  foreign  com 
producing  a  totally  different  state  of  the 
coimtry,  and  others  taking  a  different  view, 
and  wishing  to  prolong  this  condition  of 
protection,  hoping  that  some  future  Parlia- 
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Ae  ntuation  in  ▼bich,  on  ihoir  iMsoesiion 
to  office  in  1841»  tbej  found  themselyoB. 
Vh%  disposition  of  the  eonvicts  in  gangs, 
ke  might  here  ranark,  was  not  arranged 
merely  heoanae  of  their  numbers.  It  was 
the  ^damental  system  upon  whieh  the 
plan  of  transportation  had  been  remodelled, 
Ae  assignment  system  being  in  fwk  abol- 
ished in  order  to  plaoe  the  oonviots  in 
gsngs,  employing  them  upon  hard  but 
unifonn  labour.  In  1841»  the  present 
Groverament  eame  Into  o£9oe,  and  had  to 
grapple  with  the  question,  loaded  with 
these  reslrietioBS.  But  was  that  all  f  No : 
for  the  House  of  Commons  in  that  same 
year  passed  a  resolution  condemning  the 
hulk  system,  and  requiring,  in  all  trans* 
pertation  eases,  that  the  sentenee  should 
be  rigidly  and  literally  earned  out.  Un- 
der these  eiroumstanoe8--^s8ignment8  pro- 
hibited»  gangs  established,  the  field  of 
penal  setdement  ni^rowed,  the  House  of 
Oonmons  pros  ring  for  the  rigid  eanrying 
eat  <rf  emry  sentenee  of  transportation — 
ke  did  not  deny  that  Van  Diemen's  Land 
had  reeeftved  seme  injury,  or  that  it  had 
grounds  for  demanding  relief  at  the  hands 
ef  the  Gk>TefBment.  There  was  no  subject 
to  iihieh  his  attention  was  more  earnestly 
directed  than  to  find  a  means  of  remedying 
these  inoonYeaienees,  which  he  then  fore- 
aaw,  and  which  were  now  under  discus- 
iion.  But  their  Lordships  would  agree 
with  Um,  that  it  was  not  easy  to  estabUsh 
9k  new  system  of  eenfict  discipline,  when  all 
the  arrangements  had  to  be  carried  into 
effect  by  two  parties  so  distant  from  each 
etiier  as  to  require  that  a  year  should 
elapse  before  the  replies  to  each  other's 
letters  could  be  received.  It  fortunately 
happened,  although  his  (Lord  Stanley's) 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  subject 
earlier,  that  towards  the  close  of  1842, 
one  of  the  ablest  of  the  colonial  servants  in 
the  employ  of  the  Government,  Mr.  Mon- 
tagu, came  to  Bngland  at  the  same  time 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  New  South 
Wales  happened  to  be  in  this  countxy. 
Several  consultations  were  held  with  these 
genti^emen,  and  also  with  his  right  hon. 
Fitend  at  the  head  ef  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ;  and  the  result  was  the  formation  of 
a  system  of  convict  discipline,  which  their 
Lordflhtps  would  find  recomQiended  and 
eiplained  in  Papers  laid  on  the  Table  of 
iik»  House  in  1843.  It  was  decided,  in 
aeeordance  with  the  provisions  introduced 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  preceded  him  (Lord 
Stanley)  in  the  Colonial  Office,  that  in  all 
cenviets  should  be  divided  into  penal 


gangs,  called  probation  gangs,  to  be  dis- 
tributed into  the  unsetUed  parts  of  the 
eountry ;  and  that  they  should  be  removed 
from  thence  in  periods  proportioned  to  the 
periods  of  their  original  sentence,  but  vary* 
ing  abo  according  to  their  conduct  in  that 
state ;  and  having  passed  through  a  variety 
of  stages  of  less  and  less  severity,  at  last 
get,  by  ticket  of  leave,  into  the  state 
of  conditional  or  ultimate  free  pardon. 
Though  it  reflected  no  credit  on  ihis  great 
country,  it  was  a  fact,  that  till  within  the 
last  fbur  or  five  years,  though  we  had  been 
sending  8,(X)0  o%,  4,000  convicts  annually 
to  that  Colony,  yet  there  had  been  no 
provision  whatever  made  for  the  religioua 
or  spiritual  superintendence  of  those  eon- 
victs. One  of  the  first  steps  which  Her 
Majesty's  Goverament  took  in  this  direc- 
tion was,  to  arrange  the  convicts  into  gangs 
of  200  or  300,  according  to  their  re- 
spective religious  persuasions,  and  appoint 
chaplains  to  instruct  them,  with  the  con- 
sent of  tile  Protestant  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic bishops  of  the  Colony.  He  had  reason 
to  believe  that,  in  a  moral  point  of  view, 
that  plan  had  been  productive  of  the  most 
beneficial  results.  The  eeneral  conduct 
of  the  convicts  under  the  unproved  system 
of  discipline  was  most  satisfactory ;  and  if 
the  scheme  had  failed  in  any  respect,  it 
had  failed  in  this :  that  the  large  increase 
in  the  number  of  persons  sentenced  to 
transportation  took  place  previously,  at  the 
period  of  the  great  and  growing  embar- 
rassment of  New  South  Walea  and  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  in  consequence  of  which 
there  was  great  want  of  employment.  He 
admitted  that  this  was  a  great  and  griev- 
ous evil.  Her  Majesty's  Govenunent  had 
taken  steps  to  alleviate  that  evil ;  they  had 
taken  on  themselves  a  much  larger  amount 
of  the  police  expenses.  They  had  also 
taken  another  step,  which  would  require 
some  explanation.  Their  Lordships  were 
aware,  that  in  the  Australian  Colonies  there 
was  a  minimimi  price  fixed  on  land,  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  a  large  accumu* 
lation  of  that  Kind  of  property  by  small 
capitalists,  who  would  not  be  able  to  cul- 
tivate it.  But  when  the  amount  of  labour 
was  superfluous,  this  plan  was  reversed. 
Then  it  would  be  found  more  desirable  to 
facilitate  the  acquisition  of  land,  in  order 
that  more  labourers  might  be  empkyed 
upon  it.  With  that  view  he  obtained  ^ir 
Lordships'  consent  to  an  Act  for  the  re« 
peal  of  the  Land  Sales  Act,  so  far  as  they 
related  to  Van  Diemen*s  Land.  That,  in- 
deed, had  been  made  a  matter  of  com- 
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impossible  not  to  see  that  a  great  po- 
pular agitation  upon  any  one  question, 
carried  on  from  year  to  year,  may  extend 
to  other  subjects,  and  may  affect  some  of 
the  most  valuable  parts  of  our  institutions. 
I  wish,  therefore,  most  ardently  to  see  this 
question  settled;  and  after  weighing  in  my 
own  mind  in  what  manner  I  should  act  in 
order  to  obtain  that  settlement,  I  think, 
upon  the  whole,  that  the  plan  most  condu- 
cive to  this  end  will  be  to  support,  against 
every  Amendment,  the  proposition  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  question  brought  before  this  House 
ought  to  be  considered  merely  on  the  ground 
of  the  preference  of  one  proposition  over  an- 
other. I  think  it  should  be  considered  with 
reference  to  times  and  to  circumstances, 
with  reference  to  the  general  views  Parlia- 
ment may  take,  and  with  regard  to  the  ul- 
terior state  of  the  country.  Having  said 
thus  much,  I  would  beg  for  one  moment  to 
refer  to  a  statement  made  to-night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  if  he 
had  proposed  the  immediate  repeal  of  the 
Com  Laws,  he  thinks  that  proposition  would 
have  failed.  Now  I  understood  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  a  former  occasion,  to 
say  that  he  regretted  I  had  not  undertaken 
to  settle  this  question;  and  that  he  thought 
I  should  have  been  successful  in  such  an  at- 
tempt. I  will  own  I  was  surprised  at  that 
statement;  for  though  I  fully  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B.  Peel)  would 
have  supported  me  most  fairly  in  any  mea- 
sure I  might  have  brought  forward  for  the 
settlement  of  this  question,  yet  I  think, 
during  the  time  that  has  elapsed  since  he 
introduced  the  present  measure,  he  must 
have  heard  statements  and  objections 
enough  to  convince  him  that  those  who 
would  have  followed  him  in  that  course, 
and  would  have  supported  me  in  the  propo- 
sition of  such  a  measure — I  being  in  office, 
and  he  out  of  office — ^would  have  been  very 
few  in  number.  My  belief,  I  may  fairly  state, 
is  that  not  more  than  forty  Members,  or 
somewhere  about  that  number,  perhaps  fifty, 
would  have  followed  him.  [**  No !  **]  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  seem  to  intimate  that  I  am 
making  an  exaggerated  statement ;  but  at 
all  events  I  do  not  believe  that,  if  all  the 
Members  of  the  present  Cabinet  in  this 
House  had  gone  with  me,  I  should  have 
had  a  sufficient  number  to  enable  me  to  ob- 
tain a  majority  on  the  first  proposition  for 
going  into  Committee.  An  hon.  Friend  of 
mine  has  stated  to-night  that  he  understood 
me  to  say  that  I  should  have  been  very 
sorry  to  see  a  dissolution  of  Parliament, 


because  I  should  not  have  expected  that  a 
dissolution  would  have  given  a  majority  in 
favour  of  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Richmond, 
who  made  this  statement,  has  not  rightly 
understood  me.  What  I  said  was,  that  I 
did  think  it  desirable,  and  I  do  think  it  de- 
sirable, that  there  should  not  be  a  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  upon  this  question.  I 
think  all  the  statements  that  have  been 
made  in  this  House  as  to  the  incompetency 
of  the  present  House  of  Commons  to  decide 
the  question  of  the  Com  Laws  are  founded 
on  an  ignorance  and  misapprehension  of 
the  Constitution.  I  consider  that  when  a 
Parliament  is  elected,  that  Parliament  is  to 
provide  for  all  the  most  important  affairs  of 
the  country,  be  they  foreign  or  be  they  do- 
mestic, according  to  the  best  of  its  judg- 
ment and  discretion.  I  can  conceive  no 
assertion  of  an  opposite  principle — no  as- 
sertion that  the  House  of  Commons  is  not 
competent  to  decide  such  a  question  as  the 
present,  which  would  not  lead  to  the  doc- 
trine that  we  are  not  competent  to  decide 
any  question  of  great  importance  unless  we 
have  been  immediately  elected  by  the  peo- 
ple for  the  express  purpose  of  determining 
such  question.  Such  a  doctrine,  let  me 
observe,  is  most  democratic  in  its  nature — 
a  doctrine  which  leads  almost  to  annual 
Parliaments,  almost  to  the  conviction,  that 
unless  elected  for  that  express  purpose. 
Members  are  not  justified  in  giving  their 
votes  upon  any  great  measure.  This  ques- 
tion bears  directly  upon  the  general  powers 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  and  I  may  say, 
with  regard  to  one  question  which  arose  out 
of  the  settlement  of  the  house  of  Hanover, 
that  I  conceive  the  Parliament  which  was 
elected  for  three  years  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  prolonging  its  existence  for  seven 
years,  and  thereby  saving  the  country  from 
anarchy  and  rebellion.  Now,  if  I  am  right 
in  that  opinion,  will  any  one  say  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  was  competent 
to  prolong  its  own  powers  from  three  years 
to  seven,  exceeds  its  powers  in  claiming 
to  settle  Vhe  question  of  the  Com  Laws  ? 
I  might  also  refer,  if  it  were  necessary  to 
do  so,  to  the  circumstances  which  occurred 
with  reference  to  the  Union  with  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  I  do  not  meddle  with  the 
question  as  it  regards  the  engagements 
into  which  particular  Members  may  have 
entered,  or  as  to  what  their  feelings  may 
be  with  respect  to  their  own  private  honour 
or  their  public  character.  My  conviction 
is  that  this  House,  as  at  present  consti- 
tuted, is  perfectly  competent  to  settle  the 
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question  of  the  Com  Laws ;  and  unless 
tiiere  were  a  great  popular — a  great  na- 
tional feeling  the  other  way,  I  conceive  that 
no  one  can  with  propriety  maintain  a  con* 
trary  opinion.  But  having  stated  that  I 
consider  the  present  House  of  Commons 
competent  to  determine  this  question,  I 
may  add  that  I  thmk  it  desirahle  there 
should  not  he  a  dissolution.  I  do  not  en- 
tertain this  opinion  hecause  I  consider  that 
in  the  event  of  a  dissolution  we  should  not 
ohtain  a  majority  in  Parliament  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Com  Laws.  My  helief  is,  that 
we  should  have  such  a  majority.  But  my 
helief  also  is,  that  that  majority  would  only 
he  attained  after  a  great  collision  of  opin- 
ion, aftef  very  angry  feelings  had  heen  ex- 
cited in  the  course  of  the  elections;  and 
that,  under  those  circumstances,  such  a  ma- 
jority would  hardly  have  that  weight  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  which  1 
think  a  majority  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons  is  likely  to  exercise  upon  its  de- 
cisions. I  think  the  question  would  then 
excite  much  greater  discordance  hetween 
classes;  that  men  would  he  much  more  apt 
to  stand  upon  pledges  they  had  given, 
against  their  more  reflecting  opinions;  and 
that  we  should  he  for  some  years  in  a  state 
of  agitation  on  the  suhject  which  would  he 
most  injurious  to  the  country.  For  these 
additional  reasons,  therefore,  I  am  going  to 
take  the  only  course  which  it  seems  to  me 
— after  pondering  upon  this  matter  most 
seriously — ^to  he  my  duty  to  the  country  to 
follow.  I  am  going  to  take  the  course  of 
voting  with  the  Government  against  this 
Amendment,  and  against  any  other  Amend- 
ments that  are  Ukely  to  he  proposed  in 
Committee.  I  shall  he  prepared  to  vote 
with  them  upon  every  stage  of  this  Bill; 
and  I  think  the  interests  of  this  country 
are  deeply  involved  in  the  speedy,  safe, 
and  tranquil  settlement  of  this  great  ques- 
tion, 

SirW.  JOLLIFFE  was  anxious  to  ad- 
dress  a  few  words  to  the  Committee  in  ex- 
planation of  the  vote  he  was  ahout  to 
give,  without  making  any  reference,  if  he 
could  possibly  help  it,  to  the  debate  on  the 
Com  Law,  on  which,  however,  he  should 
have  heen  glad  to  speak  had  the  opportu- 
nity been  afforded  him.  He  had  always 
consistently  voted  against  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  on 
the  question  of  the  Com  Law,  and  it  was 
his  intention  still  to  vote  against  that  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  if  he  did  not  enter  into 
some  explanation  in  doing  so,  he  might  be 
liable  to  -misrepresentation ;  for  he  desired 


it  to  be  understood  that  it  was  out  of  no 
preference  which  he  entertained  for  the 
measures  of  the  Government  that  he  voted 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton. As  long  as  a  firm  body  could  be 
found  in  this  House,  and  in  another  place, 
and  a  much  larger  body  out  of  doors,  ho 
should  cherish  the  hope  that  those  mea- 
sures would  be  defeated.  •  The  measure 
was  objectionable  in  every  point  of  view. 
It  was  most  objectionable,  even  on  his  own 
showing.  He  said  it  was  to  meet  an 
emergency  for  which  it  was  not  at  all  cal- 
culated ;  and  then,  as  if  not  to  leave  poor 
consistency  a  single  inch  to  stand  upon, 
an  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  a  fixed  duty, 
which  could  not  be  maintained  when  prices 
rose  to  a  height  when  foreign  com  wotdd 
be  really  ^nted.  If  they  wore  to  have  a 
great  change,  let  them  have  it  at  once,  for 
it  would  be  even  less  dangerous  to  the 
country  than  at  the  end  of  three  years^ 
The  country  was  now  prosperous ;  agri- 
culture had  been,  for  the  last  six  months, 
in  a  flourishing  condition ;  the  farmers  had 
straight  accounts  with  their  landlords-^ 
they  could,  therefore,  better  endure  the 
measure  introduced  in  an  intelligible 
straightforward  way,  than  in  the  insidious 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  at  present 
introduced.  It  was  like  making  a  man 
live  on  half  a  meal  a  day  before  he  under- 
went some  great  bodily  exertion  :  would 
he  not  much  sooner  undertake  it  when  in 
health  than  when  in  decay,  and  would  he 
not  be  much  more  able  to  execute  it  ?  As 
it  was  with  the  body  physical,  so  it  was 
with  the  body  politic.  In  conclusion,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  should  vote  against 
Mr.  ViUiers*  Motion,  because  he  had  al- 
ways opposed  it,  and  against  the  measm*es 
of  Government,  because  they  seemed  to 
have  neither  justice  nor  common  sense  in 
them. 

Mr.  HUME  hoped  that  on  this  occasion 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  resumed  his  seat  would  teach  those 
who  were  about  to  divide  the  ranks  of  the 
supporters  of  the  measures  of  Govern- 
ment what  course  they  ought  to  adopt. 
After  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  (Lord  J.  Russell),  ho 
thought  that  every  individual  who  was 
anxious  to  carry  those  measures  should 
do  his  utmost  to  support  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  He  confessed  that  he  should 
prefer  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  ;  but  seeing  what  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  stkted,  he  considered  they  would 
be  acting  in  a  manner  that  was  calculated 
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to  mk.  ihe  great  question ;  and  on  ihat 
ground  he  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Villierfl)  not  on  this  occasion  to  divide 
their  ranks.  At  any  rato,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
could  not  give  him  lus  support. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK,  amid  cries  of  <<  Di- 
vide,"  and  "Oh!"  from  the  Opposition, 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY  would  de- 
tain the  Committee  hut  a  feir  moments. 
The  nohle  Lord  opposite  had  said  that  the 
present  House  of  Commons  was  in  a  situa- 
tion to  settle  this  question.  He  contended 
that  it  was  not,  and  he  would  prove  it 
from  the  nohle  Lord's  own  ohservations. 
The  nohle  Lord  said,  **  If  I  had  under- 
taken the  government,  and  proposed  the 
same  measures  that  the  Ooverimient  now 
propose,  I  should  not  have  heen  ahle  to 
carry  tiiose  measures  hi  the  House  of 
Commons  hy  a  greater  majority  than  40 
or  50."  He  now  asked  the  Committee,  in 
common  fairness  and  candour,  whether 
they  thought  they  were  in  a  position  to 
carry  those  measures  with  satisfaction  to 
the  country  or  to  those  hon.  Memhers  who 
had  always  maintained  that  the  Com  Law 
ought  to  he  hnmediately  repealed?  He 
contended  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
tiiat  House.  It  had  heen  proved  hv  the 
nohle  Lord  that  it  was  not  the  opimon  of 
tiiat  House.  Even  if  the  measure  were 
right,  this  was  not  the  way  in  which  it 
should  he  carried. 

Lord  WORSLBY  rose  to  explain.  He 
feared  his  nohle  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  misunderstood  what  he  (Lord  Worsley) 
had  said  In  an  earlier  part  of  the  evening, 
when  he  declared  his  intention  of  support- 
ing the  proposed  duty  of  5s,,  not  as  a  mea- 
sure of  protection,  hut  as  one  from  which 
a  revenue  would  he  ohtained.  He  would 
also  take  the  opportunity  of  declaring  that 
he  saw  nothing  inconsistent  in  those  opi- 
nions, or  in  the  vote  he  was  ahout  to  give, 
with  the  speech  quoted  hy  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  the  city  of  Durham  (Mr.  Bright). 

The  Earl  of  MARCH  said,  that  the 
House  was  in  such  a  state  of  confusion 
that  they  seemed  to  have  forgotten  the 
question  hefore  the  Committee.  He  un- 
derstood that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Memher 
for  Evesham  had  moved  that  the  Chairman 
should  report  progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Ques- 
tion—Ayes 70  ;  Noes  227  :  Majority  157. 
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Question  again  put. 

LoBD  J.  MANNERS  rose  to  notice  a 
remark  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  that  it  was  compe- 
tent for  the  present  Parliament  to  alter  the 
Com  Laws,  and  that  this  case  was  ana- 
logous to  the  passing  of  the  Septennial 
Act.  He  asserted  that  throughout  Eng- 
lish history  there  was  not  so  disgraceful  a 
case  as  that  in  which  a  Whig  House  of 
Commons,  afraid  to  appeal  to  the  country, 
and  elected  only  for  three  years,  had  been 
led  to  vote,  that  ^e  same  House  should  sit 
for  a  septenniod  period.  He  knew  not 
what  the  noble  Lord's  present  views  might 
be;  but  he  must  say  for  himself  that  if  the 
noble  Lord's  ardour  to  secure  a  long  life 
to  the  present  House  of  Commons  should 
propose  to  extend  its  existence  for  a  de- 
cennial period,  he  could  venture  to  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  would  have  no 
more  decided  opponent  than  himself ;  and 
when  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  public 
honour  of  that  House  was  separable  from 
the  private  honour  of  individuals,  such  a 
proposition  could  hardly  be  seriously  main- 
tained; for  what  was  the  public  honour 
but  the  aggregate  piivate  honour  of  indivi- 
duals ?  What !  destroy  the  private  honour 
of  120  or  130  individual  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  then  hope  that 
they  could  maintain  by  a  constitutional 
fallacy  the  public  character  of  the  House, 
of  Commons  ?  He  said,  if  he  had  asked 
for  any  justification  for  the  course  which 
that  great  minority  of  the  House  had 
adopted,  he  should  find  it  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  House,  after  such  a 
speech,  after  such  arguments,  whether  it 
could  refuse  to  postpone  this  discussion  for 
any  number  of  nights  to  allow  those  hon. 
Members  who  chose  to  express  their  opi- 
nions ?  For  himself,  he  could  conceive  no 
such  argument  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Evesham 
as  that  they  had  heard  from  the  noble 
Lord.  So  long  as  his  hon.  Friend  chose 
to  divide  the  House  on  the  question  of  ad- 
journment, so  long  should  he  be  happy, 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  di- 
vide with  him. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  was  sorry  he 
had  incurred  the  displeasure  of  the  noble 
Lord  ;  but  really  the  penalty  of  adjourn- 
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ment  seemed  too  heavy  to  inflict  on  the 
House  for  a  speech  of  his  (Lord  J.  Russell). 
He  had  said  that  no  good  result  could  arise 
from  a  dissolution ;  but  he  thought  there 
might  be  one  advantage  from  it.  As  far 
as  he  could  see  from  the  noble  Lord's  pub- 
lished opinions,  the  noble  Lord  said,  that 
the  measure  of  protection,  which  he  con- 
sidered it  quite  necessary  to  vote  for  as  a 
benefit  to  the  country  in  the  present  Par- 
liament, he  should,  if  re-elected  to  a  new 
Parliament,  consider  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
vote  as  illegal ;  and  that  the  Com  Laws, 
instead  of  being  maintained,  should  be  re- 
pealed. He  must  confess  that  getting  the 
noble  Lord's  vote  would  be  an  advantage 
from  a  dissolution  of  Parliament,  and  it 
would  be  the  only  one. 

Sir  a.  BROOKE  complained  that  se- 
veral Irish  Members  had  waited  for  thirteen 
nights,  wishing  to  speak  on  this  question, 
without  ever  getting  an  opportunity.  This 
night,  the  whole  time  had  been  occupied 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  Durham,  Man- 
chester, and  Wolverhampton,  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  so  that  those  who  were  in  favour 
of  protection  had  been  prevented  from 
speaking.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  the  call  for  a  division  very  unfair, 
and  should  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn — ^that  this  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  if  they  came  to  a 
vote  now,  it  would  not  close  the  question 
on  tlie  Resolution.  There  were  other 
amendments  before  the  House,  but  probably 
the  best  course  would  to  dispose  first  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  FERRAND  said,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  justify  the  course  they  were  pur- 
suing that  night,  by  reference  to  a  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  delivered  on  the 
31st  of  Januaty,  1840,  in  the  debate  on 
the  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  Ministers. 
Substitute  the  name  of  Stanley  for  that  of 
Howick,  and  the  exactness  of  the  appli- 
cation was  perfect.  The  hon.  MemW 
then  read  the  passage  referred  to,  to  the 
effect  that  Lord  Howick  had  quitted  the 
Ministry  of  Lord  Melbourne,  because  he 
had  no  confidence  in  its  principles  or  pro- 
fessions. The  hon.  Memoer  concluded  by 
moving  that  the  Chairman  do  now  leave 
the  chair. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  wished  to  observe, 
in  reply  to  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
the  kindness  to  refer  with  more  care  to  that 


letter  to  which  he  alluded,  he  would  per- 
ceive he  was  totally  unjustified  in  drawing 
the  conclusion  he  had  from  it,  and  that  in 
that  letter  he  had  never  said  anything 
which  could  justify  the  noble  Lord  in  draw- 
ing a  conclusion  that  he  would  in  a  new 
Parliament  vote  for  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  M.  J.  0*CONN£LL  said,  H  was 
really  too  bad  that  they  should  have  per- 
petually quotations  and  opinions  cited  from 
former  speeches  on  all  occasions,  and  par- 
ticularly on  such  an  occasion  as  the  pre- 
sent. He  really  wanted  to  know  what 
any  opinions  expressed  in  a  speech  on  a 
vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  a  fonner  Go- 
vernment had  to  do  with  the  question  of 
adjournment  on  the  present  occasion?  As 
he  did  not  want  to  see  the  character  of  that 
House  lowered  in  the  public  estimation  by 
such  conduct,  he,  for  one,  rose  to  enter  his 
solemn  protest  against  such  a  course  of 
factious  opposition  as  a  small  minority  of 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  measure  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  now  of- 
fering to  it.  Such  a  course  could  but 
bring  the  House  of  Commons  into  disre- 
pute with  the  public. 

Mr.  G.  BANKES  said,  that  as  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell)  asked 
why  hon.  Gentlemen  deured  to  speak  upon 
this  subject,  vis.,  whether  the  repeal  of  the 
Com  Laws  should  be  immediate,  or  aooord- 
ing  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  proposition ; 
he  would  teu  him  it  was  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Palmer),  as  hon- 
ourable a  Member  as  any  in  the  House— 
respectable  as  well  for  bis  long  standing, 
as  for  his  many  other  qualifications,  was 
interrupted  from  the  commencement  of  hia 
speech  until  the  conclusion— so  much  so, 
that  even  those  who  sat  on  the  same  side 
with  him  could  scarcely  catch  a  single  ob- 
servation he  bad  made.  When  a  Gentle- 
man of  such  high  character  and  standing, 
could  meet  with  no  more  respect  than  that, 
it  was  surely  foolish  for  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  attempt  to  get  a  hearing.  What- 
ever might  be  the  trouble  and  inconveni- 
ence it  occasioned,  they  (the  protectionists) 
were  determined  to  persevere  in  their 
course.  For  his  own  part,  he  felt  that  the 
observations  made  by  ri^t  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  called  for  a  reply. 

House  resumed. 

Chairman  reported  progron.  Comiiitttee 
to  sit  again  following  day. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  ooo 
o'clock. 
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lliNOras.]    PvBUC  Bills.— S*-  Public  Worki  (Ireland) 

(N&  S). 
3^  andpMMd.    Public  Works  (Irelsnd)  (So,  f)i  Drsin- 
wfB,  Sue  (Ireland). 

PnriTioirB  PniaiirriD.  By  the  Duke  of  Ricfamand, 
ftom  Owners  and  Oocuplen  of  Land  of  Downham,  and 
sevend  ottier  plaefs«  In  flivour  of  the  Com  Laws. — By  the 
Earl  of  Haidwidce.  ftom  Inhabitants  of  the  Parish  of 
Ashwellf  and  several  other  places,  for  Protectton  of  the 
Agrleultwal  Interests— By  Lord  Honteagle,  ftom  Linen 
Meiehants*  Blcadi  MUlowneis,  and  others,  on  the  River 
Maine,  County  of  Antrim,  against  the  Drainage  (Irehmd) 
Bill.—  By  Earl  Fowis,  from  the  Bath  Church  of  Eng- 
land Lay  Aandatloo,  against  the  proposed  Uidon  of  St 
Asaph  and  Bangor;  and  tnm  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
the  Cathedral  Church  of  Ripoo,  agahist  the  said  Union, 
but  in  fkvour  of  the  Appointment  of  a  Bishop  to  the  See 
of  llaochesCer.^By  the  Marquen  of  Lansdowne,  ftom 
Inhabitants  of  the  Town  of  Lancaster,  for  the  Total  and 
Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws;  and  from  Free 
Colonists  of  Van  Dieroen*k  Land,  complaining  of  the 
great  Incnase  in  the  Number  of  Convicts,  for  Inquiry, 
and  Ibr  the  Better  Regulation  of  them. 

THE  CORN  LAWS. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWIGKE  presented 
a  number  of  petitionB  from  various  places 
in  Cambridgeshire,  against  the  proposed 
measure  of  Government  in  reference  to  the 
Com  Laws.  The  county  from  which  those 
petitions  came,  was,  he  said,  purely  an  agri- 
cultural county,  and  one  in  which,  he  as- 
serted without  fear  of  contradiction,  the 
progress  of  agriculture  had  never  so  much 
advanced  as  since  1828,  when  the  protec- 
tion laws  were  passed.  This  had  been  par- 
ticularly the  case  in  that  large  portion  of 
the  county  called  the  Isle  of  Ely,  where 
such  extensive  works  had  been  constructed, 
such  a  large  amount  of  capital  had  been 
laid  out,  and  such  vast  improvements  ef- 
fected, that  the  amount  of  food  raised  in 
it  had  greatly  increased,  and  the  fee-simple 
of  the  land  nearly  doubled.  He  would  not 
say  that  aU  these  improvement-s  had  taken 
place  since  1828;  but  he  might  safely  say 
that  since  that  time  the  improvements  had 
gone  on  more  rapidly.  In  consequence  of 
the  introduction  of  the  steam-engine,  and 
the  extent  of  drainage  which  had  taken 

Elace,  in  one  dyke  alone  nearly  500,000Z. 
ad  been  spent;  the  agriculturists  had  been 
able  to  raise  such  a  vast  quantity  of  food 
as  not  merely  to  meet  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation, but  they  had  been  enabled  to  export 
from  Wisbeach  a  larger  amount  of  wheat 
than  had  passed  through  any  other  port  of 
Great  Britain.  In  respect  to  the  remain- 
ing part  of  the  county,  he  held  returns  in 
his  hand  showing  that  there  also  there  had 
been  great  progress  made  in  the  way  of 
improvement.  Since  1828,  no  fewer  than 
eighteen  parishes  had  been  enclosed;  and 
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the  consequence  of  these  enclosures  had 
been,  that  the  fee-simple  of  the  land  had 
been  doubled.  In  these  eighteen  parishes 
the  annual  value  of  property  had  increased 
no  less  than  53,5082.,  and  supported  an  in- 
crease of  population  to  the  extent  of  5,682. 
He  was  sure  that,  in  stating  this  case,  he 
should  be  excused  in  doing  so  from  the 
fact  of  the  county  being  a  purely  agricul- 
tural one,  as  well  as  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  people  had  made  such  advances  in 
agricultural  improvement — the  people  them- 
selves believing  that  it  was  owing  very 
much  to  these  protective  duties  that  they 
had  been  able  to  make  such  advances  in 
improvement.  At  all  events,  they  were 
perfectly  able  to  show  that  prosperity  and 
protection  had  gone  alongside,  and  hand 
in  hand,  with  one  another.  The  prayer  of 
these  petitioners  was  universally  ihe  same 
— namely,  that  their  Lordships  would  be 
pleased  to  reject  the  measures  which  were 
now  in  progress  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament; and  to  continue  to  them  that  pro- 
tection which  they  now  possessed.  Their 
Lordships  would,  no  doubt,  do  as  they  had 
always  done — namely,  take  into  considera- 
tion the  measure  itself  with  a  view  to  the 
great  interests  of  the  Empire,  and  with  a 
view  to  the  interests  and  well-being  of  the 
people  at  large.  Their  Lordships,  he  felt 
confident,  would  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
influenced  in  any  way  by  the  fears  or  opin- 
ions of  any  individuals  elsewhere,  but  would 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  measure 
with  a  view  to  acquit  themselves  in  a  man- 
ner the  most  conformable  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  at  large.  The  measure  to 
which  he  referred  was  a  measure  of  a  most 
extensive  nature — a  measure  wholly  new, 
and  which  would  require  the  deepest  at- 
tention as  regarded  its  ultimate  results  upon 
the  finances  of  the  country.  At  all  times 
— he  confessed  it  was  so  with  himself  at 
least — ^when  measures  had  been  presented 
to  their  Lordships  by  the  Government  of 
the  country,  they  carried  such  a  degree  of 
weight  with  them  that  their  Lordships  had 
always  taken  that  into  consideration  as  a 
most  important  element  in  the  case;  but 
for  himself — and  he  could  only  speak  his 
own  opinion  on  this  point— the  measure 
now  introduced  by  the  present  Government 
would  not  sway  his  mind  in  reference  to  its 
introduction  in  any  way  whatever.  He  per- 
fectly understood,  and  he  perfectly  knew, 
the  principle  upon  which  the  Government 
had  been  dissolved;  but  he  had  never  heard 
it  yet  stated  upon  what  principle  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  reunited  and  formed 
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again  for  the  purpose  of  gOTeming  ihia 
eountiy;  and  until  he  cleurlj  knew  and 
understood  the  point  on  which  the  Govem- 
ment  was  formed,  the  measure  would  never 
carry  with  him — 4Uid  he  thought  he  might 
saj  the  same  of  their  Lordships,  that  great 
weight  which  the  recommendation  of  Go- 
vernment would  otherwise  carry  with  it. 
He  hoped  he  was  not  out  of  ord^  in  speak- 
ing of  the  representatives  of  the  people  in 
the  other  House,  who,  he  oonsiderod,  must 
have  lost  much  of  the  good  opinion  and  con- 
fidence of  the  countrY  hy  the  course  which 
they  had  pursued.  [Alamgh,]  He  knew 
perfectly  well  that  it  might  give  great  plea- 
sure to  his  nohle  Friends  opposite  to  see 
their  friends  in  the  other  House  take  that 
course,  just  as  he  knew  it  often  gave  |dea- 
sure  to  a  certain  elasa  of  gentlemeiB  il^en 
a  comrade  attained  a  great  object  which  he 
had  in  view,  hut  whidb  did  not  tend  to  in- 
crease their  eonfideBee  in  him.  The  noUe 
Lords  opposite  might  he  pleased,  hut  they 
would  have  no  more  conndenee  in  the  Go- 
vernment than  they  (the  pretectioonU) 
had  Coming  as  the  measure  did  to  that 
House  fran  Uie  other  under  cireamBtaKees 
BO  peculiar,  and  so  weU  known,  thai  he 
woidd  not  allude  to  them  further,  he  was 
sure  it  would  he  oansidered  hy  their  Lord- 
ships in  refiwenee  to  all  the  points  to  whidi 
he  had  alhided.  Conceiving  that  to  he  the 
case,  and  heKeving  that  that  House  had  al- 
ways been  a  great,  if  not  the  greatest  pro- 
tector, at  least  they  had  always  had  much 
to  do  with  the  advancement  of  the  Hherties 
of  the  people  of  this  cou2ktry — ^believing  and 
knowing  that,  at  no  period  of  tlie  l^tory 
ef  the  country,  had  the  liberties  of  the  peo- 
ple been  invaded  without  that  House  being, 
at  the  same  time,  trampled  under  foot — 
looking  to  the  state  and  condition  of  the 
€rovemment,  and  the  state  and  condition 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament — ^he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  result  of 
their  Lordships'  deliberations  would  be  to 
view  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  as  just 
in  itself,  and  to  reject  the  measure  when 
it  came  to  them  from  the  other  House. 

Load  KINNAIBD  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Earl,  that  it  would  be  more 
desirable  if  the  proposal  as  to  the  Corn 
Laws  were  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had 
been  consistent  advocates  of  Ihe  repeal  of 
all  duties  on  com.  He  shotdd  also  be  glad 
to  know  (for  they  had  heard  no  explanation 
of  the  matter  in  that  House)  how  the  Go- 
vernment came  to  resume  their  seats  after 
they  had  resigned  them.  The  noble  Earl  and 
the  noble  DvJce  on.  the  ecoss  benches  were 


in  favour  of  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  [The  Eari  of  Habdwickb  :  Not  L] 
Well,  then,  it  was  for  the  noble  Buke  alone 
to  consider  whether,  if  the  repeal  was  to 
take  place,  it  would  not  be  best  that  it 
should  be  immediate.  He  eoneeived  it 
would  be  very  much  for  the  advantage  of 
the  farmers  that  the  question  should  be 
finally  set  at  rest  at  once,  for  if  a  postpone- 
ment took  place  for  three  years,  fears  were 
entertained  diat  improvements  in  agricul- 
ture would  be  retarded,  and  that  a  large 
quantity  of  wheat  would  be  reserved  for 
importation  at  the  end  of  that  period.  Not 
a  murrain  iA  cattle,  or  any  other  visitation 
could  take  place,  but  the  loss  would  be  at- 
tributed to  theawoaehing  danger,  of  pro- 
tection being  withdrawn ;  and  landlords 
would  be  exposed  to  the  dureat  of  farmers 
giving  up  their  fmnaB.  Whereaa  if  the 
duty  was  at  once  taken  off,  prices  would 
not  fall;  and  it  would  be  impossible  with- 
oat  overwhelming  loss  lor  aay  man  at  once 
tO'  gite  «p  Ms  farm  without  selling  off  hb 
stock,  and  thereby  being  greatly  out  of 
peeket.  He  knew  the  ahmn  which  the 
Attl^Coni-Law  League  gave  some  noble 
Lords.  He  could  tal^  upon  hiMself  to  say, 
that  if  the  repeal  was  hmnediate  and  totsl, 
the  League  wmdA  be  dissoived;  whereas,  if 
^law  centimied  for  three  years,  the  crea- 
tioix  of  votes  (admitted  by  high  authority  to 
be  perfectly  legal)  would  go  on,  and  the 
bad  feeling,  now  so  much  to  be  deplored, 
would  continue.  From  what  the  noble 
Duke  said  the  other  evening,  he  must  be 
surprised  at  the  late  dtvision.  He  did  not 
see  hew  the  protectionists  could  reduce 
that  majority,  even  if  an  appeal  were  made 
to  the  country,  and  he  recommended  them 
to  accept  the  measure,  which  could  not  be 
amended  by  their  Lordships,  but  must 
be  thrown  out  if  th^  were  at  all  op- 
posed to  it. 

The  MAB4)im8s  of  LONDONDERRY 
said,  that  when  the  measure  came  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House,  the  proper  time  for 
this  discussion  would  arrive.  He  depre- 
cated making  speeches  on  the  subject 
when  the  House  was  entirely  ignorant  in 
what  shape  the  measure  was  to  come  before 
them,  and  trusted  that  the  noble  Duke 
(Duke  of  Richmond)  would  not  be  led  into 
a  discussion  by  what  had  fsUen  from  the 
noble  Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  was 
understood  to  deprecate  discussion.  The 
noble  Marquess,  who  spoke  from  the  cross 
benches,  was  quite  inaudible. 

The  D^vt  of  RICHMOND  saidy  Ikt 
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noble  Lord  (Lord  EiniiAird)  who  had  jnst 
spoken,  had  been  giying  the  protectionistB 
some  advice.  Now,  he  was  Biire  that  the 
protectionists  would  take  this  very  kind  of 
the  noble  Lord.  His  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry)  had  also  given 
him  advice;  and  as  he  had  made  it  an 
invariaUe  rule  rather  to  follow  the  advice 
given  bj  a  friend  than  by  an  opponent,  he 
would  take  the  advice  ci  the  noble  Mar- 

2uess,  and  not  enter  into  any  discussion  of 
lie  question  which  was  at  present  under 
consideration  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  noble  Lord  had  alluded  to  the  large 
majority  in  the  other  House  in  favour  of 
the  Government  measure.  Now  he  (the 
Duke  of  Riehmond)  was  not  surprised  that 
the  measure  was  carried  by  so  large  a  ma- 
jority. That  majority,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  was  07 ;  of  dourse  all  the 
placemen  voted — and  then  there  were  a 
great  many  offices  vacant,  and  there  were 
doubtless  a  great  many  persons  looking 
aUter  those  vacant  offices.  Under  those 
eircumstanees  he  was  niher  surprised  that 
the  majority  was  so  small.  But  the  noble 
Lord  asked  what  was  the  us^  of  appealing 
to  the  country  upon  this  question  ?  Now, 
he  (the  Duke  of  Riehmond)  would  t^  the 
noble  Lord  what  woidd  be  the  use  of  sp- 
pealing  to  the  country.  It  was  to  turn  out 
of  Pariiiament  every  one  of  the  ninety-seven 
deserters — in  fact,  the  whole  of  the  110 
who  followed  Sir  Robert  Peel — men,  who, 
if  they  had  been  in  the  army  in  India, 
would  have  abandoned  their  colours,  as  they 
had  here  run  away  from  their  principles. 
Those  meai  came  and  swconped  the  honest 
opinion  of  the  Qouse  of  Commons.  He 
could  say  for  one,  if  it  was  for  no  other 
reason  that  he  wished  to  go  to  the  county  ; 
it  would  be  that  those  Gentlemen  should 
be  shown  that  the  people  of  England  liked 
honesty — that  they  did  not  like  men  who 
came  into  power  {^edging  themselves  to 
oppose  certain  measures  and  support  others 
upon  the  hustings;  but  who,  when  they 
eame  to  Parliament,  violated  eveiy  pledge 
and  promise  which  they  had  made.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  the  farmers  were 
eontniually  grumbling;  now  he  thought 
tins  &mer.  h.d  been  rery  wrong  in  not 
having  g^rumbled  sooner  and  more  fre- 
quently; but  there  was  no  wonder  that 
they  grumbled  after  the  scandalous  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  been  treated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  those  whom  they 
had  sent  there,  upon  the  strength  of  the 
pledges  made  upon  the  hustings.  They 
BKoat  not  now  allude  to  speeches  which  had 


been  made  since  1841.  But  some  of  the 
speeches  which  were  made  in  1839,  before 
the  Whigs  were  driven  horn  office,  were 
very  instructive,  showing,  as  they  did» 
what  men  would  say  and  do  when  they 
were  desirous  to  come  into  power,  and  how 
sudden  the  chan^  frequently  was,  after 
iheir  object  was  attained.  He  would  not 
believe  that  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  pass  their  Lordships'  House 
Until  he  saw  it  pass.  The  noble  Lord  had 
talked  about  the  consistency  of  the  advo- 
cates of  free  trade  ;  now  he  (the  Duke  of 
Richmond)  believed  there  were  very  few  of 
that  class.  It  was  true  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  an  advocate  for  free  trade  for  the 
last  half-dozen  years  ;  but  he  was  not  so 
during  Sari  Grey's  Government,  when  a 
vote  was  taken  in  their  Lordships'  House — 
[Lord  EiNNAiRD :  Yes,  I  was}-^at  least,  if 
he  was,  he  did  not  vote  for  it.  Did  not  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Ripon)  oppose  Bari  Fits- 
wiUiam's  Motion  upon  that  occasion  ?  and 
did  not  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who 
had  declared  himself  a  free  trader,  sit  on 
the  Woolsack  and  hear  the  Motion  made 
without  saying  a  word  upon  the  subject  ? 
Then,  again,  had  not  the  Government  of 
Lord  Melbourne  proposed  a  protective  fixed 
duty  (^  8«.  ?  He  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
must  admit  that  those  who  supported  the 
proposition  were  not  guilty  of  so  great  an 
inconsistency  in  supporting  the  present 
measure  of  the  Government  as  were  the 
Government  themselves  in  proposing  it ; 
for  the  former  had  not  gone  to  the  hustings 
and  told  the  people  of  England  that  they 
were  in  favour  of  protection,  and  thereby 
procured  themselves  a  large  majority ;  and 
when  they  got  in,  turned  round  upon  those 
who  had  supported  them,  and  not  only 
abandoned  the  principles  they  were  pledged 
to  support,  but  actually  headed  the  attack 
agunst  them.  These  were  charges  which 
he  made  against  the  Government.  He 
was  not,  he  again  repeated,  surprised  at 
the  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons;  but 
he  should  be  v«ry  much  surprised  if  their 
Lordships  did  not  at  once  place  the  Govern- 
ment in  such  a  position  as  would  compel 
^em  to  go  to  the  country ;  and,  if  they 
did  so,  they  would  find  that  protection  had 
a  large  number  of  friends :  he  might  ap- 
peal to  the  recent  Section  for  a  confirma- 
tion of  his  statement.  See  how  well  Not- 
tinghamshire had  done  its  duty :  it  had  re- 
turned two  protectionists.  He  might  also 
refer  to  Dorsetshire,  and  many  other  places, 
where  similar  results  had  been  obtained ; 
in  ftGt>  he  believed  all  the  elections  which 
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had  taken  place  since  Sir  R.  Peel  had 
propounded  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  exception  of  one  place  in 
the  north,  and  the  city  of  Westminster 
(where  they  took  a  Radical  in  preference  to 
one  who  had  deserted  the  ranks  of  protec- 
tion), had  all  gone  in  favour  of  protection. 
He  therefore  looked  with  the  greatest  con- 
fidence to  the  result  of  an  appeal  to  the 
people. 

The  Eabl  of  WICKLOW  could  not  join 
with  those  who  expressed  regret  that  this 
measure  had  not  heen  hrought  forward  hy 
the  party  opposite.  Up  to  the  present 
time,  hoth  parties  in  this  country  had 
avowed  themselves  protectionists.  Lord 
Melhoume,  when  asked  in  that  House 
whether  the  fixed  duty  proposed  hy  his 
Government  was  for  revenue  or  protec- 
tion, distinctly  and  immediately  answered, 
for  protection.  But  now  a  total  change 
had  come  over  the  minds  of  men,  which, 
however,  did  not  qualify  one  set  of  men  to 
hring  forward  this  measure  rather  than  the 
other.  It  had  heen  stated  that  the  Anti- 
€om-Law-League  was  an  unconstitutional 
hody.  He  was  hound  to  state  that  that 
was  not  his  opinion;  he  thought  it  was  es- 
tablished for  a  perfectly  constitutional  pur- 
pose, and,  though  not  a  member  of  that 
body,  and  not  wishing  to  belong  to  it,  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  congratulated  by  its 
friends  on  the  extraordinary  success  which 
in  so  short  a  time  had  attended  its  exer- 
tions. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  should  have  siud 
nothing  on  this  occasion;  but  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke  he  must 
state  that  the  question  of  protection  was 
not  an  open  question  in  Earl  Grey*s  Go- 
vernment. [Earl  Grey  said  he  had  always 
been  in  favour  of  free  trade.]  Yes,  but 
then  it  was  as  Under  Secretary  that  the 
noble  Earl  held  those  opinions;  but,  how- 
ever useful  an  Under  Secretary  might  be, 
he  is  not  the  Government,  and  his  opinions 
do  not  commit  the  Government  to  which  he 
belongs.  As  to  the  League,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  never  said,  as  had  been 
supposed  from  something  that  had  fallen 
from  him  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
that  it  was  an  unconstitutional  body.  He 
knew  it  was  a  legal  and  constitutional 
body,  founded  for  a  perfectly  constitutional 
object — ^namely,  to  teach,  or,  as  they  chose 
to  call  it,  to  agitate  the  people  to  effect  a 
change  by  Parliamentary  means  in  the  po- 
licy of  this  country  in  a  certain  respect. 
What  he  had  said  was,  that  it  was  oncon- 
atittttional,   though  it  was  legal — barely 


legal — ^to  collect  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  the  firanchise.  The  League, 
however,  declared  that  they  did  not  do  that. 
They  said  they  only  encouraged  people  to 
buy  votes;  but,  perils^,  they  encouraged 
them  in  that  sort  of  way  that  consisted  in 
paying  part  of  the  cost;  and  when  he  saw 
this  fund  of  a  quarter  of  a  million  col- 
lected, he  must  say  he  thought  it  not 
unlikdy  that  something  of  the  kind  might 
be  the  case. 

Lord  REDESDALE  wished  to  explab, 
that  in  what  had  fallen  from  him  on  another 
occasion  respecting  the  creation  of  faggot 
voters  in  Huntingdonshire,  at  a  time  when 
Lord  John  Russell  was  a  candidate  for  the 
representation,  he  found  he  had  not  been 
correct  in  connecting  such  creation  with  the 
Duke  of  Bedford,  who  had  no  concern 
whatever  in  the  matter. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PENAL  COLONIES-VAN  DI£MEN*S  LAND. 

The  Marqubss  of  LANSDOWNE  then 
said,  he  rose  in  pursuance  of  notice  to  call 
their  Lordships  attention  to  a  petition  of 
considerable  importance,  both  as  r^punded 
the  quarter  from  which  it  emanated,  and 
the  subject  to  which  it  referred.  It  was  a 
petition  very  numerously  signed  by  the  in* 
habitants  of  a  Colony  well  known  to  most 
of  their  Lordships — ^the  Colony  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land.  It  was  a  most  attractive 
and  interesting  Colony*  and  hitherto  had 
been  a  very  thriving  one.  The  persons, 
however,  who  had  emigrated  thither  stated  in 
the  petition  which  he  was  about  to  present, 
that  they  had  been  encouraged  to  emigrate 
to  that  country  in  the  hope  and  expecta- 
tion that  no  greater  number  of  convicts 
would  be  sent  to  that  part  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's dominions  than  might  be  expected  to 
be  useful  in  the  Colony,  and  would  be  ab- 
sorbed in  the  virtuous  and  free  population; 
but  that  latterly  they  had  been  subjected 
to  such  an  mcrease  of  the  importation  of 
convicts  as  they  thought  would  prove  meet 
vicious  to  the  society  of  the  Colony.  The 
petitioners  further  stated  that  they  had 
embarked  large  amounts  of  capital  in  the 
Colony,  and  &t,  for  a  long  time,  nothing 
could  be  more  thriving  or  prosperous  than 
the  state  of  the  Colony  had  been  under  their 
control.  The  petitioners  stated,  that  from 
the  year  1834  to  1840  the  population  of 
the  Colony  had  increased  from  12,000  to 
40,000 ;  the  number  of  acres  under  cultiva- 
tion from  25,000  to  124,000;  the  shippmg 
from  142  tons  to  141  vessels;  the  import* 
from  62,000{.  to  988,0001. ;  and  the  ox- 
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ports  httd  increased  to  an  equal  extent; 
Wt  that  this  rapid  progress — this  great 
prosperit J,  had  been  arrested  bj  the  Colonj 
naving  been  made  the  receptacle  for  the 
whole  oonviot  popnlation  oi  these  coun- 
tries.    No  less  tnan  16,000  convicts  had 
been  introduced  into  the  Colony  in  four 
years ;  and  the  consequence  of  this  enor- 
mous impOTt  of  criminals  was,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  carry  out  any  perfect  system 
of  classification  or  discipline,  but  they  were 
distributed  about  the  country  in  groups  of 
three  or  four  hundred,   endangering  the 
safety  and  inspiring  terror  in  the  minds  of 
the  colonists.  The  petitioners  further  stated 
that  crime  had  increased  in  proportion  to 
the  large  number  of  criminals  so  introduced, 
and  that  a  consequent  necessity  had  arisen 
for  maintaining  a  very  large  police  force. 
Under  these  circumstances,  notwithstand- 
ing the  immense  natural  advantages  of  the 
Colony,  the  number  of  free  settlers  was  ra- 
pidly dimishing,  and  in  the  course  of  the 
last  year — that  was,  down  to  the  last  seven 
or  eight  months-* 700  free  settlers  only 
had  come  into  the  Colony,  while  2,000  had 
gone  out,  thus  occasioning  a  diminution  in 
the  free  population  in  one  year  to  the  ex- 
tent of  about  1,300.     The  persons  who 
had  signed  this  petition  were  most  respect- 
able, and  it  was  brought  forward  under  the 
eountenanee  of  the  Bishop  of  the  Colony 
and  the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  ;  and  he  submit- 
ted, that  inasmuch  as  it  expressed  the  senti- 
ments of  some  1,300  or  1,400  of  the  princi- 
pal landowners  of  the  place,  it  was  entitled 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Government.  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  would  offer 
no  opinion,  on  the  present  occasion,  upon 
the  general  question  of  secondary  punish- 
ments ;  but,  looking  at  the  state  of  our 
criminal  law,  and  the  prevalence  of  crime 
in  this  country,  it  might  be  proposed  that 
this  description  of  punishment  should  be 
continued  ;  but  he  had,  nevertheless,  in- 
dulged himself  in  the  hope  that  it  might 
have  been  so  conducted  that  a  certain 
number  of  convicts,  proportionate  to  the 
free  population,  might  be  introduced  into 
our  Colonies  under  such  regulations  as 
should  make  the  system  conducive  not  only 
to  the  carrying  the  law  into  effect,  but 
oonducive  at  l£e  same  time  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  colonbts,  and  that  which  should 
be  the  great  and  ultimate  object  of  such 
such  punishment  —  the  reformation,   the 
improvement,  and  the  well-being  of  the 
convicts  themselves.      The  only  hope  of 
auooess,  however,  depended  upon  the  num- 
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ber  of  convicts  bearing  not  too  large  a  pro* 
portion  to  the  number  of  the  free  popula- 
tion of  the  Colony  ;  and  if  the  system  was 
to  be.  persevered  in,  the  Le^lature  must 
make  up  their  minds  as  to  the  character  of 
the  Colony  which  was  made  the  place  of 
punishment — ^whether  it  was  to  be  regarded 
as  a  penal  Colony,  and  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  punishing  criminals  only,  or  whe- 
ther, while  receiving  convicts,  it  was  still 
to  be  a  free  Colony — ^free  for  its  own  ad- 
vancement and  improvement,  and  deluged 
only  with  that  number  of  criminals  which^ 
by  proper  management,  nught  be  gradu- 
ally absorbed  into  the  honest  and  industri- 
ous population.  This  Colony  of  Van  Die- 
men  s  Land  was  entitled,  by  the  conduct 
of  its  free  inhabitants,  its  fertility,  and 
other  great  natural  advantages,  to  be  re- 
garded not  as  a  penal  Colony  only,  but  as 
one  in  which  the  interests  of  the  free  set- 
tlers should  be  respected  and  cared  for  by 
the  mother  country.  He  was  aware  that 
there  were  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  application  of  a  remedy ;  but  he  was 
convinced  that  no  measure  would  meet  the 
evil  which  did  not  relieve,  to  a  large  extent, 
the  Colony  from  that  amount  of  criminality 
which  was  now,  day  by  day,  being  intro- 
duced into  it.  The  petitioners  prayed  that 
no  convicts  might  be  sent  to  the  Colony  ; 
but  while  thb  was  their  opinion,  there  were 
others  who  did  not  object  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  limited  number,  though  they  felt 
that  the  importation  of  criminiJs  to  its  pre- 
sent amotmt  could  only  end  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  order,  prosperity,  and  happiness 
in  the  Colony.  The  effect  of  the  system, 
as  now  carried  on,  had  been  to  interfere 
materially  with  free  labour.  There  were 
2,000  free  labourers,  or  reclaimed  convicts^ 
having  tickets  of  leave,  who  were  now  go- 
ing about  searching  in  vain  for  employ- 
ment ;  the  convict  labour  absorbing  the 
whole  demand.  The  consequence  was, 
that  the  convict  was  in  a  better  position 
than  the  free  labourer  or  the  reformed  cri- 
minal, whom  we  were  bound  to  encourage. 
He  hoped  the  subject  would  receive  the 
attention  due  to  it  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  now  held  the  office  of  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  who  sat  near  him,  had  so 
recently  entered  on  the  administration  of 
colonial  affairs,  and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  had 
been  so  intimately  acquainted  with  them 
as  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
and  this  question  particularly  had  occa- 
sioned him  so  much  anxiety  m  that  capa- 
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city,  thai  he  trusted  he  might  be  forgiven 
by  their  Lordships,  and  also  by  his  noble 
Friend,  if  he  (Lord  Stanley)  interposed 
some  observations  between  the  House  and 
any  he  (Lord  Lyttelton)  might  have  to 
make  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
He  (Lord  Stanley)  begged  their  Lordships 
to  understand  that  this  petition  involved 
questions  infinitely  more  important  than 
even  the  welfare  of  a  single  Colony ;  for  it 
involved  the  decision  of  a  no  less  vital 
question  than  that  of  the  whole  of  our 
system  of  secondary  punishment.  He 
thought  that  to  a  certain  extent  the  alle- 
gations in  the  petition  were  exaggerated 
with  regard  to  the  evils  resulting  iron 
the  present  state  of  things;  yet  he  was 
far  from  denying  that  in  the  course  of  the 
last  four  or  five  years  there  had  been  in- 
fijcted  on  Van  Biemen's  Land  a  consider* 
able  amount  both  of  financial  and  social 
evil  by  the  necessity  that  existed  el  eon- 
fining  the  whole  transportation  of  convicts 
to  this  Colony.  Though  the  petHienen 
said  they  had  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  con- 
tributed to  the  extraordinaiy  growth  and 
prosperity  of  this  Oolony,  yet  it  was  a  fact 
that  it  was  to  the  convicts  thai  the  pros- 
perity of  the  settler  was  owing;  fop  it 
should  be  recollected  that  the  conditionB 
on  which  the  free  settlers  obtained  grants 
of  land  there  were,  that  they  should  be 
bound  to  receive  and  maintain,  at  their 
cost,  a  certain  proportion  of  convicts.  In 
point  of  fact  it  so  occurred,  that  that  which 
was  at  first  imposed  on  these  free  settlers 
as  an  obligation,  was  speedily  felt  to  be  a 
boon.  The  free  settlers  soon  began  to 
Write  to  the  Government  for  convict  la- 
bour ;  and  it  was  to  the  consequent  expen- 
diture on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
mainly,  if  not  exclusively,  that  the  free 
settlers  owed  their  prosperity.  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  was  far  from  denying  the  great 
importance  of  preserving  something  like  a 
proportion  between  the  supply  of  convicts 
and  the  niunber  of  free  settlers.  He  would 
beg  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Government  was  placed 
at  the  period  in  which  they  came  into 
office.  Up  to  1840,  the  system  of  trans- 
portation was  such,  that  every  convict 
going  to  the  Colonies,  was  handed  over  to 
some  free  settler,  who  undertook  to  main- 
tain him,  and  who  had  the  advantage  of 
his  services;  and  who,  in  point  of  fact, 
exercised  over  him  almost  the  same  autho- 
rity that  a  master  would  over  a  slave. 
The  assignment  system,  as  it  was  called, 
contmued  till  1840.     He  (Lord  Stanley) 


was  hr  from  saying,  that  that  system  was 
not  open  to  serious  objections ;  but  it  had 
its  merits,  and  he  thought  was  too  hastily 
abandoned.  For  so  long  as  you  could 
place  a  limited  number  of  convicts  in  the 
society  of  a  free  settler  and  his  family, 
they  were  removed  from  the  tamptationa 
to  crime,  and  they  were  educated,  by  vir* 
tuous  persons,  who  had  a  sort  of  parmtal 
care  over  them.  No  system  could  tend 
more  to  promote  the  great  objeet  of  pun- 
ishment, namely,  the  refbmatioa  of  ^e 
guilty.  But  he  oould  not  conceal  this 
from  hbnself,  that  the  system  of  assign* 
ment  was  open  to  this  boAvy  and  grievous 
objection,  ^t  there  was  no  certainty  at 
to  the  amount  of  pumshment  inilioted.  it 
varied  with  the  character  of  the  person  to 
whom  the  convict  was  assigned,  and  also 
with  the  physical  quaUtaes  and  eapabflitiea 
of  the  convict  himself.  Many  a  maotav 
passed  over  the  faults  of  a  vicious  but  im»- 
nd,  because  skilful  so^vanl }  white  on  iko 
other  hand  the  slightest  shorteominga 
were  severely  visited  when  the  quaMci^ 
tiens  and  capabilities  of  the  convict  wera 
not  such  as  to  make  his  aervieee  ef  much 
vahie  to  his  master.  Many,  indeed,  ef  the 
latter  class  were  sent  back  by  the  peraena 
to  whom  they  were  assigned,  with  a  stigma 
thus  wrongly  fixed  on  their  eharaotera. 
But  the  evil  went  furthm*.  It  was  known 
that  persons  were  sometimes  transported 
from  this  coimtry,  that  their  friends  fol* 
lowed  them,  purchased  property  in  Van 
Piemen's  Land,  and  then  obtained  that 
the  convict  husband  or  son  should  be 
handed  over  to  them  as  servants.  This 
was  no  punishment.  But  with  a  harsh 
master  the  case  was  different,  and  the 
condition  of  the  assigned  not  unfrequently 
became  one  of  cruel  slavery.  The  system 
was  put  an  end  to  in  1840.  Up  to  that 
time  persons  transported  were  sent  partly 
to  New  South  Wales,  partly  to  Van  Die- 
men's  Land;  but  in  that  year  the  then 
existing  Government  decided  not  only  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  assignment  system,  but 
that  no  convicts  should  in  future  be  s^it 
to  New  South  Wales.  The  Colonies  of 
South  and  Western  Australia  had  obtained 
in  their  charters  security  against  being 
made  places  of  penal  settlement.  But,  as 
he  had  stated  m  1840,  the  then  Govern^ 
ment  decided  that  the  resources  of  the 
almost  boundless  Colony  of  New  South 
Wales  should  be  lost^  as  a  penal  settle* 
ment ;  and,  from  that  time.  Van  Diemen's 
Land  had  been  the  sole  place  to  which 
convicts  could  be  transported.    This  waa 
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Hie  utttation  in  which,  on  their  aceesuon 
to  offioe  in  1841,  they  fbund  thenuelyes. 
The  disposition  of  the  eonyicts  in  gangs, 
he  might  here  ranark,  was  not  arranged 
merely  hecanse  of  their  numhers.  It  was 
the  ftudamental  system  upon  whieh  the 
plan  of  transportation  had  been  remodelled, 
the  assignment  system  being  in  ibet  abol- 
khed  in  order  to  place  the  conviots  in 
gai^,  employing  them  npon  hard  bat 
uniform  labour.  In  1841,  the  present 
GoTerement  eame  into  offioe,  and  had  to 
grapple  with  the  question,  loaded  with 
iJiese  restrietiona.  But  was  that  all  f  No : 
for  the  House  of  Commons  in  that  same 
Tear  passed  a  resolution  eondemning  the 
hulk  system,  and  requiring,  in  all  trans- 
pertaiion  eases,  that  the  sentenee  riiouM 
be  rigidly  and  literally  eairied  out.  Un« 
der  these  eiroumstances---a88ignment8  pro- 
hibited, gangs  estabHshed,  the  fi^d  of 
penal  set^ement  narrowed,  the  House  of 
Oonmons  pressing  for  the  rigid  oarrying 
m%  ef  every  sentenee  of  transportation-— 
he  did  not  deny  ihat  Van  Biemen*s  Land 
had  reeeired  seme  injury,  or  that  It  had 
grounds  for  demanding  relief  at  the  hands 
«f  the  Gk>Tei«ment.  There  wae  no  subjeet 
to  whieh  his  attention  was  more  eame«tly 
directed  than  to  %xA  a  means  of  remedying 
these  inoonyenienoee,  whioh  he  then  fore- 
saw, and  whieh  were  now  under  discus- 
idon.  But  their  Lordships  would  agree 
witii  him,  that  it  was  not  easy  to  establish 
»  new  system  of  eontict  discipline,  when  all 
the  arrangraaents  had  to  be  carried  into 
eflbct  by  two  parties  so  distant  from  each 
ether  as  to  require  that  a  year  should 
elapse  before  the  replies  to  each  other's 
letters  could  be  reeeired.  It  fortunately 
happened,  althou^^  his  (Lord  Stanley's) 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  subjeet 
earlier,  that  towards  the  dose  of  1842, 
one  of  the  ablest  of  the  colonial  senrants  in 
the  employ  of  the  Qoremment,  Mr.  Mon- 
tagu, came  to  England  at  the  same  time 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  New  South 
Wales  happened  to  be  in  this  country. 
Sereral  consultations  were  held  with  these 
gentlemen,  and  also  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ;  and  the  result  was  the  formation  of 
a  system  of  convict  discipline,  which  their 
Lordships  would  find  recomijaended  and 
ex|dained  in  Papers  laid  on  the  Table  of 
^  House  in  1843.  It  was  decided,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  introduced 
by  the  noble  Lord  who  preceded  him  (Lord 
Stanley)  in  the  Colonial  Office,  that  in  all 
eonviets  should  be  Prided  into  penal 


gangs,  called  probation  gangs,  to  be  dis- 
tributed into  the  unsetUed  parts  of  the 
countiy  I  and  that  they  should  be  removed 
from  thence  in  periods  proportioned  to  the 
periods  of  their  original  sentence,  but  vary- 
ing also  according  to  their  conduct  in  that 
state ;  and  having  passed  through  a  variety 
of  stages  of  less  and  less  severihr,  at  last 
get,  by  ticket  of  leave,  into  the  state 
of  conditional  or  ultimate  free  pardon. 
Though  it  reflected  no  credit  on  this  great 
country,  it  was  a  fact,  that  till  within  the 
last  four  or  Ave  years,  though  we  had  been 
sending  8,000  o^  4,000  convicts  annually 
to  that  Colony,  yet  there  had  been  no 
provision  whatever  made  for  the  religious 
or  spiritual  superintendence  of  those  con- 
victs. One  of  the  first  steps  which  Her 
Majesty's  Chyvemment  took  in  this  direc- 
tion was,  to  arrange  the  convicts  into  gangs 
of  200  or  300,  according  to  their  re- 
spective religious  persuasions,  and  ajypoint 
chaplains  to  instruct  them,  witii  the  eon- 
sent  of  the  Protestant  and  Roman  Cath<^ 
lie  bishops  of  the  Colony.  He  had  reason 
to  believe  that,  in  a  moral  point  of  view, 
that  plan  had  been  productive  of  the  most 
beneficial  results.  The  general  conduct 
of  the  convicts  under  the  unproved  system 
of  discipline  was  most  satisfactory ;  and  if 
the  scheme  had  failed  in  any  respect,  it 
had  failed  in  this :  that  the  large  increase 
in  the  number  of  persons  sentenced  to 
transportation  took  place  previously,  at  the 
period  of  the  great  and  growing  embar- 
rassment of  New  South  Wales  and  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  in  consequence  of  which 
there  was  great  want  of  employment.  He 
admitted  tibat  this  was  a  great  and  griev- 
ous evil.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  steps  to  alleviate  that  evil ;  they  had 
taken  on  themselves  a  much  larger  amoimt 
of  the  police  expenses.  They  had  also 
taken  another  step,  which  would  require 
some  explanation.  Their  Lordships  were 
aware,  that  in  the  Australian  Colonies  there 
was  a  minimum  price  fixed  on  land,  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  a  large  accumu- 
lation of  that  tdnd  of  property  by  small 
capitalists,  who  would  not  be  able  to  cul- 
tivate it.  But  when  the  amount  of  labour 
was  superfluous,  this  plan  was  reversed. 
Then  it  would  be  found  more  desirable  to 
facilitate  the  acquisition  of  land,  in  order 
that  more  labourers  might  be  employed 
upon  it.  With  that  view  he  obtained  their 
Lordships'  consent  to  an  Act  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Land  Sales  Act,  so  far  as  they 
related  to  Van  Diemen's  Land.  That,  in- 
deed, had  been  made  a  matter  of  com- 
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plaint,  and  under  this  law  all  sales  of  land 
became  the  property  of  the  Colonj;  but 
partly  from  the  embarrassments  of  the 
Colony  and  the  influx  of  convicts,  the  sales 
had  so  fallen  off,  that  no  revenue  was  pro- 
vided from  that  source.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  thought  it  advisable  in  the 
first  place  to  give  instructions  that  the 
convicts  employed  in  clearing  the  un- 
settled parts  of  the  country  should  be 
also  employed  in  raising  the  food  neces- 
sary for  their  subsistence.  They  were 
also  employed  in  the  improvement  of 
the  land.  But  before  the  repeal  of  the 
Land  Sales  Act,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
improved  land  should  be  sold  by  auction, 
and  the  proceeds  thereof  paid  into  the 
Financial  Treasury  of  the  Colony.  The 
Government  thought  that  while  they  took 
on  themselves  a  large  proportion  of  the 
burdens  of  the  police  and  other  establish- 
ments, and  the  expense  of  maintaining  con- 
victs, they  should  also  assume  the  control 
over  the  finances.  This  course  enabled  the 
Government  to  assign  improved  land  to 
those  convicts  who  were  unable  to  find 
employment,  which  land  they  might  culti- 
vate on  their  own  account,  and  of  course 
that  would  bo  a  premium  on  their  good 
conduct.  While  he  admitted  that  the  in- 
troduction of  a  verv  large  niunber  of  convicts 
into  Van  Diemen  s  Land  had  been  produc- 
tive of  some  social  evils;  yet  when  the  pe- 
titioners spoke  of  so  large  a  body  of  con- 
victs being  admitted  into  so  small  a  Colony, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  the  territory 
of  that  Colony  was  not  less  in  extent  than 
that  of  Ireland,  while  it  was  occupied  by 
not  more  than  40,000  free  settlers.  To 
speak  of  a  Colony  as  extensive  as  Ireland 
being  swamped  by  the  introduction  of 
4,000  convicts  annually — ^provided  those 
convicts  had  proper  superintendence  and 
control  over  them,  and  the  means  of  pro- 
viding for  themselves  at  the  expiration  of 
their  sentence — ^was  merely  adding  another 
difficulty  to  those  which  arose  from  the 
present  state  of  our  convict  population, 
^ut  if  this  system  were  not  permitted,  what 
were  you  to  do  with  the  sweepings  of  our 
gaols?  We  now  sent  abroad  annually 
4,000  or  d,000  male  convicts,  and  there 
were  now  in  our  penal  Colonies  not  less 
than  50,000  convicts,  from  the  pollution  of 
whose  presence  this  country  had  been  re- 
lieved. Was  it  not  an  advantage  to  have 
this  country  permanently  relieved  from 
such  persons  ?  But  independently  of  pe- 
cuniary considerations,  was  not  the  system- 
ih  a  moral  point  of  view,  better  for  the 


parties  themselves  ?  Did  you  believe  thai 
at  the  expiration  of  their  sentence,  men 
going  out  of  prison  stigmatized  as  felons 
by  having  been  sentenced  to  what  was 
equivalent  to  transportation,  would  have 
the  remotest  chance  in  this  over-peopled 
country  of  obtaining  employment  ?  Would 
they  have  a  chance  of  recovering  their  cha- 
racter ?  Would  they  not,  when  turned  out 
of  gaol,  be  driven  by  sheer  necessity  to 
seek  the  company  of  their  former  associ- 
ates ?  Would  they  not  recur  with  tenfold  ac- 
tivity to  their  former  wicked  habits  ?  On 
the  contrary,  by  sending  those  men  to  Van 
Diemen *s  Land,  it  gave  the  free  population 
an  incentive  to  excel  them  in  moral  con- 
duct,  while  their  example  would  in  turn 
improve  the  character  of  the  convict  popu-* 
lation,  particularly  in  a  country  where  the 
climate  was  good,  the  means  of  subsistence 
were  ample,  and  there  was  plenty  of  room 
for  employment.  He  thought  that  few 
people  would  advocate  a  material  diminu* 
tion  in  the  amount  of  convicts  sentenced  to 
transportation.  If,  then,  they  were  npt  to 
send  out  convicts  to  Van  Diemen 's  Land, 
and  shut  out  the  other  Colonies,  he  would 
ask,  in  what  manner  they  proposed  to  dis* 
pose  of  those  convicts?  It  was  very  easy  to 
say  "  we  will  establish  a  new  penal  Co- 
lony;" but  it  was  exceedingly  difficult  to 
caiTy  such  intention  into  effect.  Many 
things  were  required  to  establish  a  proper 
penal  settlement.  In  the  first  place,  secu-» 
rity  was  required — ^a  position  not  too  doso 
to  a  tropical  climate ;  a  country  not  in« 
habited,  and  a  fertile  soil ;  all  those  re- 
quirements it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult 
to  obtain,  and  even  if  found,  in  his  opinion 
it  would  not  be  suitable  for  the  purpose. 
For  in  his  jud^ent,  the  notion  of  sending 
convicts  to  a  purely  penal  Colony  would  be 
fatal  to  the  system  of  penal  punishment;  for 
at  the  expiration  of  the  term  of  transpor- 
tation, what  would  become  of  them  ?  They 
must  establish,  in  that  case,  a  Colony  which 
must  never  be  refreshed  by  the  presence  of 
an  unconvicted  man.  Let  a  distant  land 
be  taken  for  the  purpose  of  security,  and 
let  it  be  converted  into  a  large  prison;  and^ 
passing  by  the  obvious  evils  of  such  a  state 
of  things,  when  the  convicts  were  released 
from  confinement,  what  would  or  what  could 
become  of  them?  Constituted  as  such  a 
settlement  would  be  without  a  ft'ee  popu- 
lation amid  which  they  could  gradually  ab* 
sorb  themselves,  what  could  become  of 
them  ?  He  would  take  the  case  of  Norfolk 
Island  alone,  and  appeal  to  his  noble  Friend, 
on  the  cross  benches  (the  Duke  of  £ieh-» 
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mond),  who  knew  the  strong  feeling  in  the 
Ooionies,  and  knew  the  difficulties  which 
e^sted  in  providing,  even  upon  the  smallest 
scale,  for  the  convicts  who  were  sent  from 
Parkhnrst  and  Pentonville,  and  who  had 
gone  out  under  no  restriction  except  that 
they  were  not  to  return  again  to  their  na- 
tive country.  The  Government  had  acted 
OS  it  had  done,  because  they  considered 
that  heneiicial  effects  arose  from  the  mixed 
community  of  a  free  and  convict  popula- 
tion. They  considered  that  great  advan- 
tages would  accrue  to  the  convict,  because 
he  was  gradually  led  from  a  state  in  which 
he  suffered  the  severest  penalties,  and  in- 
troduced into  the  society  of  a  free  popula- 
tion, under  the  surveillance  of  the  magis- 
trates and  police,  and  thus  enabled  to  re- 
turn to  honest  habits  while  he  was  under 
certain  control,  which  prevented  him  from 
feeling  the  consequences  of  a  too  sudden 
transition  from  ignominious  punishment  to 
total  freedom.  It  would  be,  in  his  opinion, 
inexpedient  to  comply  with  the  prayer  of 
the  memorialists,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
stated,  and  because  such  compliance  could 
not  be  made  without  an  alteration  in  the 
entire  penal  system.  He  would  compare  our 
system  of  penal  discipline  with  that  main- 
tained in  a  neighbouring  country ;  and  he 
believed  that  there  was  nothing  which  had 
led  to  so  much  general  complaint  in  France 
as  tho  return  of  8,000  convicts,  who  it  was 
apprehended  would  contaminate  society, 
and  be  productive  of  much  social  evil. 
If  then  the  return  of  8,000  convicts  was 
to  be  so  much  dreaded  in  a  country  of  such 
large  extent  as  France,  how  much  greater 
would  be  the  evil,  and  how  much  more  se- 
rious apprehensions  were  to  be  entertained 
from  pouring  back  upon  an  overburdened 
population  like  this,  a  body  of  50,000  con- 
Ticts?  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
convinced  that  the  present  system  was 
productive  of  many  advantages  to  the  con- 
victs, because  they  were  gradually  ab- 
sorbed among  the  free  population  in  the 
neighbouring  Colonics,  and  at  the  expira- 
tion of  their  terms  of  imprisonment,  from 
the  contiguity  of  those  places,  and  the 
ready  means  of  access,  were  enabled  to 
suit  their  labour  to  whatever  demand  might 
exist  for  that  labour  in  other  Colonies.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  recently  formed 
a  now  Colony  in  the  north  of  ^ow  South 
Wales,  under  regulations  which  would  en- 
able the  convicts  to  migrate  to  other  parts  of 
that  country  when  there  might  be  a  demand 
for  their  labour.  It  was  intended  that  a 
niunber  of  those  convicts  who  had  reached 


the  most  advanced,  that  was,  the  lightest 
stage  of  penal  discipline,  should  go  to  that 
Colony,  where  they  would  be  furnished 
with  provisions  for  a  limited  period,  and 
also  a  portion  of  land.  They  would  also 
be  permitted,  if  they  thought  proper,  after 
a  certain  interval,  to  emigrate  to  the  ad- 
joining Colonies,  and  become  the  servants 
of  the  outlying  population  of  those  Colonics. 
The  class  of  convicts  who  would  be  sent  to 
this  new  Colony  (Port  Bssington)  would  be 
those  who,  when  they  arrived  there,  would 
be  in  the  position  of  having  received  a  con- 
ditional pardon.  He  assured  their  Lord« 
ships  that  no  subject  had  been  more  anx- 
iously considered  by  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  himself,  than 
the  present  question.  They  had  taken 
every  step  within  their  power  to  relieve  the 
financial  difficulties  of  the  Colonies,  and  to 
improve  the  social  and  moral  system  of  the 
convicts,  a  great  part  of  the  moral  effect  of 
which  depended  upon  their  admixture  with  a 
free  population,  and  the  contiguity  to  some 
other  country  in  which  the  labour  of  the 
liberated  convicts  might  be  made  available. 
He  would  be  slow  to  speak  in  other  but 
respectful  terms  of  the  motives  which  had 
actuated  the  petitioners ;  but  he  could  not 
help  saying,  that  their  financial  embarrass- 
ments at  the  present  moment  had  led  them 
to  attribute  much  of  what  they  had  com- 
plained of  to  the  presence  of  convicts 
among  them,  when  in  fact  they  were  owing 
to  other  causes.  The  petitioners  had  al- 
leged that  property  had  been  deteriorated 
in  value  to  the  extent  of  one-half  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Colony  being  a  penal  set- 
tlement ;  but  were  noble  Lords  aware  that 
in  New  South  Wales  it  was  stated  that 
property  had  been  depreciated  in  value 
two-thirds  by  the  loss  of  convict  labour? 
Thus  it  appeared  that  there  were  two  ar- 
guments adduced— one  against  the  admis- 
sion of  convicts,  and  another  in  their  fa- 
vour. The  real  cause  of  the  depreciation 
of  property  could  be  traced  to  the  fact  that 
both  Colonies  shared  in  a  portentous,  un- 
healthy, and  insane  system  of  speculation 
— that  after  a  short  time  public  credit 
began  to  be  shaken,  and  money  had  to  be 
raised  to  meet  engagements,  at  an  enor- 
,  mous  sacrifice.  This  of  course  caused  a 
disorganization  in  commercial  matters;  and 
to  that  cause,  and  not  to  either  the  pre- 
sence or  absence  of  convicts,  was  to  be 
traced  the  distress  that  had  prevailed,  and 
which  had  been  instanced  as  an  argument 
in  favour  of  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  New  South  Wales 
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WM  reeoTttrincp  from  tlia  d^maaion  thiu 
prodaoed ;  and  he  hoped  that  it  would  not 
be  bng  before  Van  Diemen'a  Land  would 
alBo  recoTer  from  its  effects.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (the  Marooess  of  Lans* 
downe)  had  stated  that  700  persons  had 
been  obliged  to  emigrate  from  Van  Die> 
men's  Land.  [The  Marquess  of  Laks- 
DOWNS:  A  much  largernumber;  say  1,400 
within  six  months.]  He  (Lord  Stanley) 
would  admit  that  1,400  persQus  had  emi* 
grated,  or  as  many  more  as  the  noble  Mar* 
quess  wished;  but  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  a  great  increase  of  capital  had 
taken  place  in  South  Australia,  and  that 
there  had  consequently  been  a  proportionate 
demand  for  labour,  which  accounted  for  the 
emigration,  which  was  to  be  attributed  to 
the  desire  to  obtain  a  higher  rate  of  remu- 
neration  in  another  and  nv>re  prosperous 
Colony.  He  thanked  their  Lordships  for 
the  kindness  with  which  they  had  neard 
him  ;  and  he  entreated  the  House  to  consi- 
der well  before  it  made  a  serious  change, 
and  that  before  it  altered  that  system,  and 
condemned  the  existing  system,  it  would  well 
calculate  and  consider  what  system  it  was 
prepared  to  substitute.  He  begged  of  the 
House  not  to  condemn,  but  to  amend  what 
they  might  deem  deficient — not  to  destroy 
one  system,  until  they  had  found  another 
which  would  not  only  be  equally  adrantage- 
ous  for  Van  Diemen  s  Land,  but  be  a  system 
which  would  also  rdiere  this  country  from 
the  immense  mass  of  contamination  which 
the  pouring  back  of  a  large  number  of  con-* 
Ticts  would  inevitably  occasion,  and  one 
which  would  be  equally  successful  in  giting 
to  those  convicts  a  chance  of  being  re- 
formed by  discipline,  and  tdtdmatefy  of 
entering  upon  an  honest  course  of  life  in  a 
eountty  which  could  afford  Ihem  a  fair 
return  for  their  labour. 

The  DcKB  of  RICHMOND  said,  that  as 
his  noble  Friend  had  appealed  to  him  to 
say,  whether  he  was  not  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culty found  in  providing  employment  for 
persons  sent  to  the  Colonies  from  Penton- 
ville  prison,  he  would  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  a  few  words.  He  was  no  longer 
a  Commissioner  of  Pentonville  prison  ;  but 
while  he  was,  he  made  .it  his  duty  to  in- 
quire into  the  subiect;  and  he  knew  that 
when  men  went  abroad  with  a  good  cha- 
racter from  that  prison,  they  were  received 
by  the  people  with  derision,  and  could 
hardly  get  any  employment  at  all.  There 
were  prejudices  against  them,  which,  how- 
ever, were  now  wearing  away,  and  he  hoped 
that  tiie  Colonists  would  now  find  them 


good  and  efficient  servants.  Cordially 
agreeing  with  all  that  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  had  stated,  he  should  «>t 
have  risen  but  for  the  purpose  of  mention- 
ing these  facts. 

Loan  LYTTBLTON,  who  was  very  in- 
audible in  the  gallery,  said,  that  nothing 
more  was  left  to  him  to  do  than  state  to 
their  Lordships  the  course  that  had  been 
pursued  since  the  noble  Lord  had  quitted 
the  colonial  department.     It  was  proper 
that  he  should  state,  in  the  first  place,  to 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who  seemed  to 
have  misunderstood   some  of  the  points 
under  consideration,  that  the  first  of  the 
printed  Papers  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  which  was  a  despatch  fitHn  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot,  the  Governor  of   Van 
Diemen's  Land,  had  been  adopted  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  as 
the  basis  of  the  proposed  change  about  to 
be  carried  into  effect.     The  subject  natu- 
raUy  divided  itself  into  two  parts.  The  first 
was  the  moral  and  social  state  of  the  con- 
victs at  Van  Diemen's  Land.     The  second 
was  the  financial  and  economical  consi- 
derations affecting  the  whole  system  as  re* 
garded  the  convicts.     With  respect  to  the 
moral  and  social  part  of  this  question,  he 
(Lord  Lyttelton)  was  not  prepared  to  adopt 
the  view  taken  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
probation  system  had  proved  beneficial* 
He  was,  however,  not  prepared  to  main- 
tain a  contrary  opinion.     The  despatches 
on  the  Table  asserted  the  system  to  be 
beneficial,  and  in  so  far  the  Government 
was  prepared  to  adopt  it.     So  far,  indeed, 
as  they  could  come,  to  any  conclusion  from 
Sir  B.  Wilmot 's  despatches,  the  probation 
System  must  be  held  to  be  a  good  one. 
The  returns  from  the  different  ji^  for  the 
preceding  and  former  years  threw  very 
little  light  upon  the  conduct  of  the  con- 
victs.    He  found  that  in  a  given  number 
of  passholders,  who   had    been  released 
from  the  probation  gangs,  and  had  sought 
other  employment,  there  was  manifested  a 
slight  improvement.     Of  the  number  of 
passholders  thus  removed,  there  was  a  pro- 
portion of  fifty-four  per  cent  who  were 
shown  to  have  committed  no  social  or 
moral  offence.     He  quite  admitted  that  the 
information  possessed  on  these  topics  was 
very  scanty,  and  that  much  fuller  know- 
ledge was  required  respecting  the  moral 
and  social  condition  of  the  convict  classes 
of  Van  Diemen's  Land.     The  Government 
had,  however,  directed  this  information  to 
be  collected  and  sent  home,  and  when  re- 
ceived it  ihould  be  lud  before  their  Lord-i 
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ships.  With  respect  to  the  general  com- 
plaints of  the  petitions  with  regard  to  the 
gi-eat  influx  of  conyicts  into  Van  Diem  en's 
Land,  he  was  prepared  to  state  that  the 
Government  entertained  a  belief  that  some 
of  the  allegations  could  not  be  denied.  It 
was,  however,  certain,  that  if  the  Des- 
patches and  Papers,  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  were  examined,  it  would  be 
found — and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
had  not  noticed  the  fact — that  in  regard  to 
financial,  economical  and  general  moral 
results,  very  many  of  the  grounds  of  com- 
plaint urged  in  the  petition  would  be  found 
to  have  been  removed.  He  was  prepared 
to  state,  with  respect  to  the  general  allega- 
tion as  to  the  hardship  of  selecting  from 
amongst  the  whole  of  the  Australian  pos- 
sessions one  single  spot,  in  order  to  concen- 
trate upon  it  the  convict  population  of  the 
Empire,  that  this  complaint  had  deeply  im- 
pressed the  Government  by  its  justice,  and 
had  created  a  very  strong  anxiety  to  pro- 
vide a  remedy.  He  was  enabled  to  state 
that  the  Government  was  prepared  to  de- 
part from  the  rigid  practice  inferred  by  the 
noble  Lord,  and  also  to  hold  out  a  hope 
that  the  system  adopted  during  the  last 
few  years  of  confining  the  transportation  of 
convicts  to  Van  Diemen's  Land  and  Norfolk 
Island  alone,  would  be  relaxed.  The  Go- 
vernment entertained  the  strongest  feel- 
ings upon  this  subject,  and,  without  going 
into  details,  he  would  say  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  was  about  to 
see  whether  an  attempt  to  abandon  the 
system  referred  to  might  not  be  made  with 
safety,  and  even  with  advantage,  to  the 
Colony.  Their  Lordships  might  have  seen 
from  the  Papers  before  referred  to,  that 
application  had  been  made  from  the  other 
settlements  in  Australia,  to  receive  from 
Van  Diemen's  Land  a  number  of  those 
convicts  who  had  become  passholders,  who 
were  nevertheless  in  a  state  of  punishment. 
The  demand  for  labour  in  New  South 
Wales  was  so  great  as  to  have  induced  Sir 
G.  Gipps,  the  Governor  there,  to  apply  for 
leave  to  transfer  passholders  from  Van 
Diemen's  Land  thither  ;  and  under  these 
circumstances  it  was,  that  the  change  of 
system  was  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  begged  to  apo- 
logize to  their  Lordships  for  the  vagueness 
and  generaliams  to  which  he  was  necessarily 
confined  in  dealing  with  the  important  sub- 
ject before  them.  He  could  only  assure 
them  that  the  whole  question  was  under  the 
anxious  consideration  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary ;  and  if,  during 
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the  course  of  the  Session,  any  new  facts 
should  transpire,  or  any  decided  steps 
should  be  taken,  their  Lordships  might 
depend  upon  being  made  acquainted  with 
them  in  due  course. 

Earl  GREY  entii'ely  concurred  in  some 
of  the  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down, 
and  augured  much  good  from  the  course 
upon  which  the  Government  had  entered ;  but 
he  could  not  at  the  same  time  declare  him- 
self satisfied  with  the  statements  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  views  entertained 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  upon  the  im- 
portant subject  under  consideration.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  denied  the  statements 
in  the  petition  presented  by  his  noble 
Friend.  The  case  of  those  petitioners  was 
deserving  of  the  serious  consideration  of 
that  House.  The  noble  Lord  held  out 
a  hope  that  relief  might  be  expected  by 
them,  in  so  far  as  the  burdens  imposed 
upon  Van  Diemen's  Land  by  the  present 
system  of  transportation  were  concerned. 
That,  however,  he  was  disposed  to  regard 
as  the  smallest  part  of  the  grievance  of 
which  they  complained.  He  considered 
that  part  of  their  case  which  related  to  the 
effects  of  the  system  of  transportation  on 
colonial  society  to  be  the  greatest  and 
most  important  feature  in  it;  and  from 
that  evil  no  relief,  it  appeared,  was  to  be 
expected.  From  all  that  their  Lordships 
had  heard  it  was  quite  clear  that  great 
evils  arose  to  colonial  society  from  the 
system  of  transportation ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  to  continue  a  system  which  in- 
flicted those  frightful  evils  could  be  called 
acting  justly  or  fairly  towards  the  Colonies. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  difficulties  of 
the  subject  were  very  great ;  but  if  they 
continued  to  send  convicts  to  Van  Diemen's 
Land,  they  would  find  that  those  evils 
would  daily  be  aggravated  and  become 
worse,  because  so  long  as  they  retained 
that  system  the  proportion  of  convicts 
to  free  settlers  would  every  hour  become 
greater,  and  the  chances  of  an  improve- 
ment in  the  general  state  of  society  there 
would  diminish.  The  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Stanley)  said  the  system  could 
not  be  done  away  with.  He  (Earl  Grey) 
was  prepared  to  express  his  opinion  that 
the  system  of  transportation  to  a  penal 
Colony,  as  at  present  in  operation,  could 
and  ought  to  be  done  away  with;  and  that 
was  an  opinion  which  he  had  long  en- 
tertained. No  answer  had  ever  been 
made  to  the  frightful  picture  of  the  evils 
of  the  present  system   of  transportation 

R4 


495 


Penal  CoUmiei^^ 


{LORDS} 


Van 


'9  Lcmd. 


496 


wliich  had  been  drawn  by  the  most  reye- 
rend  prelate  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  in  a 
fonner  Session.     The  Legislature  and  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain  had  no  right 
to  create  at  the  other  end  of  the  world  such 
a  society  as  was  thus  established  by  means 
of    the    transportation    system.       What 
were  they  to   do  if  they  continued  the 
existing  system  ?     The  plan  of  employing 
the  convicts   in   gangs  had  been  already 
objected  to.      The  employment  of  gangs 
had  been  the  result  of  giving  up  the  prin- 
ciple of  assignment.     They  had  heard  of 
the  rejection  of  the  system  of  assignment 
by  the  Government ;  and  he  would  ask  any 
man  who   had  read   the  evidence  before 
the    Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  that  subject,  to  say  if  it  were  pos- 
sible that  the  system  of  assignment  could 
ever   again  be  resorted  to?     He  (Earl 
Grey)  believed  that  it  was  possible  for  the 
Government  to  adopt  a  plan  by  which  part 
of  the  system  of  transportation  might  be 
retained,  and  the  evils  which  accompanied 
the    exisling  system  prevented.      There 
were  two  objects  to  be  effected  imder  the 
present  system  by  the  transportation  of  a 
convict;   namely,   in  the  first  place,  the 
punishment   of   the  convict  while  under 
charge  of  the  Government ;  and  after  that 
period   of  ptmishment   had   expired,  the 
relief  of  this  country  from  the  presence  of 
the  convict.     Now  he  consider^  it  a  great 
mistake  that,  in  our  treatment  of  convicts, 
we  did  not  sufficiently  separate  these  ob- 
jects; and  he  believed  that  a  very  great 
advantage  might  be  obtained  by  their  more 
perfect  and  entire  separation.     The  penal 
labour  to  which  the  convict  was  sentenced 
ought  to  be  undergone  in  this  country,  and 
the  transportation  might  follow  the  labour. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  had  truly  said 
that  it  was  impossible  to  establish  a  good 
system  of  penal  labour,  where  the  persons 
whose*  business  it  was  to  superintend  and 
regulate  that  labour,  could  not  reply  to  a 
communication  of  the  Government  in  less 
than  twelve  months  from  the  time  at  which 
the  communication  had  been  forwarded. 
That  was  felt  to  be  the  case  as  regarded 
Van  Diemen's  Land ;  and  those  difficulties 
could  not  be  avoided  in  a  case  where  such 
a  lengthened  period  must  elapse  before  a 
reply  could  be  obtained  to  a  regulation  of 
the  Government  at  home,  or  a  communica- 
tion from  the  Colony  to  the  Secretary  of 
State.     He  (Earl  Grey)  believed  that  the 
system  of  penal  labour  ought  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  under  the  eyes  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  exile  might  commence  at  the 


period  when  that  penal  labour  concladiedt 
when  the  convicts  had  so  far  been  trained 
to  industrious  and  sober  habits.  It  was 
true  that  there  might  be  a  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  the  colonists  to  receive  the  con- 
vict at  the  end  of  his  sentence  of  penal 
labour ;  but  it  was  quite  evident  that  it 
would  be  better  to  send  such  a  man  to  a 
Colony  after  the  expiration  of  his  sentence 
of  penal  labour,  than  to  remove  him  before 
that  period  of  labour  had  commenced.  He 
felt  it  his  duty  to  make  those  observationa 
while  that  subject  was  before  their  Lord- 
ships, and  to  call  their  attention  to  the  im- 
portance of  making  eveiy  improvement 
possible  in  the  present  system :  for  it  was 
most  desirable  that  the  faults  which  had 
hitherto  existed  in  connexion  with  the 
system  should  be  removed.  He  thought 
the  present  system  of  transportation  had 
altogether  failed  in  answering  the  purpose 
of  a  proper  secondary  punishment ;  and  he 
should  repeat  it,  that  ne  did  not  think  we 
had  a  rigbt  to  inflict  those  serious  evils 
which  had  been  complained  of  in  a  distant 
quarter  of  the  globe.  It  was  objectionable 
on  moral  as  well  as  other  grounds,  and 
those  evils  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  con* 
tinue. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  would 
trouble  their  Lordships  with  a  very  few 
remarks  on  this  subject.  He  agreed  gene- 
rally with  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  who 
had  alluded  to  the  effects  of  transportation, 
and  had  shown  some  of  the  great,  and,  as 
he  believed,  insuperable  evils  connected 
with  the  present  system.  But  those  state- 
ments did  not  ma&e  good  the  case  of  the 
noble  Earl  with  reference  to  this  petition ; 
for  the  petition  asked  for  peculiar  redress 
for  peculiar  evils.  Whereas  he  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  believed  the  evil  to  be  a  genend 
evil  inherent  in  our  system  of  transporta- 
tion ;  and  they  might  lay  down  very  good 
rules  for  the  future  conduct  of  that  system, 
but  that  would  not  in  any  way  afford  relief 
to  the  Colony  in  its  present  necessities. 
In  order  to  meet  the  prayer  of  the  petition- 
ers they  must  find  some  vent  for  the 
surplus  convict  population  they  had  already 
consigned  to  Van  jOiemen^s  Land.  As  far 
as  regarded  some  general  alteration  as 
needful,  he  concurred  in  the  general  prin- 
ciples stated  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite. 
He  considered  that  transportation,  as  it 
had  been  conducted  in  this  country  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, had  been  a  great  curse  to  the 
world,  and  a  great  reproach  to  this 
nation.     He  called  upon  noble  Lords  to 
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cemember  that  when  our  first  penal  settle- 
mente  were  established  we  sent  out  vast  bo- 
dies of  convicts,  with  lai^e  detachments  of 
soldiers  to  watch  them,  because  we  knew 
tfaej  were  regardless  of  social  obligations — 
that  we  sent  out  medical  men  to  attend  to 
their  bodily  necessities;  but  in  our  first 
scheme  did  not  provide  for  so  much  as  one 
religious  instructor  of  anj  kind  or  class 
whatever  to  watch  over  their  moral  pro- 
gress. Knowing,  as  we  knew,  or  ought  to 
have  known,  that  evil  was  always  a  fer- 
menting principle — knowing  that  to  asso- 
ciate persons  of  vicious  habits,  increased 
instead  of  diminishing  the  evil — ^we  were 
ready  to  consign  convicts  to  a  distant  part 
of  the  earth  with  no  moral  supervision  and 
instruction.  After  the  long  voyage  which 
was  necessary  before  those  convicts  could 
reach  the  penal  settlement,  during  which 
every  evil  which  characterized  one  man 
might  be  communicated  to  all  the  rest, 
they  were  to  be  set  down  in  a  strange 
coimtry  to  found  a  new  people,  without 
having  in  themselves  any  one  principle  of 
moral  regeneration  or  of  spiritual  healing. 
Of  this  character  was  the  conduct  which 
we  pursued  in  founding  the  first  penal 
Colonies ;  and  we  had  reaped  as  we  had 
sowed.  The  result  of  the  course  which 
we  had  adopted  was  now  to  be  witnessed. 
It  was  impossible  to  hear  or  read  of  the 
state  of  things  in  the  quarter  of  the  world 
to  which  he  referred,  without  shame  and 
deep  sorrow.  They  found  that  there,  in 
common  with  the  English  name,  had  sprung 
up  the  most  deep  and  horrible  moral  pollu- 
tion— ^that  vices  which  Christianity  had  al- 
most banished  from  the  earth  were  there 
flourishing  in  rankness  and  evil  abundance 
— ^that  the  tone  of  society  was  altogether 
lowered — and  that  even  those  who  were 
recovered  in  a  great  measure  from  the  par- 
ticular sins  of  their  progenitors,  exhibited 
in  other  respects  no  great  moral  improve- 
ment. They  found  a  state  of  society  in 
which  chastity  was  rare  among  the  women, 
and  purity  a  stranger  to  the  men.  This  had 
been  the  result  of  their  present  system  of 
transportation;  and  how  would  this  country 
be  repaid  for  its  policy  ?  Most  undoubtedly 
those  who  believed  in  a  Moral  Governor  of 
the  universe  would  admit  that  in  some  way 
or  other  such  evils,  if  continued,  would  be 
visited  in  vengeance  upon  those  by  whom 
they  were  knowingly  committed.  It  might 
be  that  they  were  nursing  up  in  that  re- 
mote part  of  the  world  a  nation  of  future 
pirates,  who  would  cramp  and  destroy  the 
energies  of  their  commerce — ^it  might  be 


that  at  their  hands,  through  India,  this  coun- 
try would  be  punished ;  for  that  punish- 
ment must  come  upon  a  nation  which  would 
seed  the  earth  with  iniquity,  those  who 
believed  in  the  moral  government  of  the 
world  could  not  for  an  instant  doubt.  He 
for  one,  therefore,  thanked  the  noble  Lord 
who  lately  held  office  as  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  (Lord  Stanley)  for  the  speech  he 
had  made  that  nisht,  and  for  his  statement 
that  Her  Majesty  s  then  Government  had 
seen  the  great  importance  of  giving  moral 
and  religious  instruction  to  the  convicts 
who  were  sent  out  from  this  country.  He 
rejoiced  at  the  manner  in  which  tiiat  an- 
nouncement had  been  received  by  their 
Lordships.  He  was  much  gratified  to  hear 
many  of  the  announcements  of  that  noble 
Lord,  who  had  made  his  statement  with  won- 
derful clearness.  He  could  not,  however, 
concur  in  all  the  plans  which  the  noble  Lord 
announced  he  had  entertained  an  intention 
of  bringing  forward  at  the  time  he  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Office.  He  (the  Bi- 
shop of  Oxford)  wished  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  one  extraordinary  prin- 
ciple asserted  by  tho  noble  Lord — ^that  the 
prevalence  of  vice  among  the  convicts  in 
the  penal  Colonies  tended  to  raise  the  stan- 
dard of  virtue  among  the  free  population. 
This  appeared  to  him  the  most  monstrous 
paradox  ever  propounded.  Were  they  to 
be  told  that  cnme  would  be  prevented  by 
presenting  continually  before  the  eyes  of 
men  vice — ^not  in  chains,  in  fetters,  or  in 
punishment,  but  prosperous  and  triumphant 
— ^by  showing  them  vicious  men  acquiring 
large  estates,  and  so  far  influencing  the 
tone  of  society,  that  a  man  high  in  profes- 
sional life  did  not  dare,  at  a  public  dinner, 
to  confess  that  he  had  not  gone  out  as 
a  convict,  because  he  was  ashamed  that  he 
could  not  in  that  respect  claim  a  fellow 
feeling  with  those  who  were  around  him  ? 
To  maintain  that  society  constituted  on  such 
a  footing  as  this,  where  vice  was  triumphant, 
could  be  reformed  by  that  very  fact,  was, 
in  his  opinion,  a  position  utterly  untenable. 
He  had  always  hitherto  heard  that  the  best 
means  of  preventing  vice  from  extending 
was  to  keep  it  out  of  sight.  He  had 
hitherto  thought  that  the  best  mode  of 
preserving  the  purity  of  their  own  families 
was  not  to  lead  them  to  the  haunts  of  vice 
and  licentiousness,  but  to  prevent  them 
from  witnessing  such  scenes,  for  that  the 
mere  knowledge  of  evil  implied  a  certain 
measure  of  contamination.  He  could  not  for 
a  moment  entertain  the  opinion,  that  by  ex- 
hibiting triumphant  vice  in  their  Colonies, 
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they  were  tending  to  improve  the  moral 
oondition  of  the  community.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  told  them  that  his  proposi- 
tion for  the  relief  of  Van  Diemen's  Land 
was  to  found  a  new  settlement,  not  strictly 
penal,  in  the  northern  part  of  Australia. 
They  must  remember  that  the  conricts  sent 
to  such  a  settlement  would  receive  rations 
from  the  Government,  and  that  those  who 
were  unable  to  purchase  land  in  order  to 
establish  themselves  would  obtain  it  gratui- 
tously;  and  they  would  necessarily  be  placed 
in  a  much  better  position,  and  on  a  much 
better  footing,  than  men  of  virtuous  cha- 
racter in  the  districts  in  which  they  were 
located.  He  fully  concurred  in  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Grey), 
that  our  strictly  penal  discipline  could  be 
managed  better,  more  safely,  more  cheaply, 
more  certunly,  at  home;  that  at  home  we 
could  better  provide  for  the  separation  of 
criminals  whom  it  might  be  aeemed  ad- 
visable to  keep  apart ;  that  we  should  there 
have  them  more  constantly  under  our  eye, 
and  should  consequently  be  better  able  to 
adopt  an  efficient  system  of  moral  restraint. 
This,  in  his  opinion,  could  be  done  much 
better  at  home  than  abroad.  But  then 
came  the  question — what  was  to  be  done 
with  these  men  when  they  had  become 
better  fitted  for  social  life  ?  There,  he 
thought,  the  system  of  transportation  might 
rightly  be  resorted  to.  After  the  convicts 
had  suffered  their  punishment  at  home,  the 
object  should  be  to  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  recovering  their  character.  That 
they  could  hardly  do  at  home.  He  consi- 
dered, therefore,  that  our  penal  Colonies 
ought  to  be  receptacles  for  the  men  who, 
having  suffered  their  punishment  at  home, 
went  thither  to  gain  new  characters,  and 
thus  we  might  make  them  the  pioneers 
of  civilization.  It  seemed  to  him  uiat  this 
course  had  already  been  marked  out  by 
Providence.  The  first  settlers  in  any  land 
had  to  undergo  privations  which  after- 
settlers  were  not  compelled  to  encounter  ; 
and  he  thought  they  were  justified  in  say- 
ing to  men  who  had  lost  their  character 
and  had  suffered  the  punishment  of  their 
crimes,  "  You  shall  incur  those  penalties 
which  Providence  and  nature  have  imposed 
upon  the  first  settlers  in  a  new  country, 
the  risk  of  health,  the  suffering  from  bodily 
labour,  and  those  other  inconveniences  of 
every  kind  which  attend  such  enterprizes. 
You  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  regaining 
your  character,  but  you  shall  estabUsh  the 
possibility  of  living  for  those  free  colonists 
who  may  hereafter  be  sent  out  to  profit  by 


your  labour."  He  considered  that  it  was 
most  advisable  to  combine  these  two  prin- 
ciples— to  infiict  the  punishment,  and  seek 
to  work  the  reformation  at  home,  and  then 
to  g^ve  to  the  convicts  an  opportunity  of 
establishing  their  characters  in  a  new 
land.  He  considered  that,  by  the  adoption 
of  such  principles,  transportation  might 
be  made  a  great  blessing  by  removing 
from  this  country  men  who,  though  re- 
formed, might,  if  they  remained  here, 
again  lapse  into  crime — by  establishing 
outlets  for  free  labour  in  tibose  Colonies, 
which  might  be  rendered  fit  dwelling-places 
for  civilized  men — ^and  by  allowing  them 
to  temper  the  administration  of  their  law 
with  mercy,  by  not  inflicting  capital  punish- 
ment upon  those  who  could  not  again  be 
let  loose  upon  society  in  this  country.  So, 
by  peopling  the  earUi,  not  with  the  foulest 
specimens  of  humanity,  but  with  those  who, 
he  hoped,  would  reproduce  their  race  in 
something  of  its  original  greatness  and 
nobleness,  they  ndght  confess  the  faults 
of  the  past,  and  venture  upon  the  expe- 
riment of  the  future.  Conducted  on  such 
principles  as  these,  he  thought  they 
might  render  the  system  of  transporta- 
tion worthy  of  this  great  country,  and  a 
blessing  to  the  world  in  which  they  were 
placed. 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE  re* 
plied :  He  was  aware  that  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  had,  in  1841,  introduced  a 
regulation  excluding  transportation  from 
the  whole  of  Austrsdia,  and  concentrating 
it  upon  Van  Diemen's  Land.  He  believed 
the  view  then  entertained  by  his  noble 
Friend  was,  that  though  it  might  not  be 
practicable  altogether  to  do  away  with 
transportation,  that  mode  of  punishment 
might  be  considerably  limited.  He  was 
extremely  happy  to  have  in  support  of  his 
views  the  testimony  and  arguments  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  had  with  so  much 
eloquence  and  force,  and  in  a  manner  so 
becoming,  adverted  to  those  topics  which 
had  naturally  attracted  attention  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  Perhaps  the  views 
which  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
entertained  on  this  subject,  were  the  same 
as  those  which  had  led  to  the  experiment 
at  Pentonville,  which  had  been  so  success- 
ful. He  hoped  that,  by  an  improved  system 
of  prison  cuscipline,  persons  who  had  un- 
dergone preliminary  punishment  might  be 
qualified  for  transportation  afterwards,  and 
might  become  comparatively  useful  mem- 
bers of  society  in  new  communities.  He 
believed  that,  so  far  as  the  experiment  had 
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been  tried  at  PenMnTiUe,  the  prisoiiers  who 
had  been  sent  out  to  our  Colonies  had  been 
among  the  best,  the  most  orderly,  and  the 
meet  promising  settlers* 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Lyttelton 
and  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  in  explanation, 

Feti^n  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tuetdaif,  Mi»reh  3,  1846« 

MiNOtia.1  Pmrioiri  Phsbsmtbd*  By  Mr.  Timm, 
Aom  iBlMhIluts  of  Trawbrtdge  mkI  DimtemliMt  for  the 
TbUl  and  Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Com  Lawi.-->By  Mr. 
Robert  Palmer,  from  various  places  against  the  proposed 
Ooretmnciit  Measure  reqiectlag  Custotnt  and  Com  Im> 
posKtiMW  -By Mr.  OiQgaii*  torn OperatiTa Piqientaiaeca 
in  the  City  of  LoodoOf  agaiMt  Redudng  the  Duty  on 
Paper. — By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Merdumts,  Traders,  and 
Dealers  in  Tobacco,  of  the  GUy  of  NonHoh,  for  Redue- 
aim  of  Duty  OB  Toba«oo.~By  Mr.  Hume,  ftom  Piotos!* 
Mi«istcataa,  and  Town  Council  of  the  Royal  Buzgh  of 
Arbroath,  in  fkTour  of  tha  Burghs  (Scotland)  Biil.— By 
■erenl  hon.  Henben,  ftom  Taiiotts  plaoei,  tin  Limiting 
the  Honsi  of  Labour  of  Childrm  ind  Young  Panona  em>> 
ployed  in  Facuxies  to  Tm.  By  Mr.  O'Connell,  from 
Roman  Catholic  Clergy  and  Laity  of  LlTerpool,  against 
adopting  Princtplei  In  Mr.  Honing  Report  respecting 
FMtorica^-^y  Mr.  LaaosUea.  ftom  InhabilaBta  of  Waha- 
flald,  and  by  Mr.  VUliexs,  ftom  Bilaton,  for  Remission  of 
Sentence  upon  Froat,  Williams,  and  Jones.— By  Viscount 
Iligestre,  ftom  Thomas  Wodd,  Proprietor  o^  the  Wolveiw 
kNbpioaObnmiala  Nawai^apcrt  for  RadrMs  «giiiist  Lkh* 
field  Free  SehooL^By  Cq»tain  Berkeley,  from  Merchant 
Seamen  now  in  the  Portof  London,  against  Merchant  Sear 
men's  Fund  BUI  (1M5).—By  Mr.  Baiday,  ftom  Inhabit- 
ant of  Hoqghtaii>la>6|»tog  and  its  Yldnlty,  agiinat  Bnrol* 
mentof  Mi]itia.--By  Sir  John  Rae  Rdd.ftom  Inhabit- 
ants of  Dover  and  its  Vicinity,  ibr  Reduction  of  Naval 
and  Mmtary  BstaUishraaMs.^By  Mr.  fiolloltor  Geuand* 
from  Mamben  of  the  Boatdof  Guardiana  of  tbo  Poor  of 
the  Cambridge  Union,  and  by  Mr.  Robert  Palmer,  from 
Newbury,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law. — By  Sir  John 
MTiggart,  ftom  Pluvust,  M^i^Mmtes,  and  Towii  Ooondl 
of  the  Rojial  Buigh  of  WMthonn  for  Alteration  of  the 
Prisons  (Scotland)  Act—By  Mr.  Bankes,  from  Trustees 
and  Managers  of  the  Savings  Bank  esttbtiahed  nt  Sher- 
bona,  for  AlteratioB  of  Law  laspaaUng  SavidgC*  Banks.—* 
By  the  Barl  of  Mamh,  ftom  the  Presbytary  of  Oariotth, 
and  the  Kirk  Session  of  Rayne,  lA  favour  of  the  Turnpike 
Roada  (Scotland)  BllL 

DAMAGE  TO  FOREIGN  WHEAT  IN  BOND. 

Mb.  VILLIERS,  seeing  the  right,  hon. 
Baronet  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  his  place,  would  beg  to  ask 
him  whether  there  was  any  account  kept 
\>j  the  Customs  or  Board  of  Trade  of  the 
amount  of  damage  done  to  foreign  wheat 
detained  in  our  warehouses,  owing  to  the 
inability  of  the  importers  to  pay  3io  high 
duty  ?  He  was  induced  to  put  this  ques- 
tion from  a  statement  he  had  got  of  a  cir- 
cumstance which  took  place  a  few  days 
ago  at  Gloucester.  The  statement  was 
this: — 

*'  This  week  a  qoantity  of  foreign  wheat,  which 
had  been  imported  by  Messrs.  Pnillpotts  and  Co. 
of  this  port  (GloQoestet),  but  which  had  since  be* 


0«itte  damaged^  lo  as  not  to  be  worth  paying  17«. 
duty  upon,  was  destroyed  under  the  supervision  of 
a  very  vigilant  Custom-house  officer,  by  throwing 
it  into  the  river  Severn,  and  by  keeping  a  very 
dose  oiBoial  watch  till  it  was  carried  away  by  tho 
stream,  or  so  intermixed  with  the  mud  that  it 
oould  not  be  in  any  way  used.  Tiie  wasteful  offi- 
cial ceremony  of  total  destruction  is  anything  but 
calculated  to  impress  the  spectators  of  such  a 
eoene  with  the  wisdom  of  the  laws." 

He  was  quite  aware  that  a  similar  occur- 
rence took  place  some  years  ago  in  the 
port  of  London,  when  a  large  quantity  of 
wheat  was  destroyed,  owing  to  the  inability 
of  the  importers  to  pay  the  high  rate  of 
duty.  Again,  he  would  ask,  could  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  state  the  amount  of 
corn  thus  destroyed  from  time  to  time  ? 

Sm  G.  CLERK  said,  that  no  return  of 
that  kind  had  been  made  by  the  Board  of 
Customs  to  the  Treasury  or  the  Board  of 
Trade;  but  he  apprehended  that  there 
could  be  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  in- 
formation which  the  hon.  Member  required. 
He  would  make  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

CORN  LAWS— THE  CHELTENHAM 
PETITION. 

MR*  NBWDEGATB  rose  to  move— 

'*  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Petition  ^m  Cheltenham,  that  they 
do  inquire  into  an  alleged  organiied  and  ejctensiw 
system  of  fraudulent  and  vexatious  objeotions  to 
the  Votes  of  a  great  number  of  duly  qualified  Elec- 
tors fbr  the  mrthem  Division  of  Warwickshire, 
the  Northern  Division  of  Staffi)rd8hire,  and  certain 
Divisions  of  other  Ooimtles." 

In  consequence  of  information  he  had  that 
day  received,  he  had  altered  the  terms  of 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  so 
as  to  include  North  Staffordshire  and  other 
places,  in  order  if  possible,  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  He  felt 
that  he  was  identified  with  a  party  aggriev- 
ed, sinoe  he  represented  a  constituency 
whose  votes  had  been  attacked,  and  many 
of  whom  had  been  put  to  great  trouble 
and  expense  in  defending  their  legiti- 
mate claims.  But  when  he  remembered 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cheltenham, 
who  was  politically  opposed  to  him  in  all 
respects,  had  complained  of  an  organized 
association  which  nad  been  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  preferring  petitions  to  that 
House  to  which  forged  signatures  were  at- 
tached, he  felt  relieved  from  the  difficulty 
which  he  might  have  experienced  from  a 
charge  of  being  actuated  by  party  feeling, 
however  tmjust,  had  he  asked  the  House  to 
refer  these  matters  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  his  own  selection :  he  would  now  con- 
tent himself  with  asking  that  it  should  be 
an  instntotion  to  the  Committee  to  take  mto 
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eonBtdemtion  the  case  he  was  pre]>ared  to 
bring  before  the  Ilouse.  The  petidon  was 
broQgfat  forward  on  a  question  of  priTilege; 
and  he  did  not  think,  with  the  ri^t  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  GoTemment, 
that  the  case  of  extensire  and  organized 
interference  with  the  franchiBe  was  not 
a  proper  question  for  that  tribunal  to  deal 
with.  The  right  hon.  Baionet,  when  there 
was  a  Motion  before  the  House  complain- 
ing of  the  interference  of  Peers  in  elec- 
tions, induced  the  hon.  Member  for  Ath- 
lone  to  withdraw  it,  because,  as  he  said, 
the  influence  of  Peers  at  elections  was 
not  more  than  thej  were  entitled  to  as 
landlords  and  persons  commanding  the 
respect  of  their  neighbours  ;  but  nothing 
had  been  said  of  remoring  from  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House  the  Standing  Order  on 
that  point,  which  was  annuaDj  moved 
in  defence  of  the  priTileges  of  that  House. 
Another  consideration  which  weighed  with 
him  was,  that  it  was  erer  the  practice  of 
the  House  to  consider  any  fraudulent  in- 
terference in  elections  as  a  breach  of  priri- 
lege;  for  how  else  could  such  cases  be 
referred  to  the  tribunals  of  the  House  con- 
stituted by  privilege?  When,  therefore, 
ho  considered  that  the  decisions  of  the 
reg^tration  courts  were  of  as  much  im- 
portance as  the  elections  themselves  to 
those  who  claimed  the  franchise,  he  could 
not  but  think  that,  if  the  House  ex- 
tended its  jurisdiction  to  the  mode  of  con- 
ducting dections,  they  should  extend  it 
also  to  the  conduct  of  the  registration 
courts ;  for  he  had  the  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself  for  saying 
that  the  battle  of  any  g^reat  political 
contest  was  to  be  fought  in  the  regris- 
tration  courts.  These  were  the  grounds, 
independent  of  personal  ones,  which  in- 
duced him  to  press  the  adoption  of  this 
instruction  to  the  Committee.  Having  thus 
endeavoured  to  justify  his  takingthis  course, 
he  should  ask  leave  of  the  House  to  ad- 
duce facts  by  which  he  would  show  that 
it  was  on  no  light  grounds  or  doubtful 
evidence  that  he  made  this  Motion.  He 
had  stated  yesterday  that  objections  had 
been  served  on  a  number  of  voters  in  North 
Warwickshire,  all  apparentiy  signed  by  one 
person :  the  first  batch  of  these  was  brought 
Wore  the  Coventry  registration  court,  and 
except  some  eight  or  nine  per  cent  signally 
failed.  But  Uie  most  remarkable  case 
had  occurred  in  the  registration  court 
at  Birmmgham.  In  two  parishes  objec- 
tions were  made  to  more  than  seven  hun- 
dred voters,  all  signed  by  the  same  person 


I  who  had  signed  the  noliees  of  objection  at 
Coventry.  He  would  lay  bef<Me  die  House  a 
short  statement  of  the  facts,  and  proceedings, 
and  eridenee,  which  came  before  the  regis* 
tration  court  at  Birmingham.  An  a^ 
cation  had  been  made  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  on  acooont  of  some  notiees  of  ob- 
jections not  having  been  ddivered  within 
the  time  prescribed  by  law  in  several  in- 
stances; and  the  applicant  was  infbnned 
that  such  an  enonnous  number  of  tiiese 
objections  were  posted  at  Manchester — 
about  30,000  to  different  parts  of  the  eoun* 
trv — that  the  office  was  unable  to  clear  them 
for  Several  days.  The  court  proceeded  to 
consider  these  objections;  and  certain  par- 
ties i^peared  on  behalf  of  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League,  of  the  names  of  Adand, 
Beswick,  and  Morris.  The  c<mnection  of 
these  persons  with  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League  was  admitted  by  them;  so  tiiere 
could  be  no  doubt  of  tiie  agency  of  that 
body,  nor  of  its  having  employed  a  person 
of  bad  character  to  sign  the  objections  to 
voters  for  Nortii  Warwickshire,  the  real 
instrumentality  being  cleariy  traceaUe  to 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  was  prepared  to  prove  that 
objections  were  served  upon  persons  about 
whose  le^timate  claims  there  could  be  no 
doubt ;  persons  possessed  of  property  to  a 
large  amount ;  and  that  selection  was  eri- 
dently  made  of  those  who  reuded  at  the 
greatest  distance  from  the  northern  division 
of  the  county,  and  to  whom  it  would  cause 
the  greatest  inconvenience  and  expense  to 
appear  in  the  Warwickshire  registration 
courts  to  defend  their  votes.  The  person 
who  was  used  as  an  instrument  to  sign 
these  notices  was  a  man  of  the  name  of 
Worthington,  a  person  of  no  property — 
labouring  for  his  daily  subsistence,  and 
who,  on  his  being  told  that,  owing  to  his 
conduct  in  the  registration  eoorts,  he  was 
liable  to  prosecution  in  a  court  of  law, 
or  at  least  to  pay  the  expenses  of  every 
voter  to  whom  he  ha4l  vexationsly  objected, 
replied,  '*  They  may  try,  but  I  am  not 
worth  51,  in  the  world.*'  After  a  certain 
number  of  the  abjections  had  failed,  the 
agents  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
withdrew  their  "  objector-general*'  stating 
that  they  would  not  not  pay  the  costs  of 
any  further  objections  ;  after  which  the 
numerous  voters,  who  had  been  compelled 
to  attend  at  great  expense  in  defence  of 
their  votes,  were  left  without  even  the 
remedy  of  the  small  costs  allowed  by  law 
in  cases  of  frivolous  objection.  He  asked 
what  waa  likdy  to  be  the  effect  iqwa  the 
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representation  of  Btnall  constituencies,  when 
2,000  TOters  in  a  large  constituency  were 
objected  to,  and,  when  the  system  was 
discovered,  the  objections  were  withdrawn  ? 
He  asked,  if  this  system  were  pursued 
year  after  year,  how  could  the  franchise 
be  maintained  ?     Was  each  elector  every 
year  to  be  e(«ipelled  to  go  through  the 
ordeal  of  the  registration  courts  ?    Was  any 
Yoter,  about  whose  claim  there  could  be  no 
doubt,  after  being  brought  up  from  Wales 
or  the  Isle  of  Wight,  and  finding  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  lodged  against  him 
withdrawn — ^when  he  claimed  a  moderate 
compensation  for  the  expense  he  had  been 
put  to  by  this  vexatious  opposition,  to  be 
left  in  the  lurch  by  the  disappearance  of 
the  objector  ?     He  would  now  proceed  to 
explain  why  he  asserted  that  these  objec- 
tions were  fraudulent.     He  had  evidence 
to  prove  that  this  objector-general,  this 
keeper  of  a  pop-shop  (for  such  he  was),  this 
agent  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League,  was 
grossly  perjured  before  the   registration 
court.     An    objection  was  placed  before 
him,  which  was  signed  with  his  name ;  and 
he  was  asked  by  Mr.  George  Whateley, 
who  appeared  for  the  claimants,  whether 
the  signature  was  in  his  own  handwriting? 
His  answer  was  not  ready,  but  being  press- 
ed, he  replied  that  it  was,  and  that  he 
wonld  swear  it  was.     The  revising  barris- 
ter asked  him  if  he  wrote  it  with  his  own 
hand,  and  he  answered,  yes.     Mr..  Whate- 
ley, in  order  that  there  might  be  no  mis- 
take, again  asked  him  if  he  swore  positively 
tiiat  it  was  in  his  hand ;  but  the  revising 
barrister  interposed,  and  said  he  had  already 
sworn  it.     Mr.  Whateley  said,  he  wished 
to  be  particular,  for  if  he  swore  it  again  he 
was  prepared  to  contradict  him;  and  he 
again  affirmed  it.    After  he  had  so  sworn, 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Stafford  was  pro- 
duced by  Mr.  Wilmot,  a  legal  adviser  of  the 
voters,  and  he  proved  that  the  handwriting 
in  which  the  name  William  Worthington 
was  signed  to  this  objection,  and  400  or  500 
more,  was  not  that  person's,  but  his  (Staf- 
ford's). Confounded  by  the  testimony  of  this 
witness,  Worthington  could  not  contradict 
it;  and,  on  being  asked  if  he  told  Stafford  to 
imitate  his  hand,,  he  replied  that  he  did  not 
tell  him  to  write  as  like  him  as  he  could, 
er  imitate  his  hand ;  but  that  he  did  lay 
one  notice  of  objection  before  him,  which 
he  had  signed,  and  told  him  to  write  like 
that,  and  be  careful  to  sign  notiiing  else. 
After  such  evidence  given  in  court,,  there 
eould  be  no  doubt  of  the  character  of  the 
tbjecteftf  or  the  notices. of  objections.  The 


revising  barrister  said  that  he  had  sworn 
both  ways,  therefore  he  must  have  been 
perjured.      The    Anti-Com-Law   League 
agent,  Morris,  said  that  he  had  only  cor- 
rected himself;   but  Stafford  was  not  in 
court  when  Worthington  swore  the  hand- 
writing was  his.     The  most  extraordinary 
thing  however  was,  that  after  this  expo- 
sure, the  revising  barrister  said  he  would, 
and    in    fSact    did,    admit   Worthington 's 
evidence  in  other  cases.     Snob  a  proceed- 
ing in  any  court  was  open  to  suspicion ; 
and  if  the  House  was  intrusted  with  the 
supervision  of  election  matters,   and  the 
judge  of  a  court  which  had  cognizance  of 
matters  so  intimately  connected  with  elec- 
tions as  the  right  of  voting,  admitted  the 
evidence  of  a  man  who  was  proved  to 
have  perjured   himself,  it   was  time   for 
the  House  to  take  the  subject  into  con- 
sideration.     He   would   not   trouble   the 
House  with  any  further  evidence:  he  had 
said  enough  to  show  that  this  ease  was 
not  a  light  case.     He  .believed  that  other 
Members  of  the  House  could  prove  that, 
in  adjoining  counties,  the  same  vexatious 
organized  system  was  pursued.    He  might, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  comment  on  the 
bearing  of  this  case,  and  on  the  course 
adopted  by  the   Anti-Oom-Law  League. 
He  had  heard  the  leading  Members   of 
that  body  boast,  that  if  &ey  did  inter- 
fere with  the  franchise,  it  was  only  to  ex** 
tend  its  ancient  rights  to  those  who  had 
been  deprived  of  them.  If  their  system  was 
carried  on  for  such  a  purpose,  that  body, 
which  was  as  much  a  commercial  specu-« 
lation  as  a  political  body,  might  perhaps 
find  some  justification  for  their  proceed- 
ings; but  whilst  they  extended  the  franchise 
only  to  tiiose  who  were  favourable  to  their 
own  views,  they  made  inroads  upon  the 
rights  of  those  who  were  opposed  to  them? 
If  this  system  was  pursued  in  those  consti- 
tuencies especially  which  had  been  threat- 
ened by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  it 
must  end  in  their  disfranchisement  or  in 
their  corruption.     He  wished  to  refer  this 
matter  to  a  Committee,  moved  for,  not  by 
himself,  but  by  an  hon.  Member  politically 
opposed  to  him,  in  order  that  the  matter 
might  be  inquired  into  and  reported  upon 
by  a  Committee  upon  whose  constitution 
no  shadow  of  partiality  could  be  cast ;  and 
he  called  on  tne  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  to  assist  in  effecting 
this  object.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  thought 
that  this  Committee  was  not  competent  to 
inquire  into  the  facts  he  had  stated,  he 
would  move  for  another;   but  he  pre* 
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feired  tbis  beoause  it  could  not  be  supposed 
that  be  bad  any  influenoe  in  it  as  the  person 
who  made  the  seleotion.  When  be  beard 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression of  a  dark  suspicion  which  for  some 
years  had  remained  reflecting  diseredit  on 
the  bon.  Member  for.  Stockport  and  the 
Anti-Com*Law  League ;  and  when,  too,  be 
withdrew  it  at  such  a  juncture,  be  thought 
it  behoved  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  for  the 
sake  of  his  character,  to  show  that  there 
was  no  collusion  between  that  bon.  Member 
and  bimaelf.  He  told  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  though  be  might  treat  it  lightly, 
there  was  a  deep  impresaioii  abroad  that 
the  existence  of,  and  the  agitation  kept  im 
by  the  Anti-Corn-Law  League  bad  had 
great  influence  upon  the  reeent  eonduet  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gorerament.  It  behoved 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  to  be  careful  that 
he  did  nok  foster  this  impression  by  stl^g 
inquiry  into  the  praetioes  of  that  aaaeoia- 
tioB  up<H»  the  franehiae  of  electors.  The 
right  hen.  Baro&eit  might  be  blameleis; 
but  he  (Mr«  Newdegate)  would  humUy  aug^ 
geat,  that  it  would  be  better  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  should  not  oYen  in  i^pear* 
anoe  lend  himself  to  the  avoidance  of  this 
inquiry.  He  urged  this  matter  in  no  fae^ 
tious  spirit;  and  if  he  heard  suffiMsnt  reaaoa 
given  why  (be  Mr.  Newdegate)  should  move' 
f«r  a  Se£sct  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
charges  he  had  made,  he  would  move  fu? 
it;  but  he  preferred  their  being  referred  to 
one  which  was  appointed  on  the  Motion  et 
an  hon.  Member  to  whom  he  was  politically 
opposed,  because  be  was  (himself)  a  mem^ 
ber  of  the  Protection  Society,  and  be  had 
no  wish  to  make  it  a  question  between  that 
society  and  the  Anti-ComrLaw  League; 
but  be  believed  it  to  be  a  question  between 
the  House  and  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
whether  such  fin  association  should  be  per- 
mitted to  interfere  witi:k  the  franchise  of 
tiie  country  in  the  manner  which  he  had 
endeavoured  to  Uhistrate^  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving  his  instruc- 
tion to  the  Committee  in  the  terms  already 
stated* 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened very  attentively  to  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
and  be  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
BO  light  case  was  suggested  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  ;  for,  both  perjury 
and  a  vexatious  system  of  giving  notices  of 
objection  to  voters,  had  been  attributed  to 
some  agent  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. 
But  he  weidd  ask  the  House,  admitting 


the  whole  case  as  stated  by  the  hon*  Mem- 
ber, what  had  the  House  to  do  with  the 
matter?  A  Conmiittee  had  been  appointed 
to  inquire  into  a  breach  of  privilege,  in  the 
affixing  fraudulent  signatures  to  a  petitioa 
by  which  it  was  intended  to  mislead  the 
House.  This  was  a  proper  subject  for 
inquiry ;  but  be  could  not  see  how  the 
parties  implicated  in  the  way  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  were  chargeable  witii  a  breach 
of  privilege.  Perjury  was  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  in  the  revising  banisters' 
courts}  and  the  party  gwlty  of  thai  ofoioa 
was  amenable  to,  and  punishable  by,  the 
laws  of  the  country,  without  the  interfere 
eiice  of  the  House.  Then  came  the  ques* 
tion  aa  to  the  issuing  the  notices  of  objeo* 
tion  by  the  agents  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League.  That  was  noi  a  bceaeh  of  ^-^ 
vilege,  tbou|^  it  waa  undoubtedly  a  vexa« 
tious  and  harassing  proceeding  towards  the 
body  of  electon  i  but  it  waa  the  error  of 
the  whale  of  the  registration  system,  with 
which  he  (Mr.  T.  Duneombe)  had  repeat* 
ed^  found  fault  in  bis  plaee  in  that  House. 
The  ory  had  been,  **Bagistery  ragister» 
register !  *'  and  that  the  £ittle  of  the  na* 
tion  was  to  he  fought  in  the  revising  har< 
risters'  courts.  The  same  system  of  an* 
neyance  and  vexaticB  had  long  been  pur* 
sued  in  many  of  the  boroughs  ef  the 
country ;  and  now  that  it  was  felt  in  the 
counties  among  the  deotOora  and  tenanta 
at  will,  hon.  Members  were  ready  enough^ 
on  finding  the  shoe  pinched  them,  to  eom^ 
plain.  Still,  he  repeated,  that  it  waa  no 
breadi  of  privilege,  and  that  the  parties 
who  were  annoyed  or  interfered  with,  had 
a  remedy  at  law  if  they  choose  to  have  re- 
course to  it.  If  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  would  move  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  whole  system 
of  Parliamentary  Registration,  with  a  view 
to  reform  the  Refbnn  Aet,  and  to  get  rid 
of  the  finaEty  of  that  measure,  ho  (Mr. 
T.  Duncombe)  should  be  happy  to  afford 
every  assistance;  and  to  such  a  Motion.be 
helped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  would  give  his  support. 
He  (Mr.  T.  IHmcombe)  saw  that  his  name 
had  been  put  down  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  to  whom  the  Cheltenham  peti- 
tion stood  referred ;  but  he  must  decline  to 
serve  upon  it  if  the  Conmiittee  was  to  be 
burdened  with  the  additional  duty  which 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr,  Newdegate) 
sought  now  to  cast  upon  it. 

Mb.  newdegate,  in  explanation, 
begged,  in  reference  to  what  had  Ihllen 
frcmi  the  hon.  Meaaber  fsr  Finshury,  te 
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Btoie»  that  none  of  the  pftrties  who  had 
been  annoyed  wished  to  prosecute  the  im- 
happy  tools  of  the  Anti->Corn-Law  League, 
wMoh  oould  only  lead  to  the  imprison* 
ment  of  this  unhappy  person:  their  oh* 
jeet  and  his  own  was  to  put  an  end  to 
this  organised  system  of  yezatious  and 
frivolous  objections  to  good  and  well-quali- 
fied Toters.  [Crie9  of  *'  Spoke,  spoke."] 
He  had  a  right,  he  believed,  to  explain. 
He  did  not  eonteinplate  a  rejference  to  a 
CoBsmlttee  on  the  Refona  Act,  or  on  the 
whole  question  of  Registration ;  but  he  de- 
sired that  the  Committee  which  had  been 
duly  constituted  to  inquire  iato  the  forgery 
oi  signatures  by  the  agents  of  this  asso- 
ciation, should  dbo  inquire  into  the  conduct 
of  the  same  body,  which  by  fraudulent  and 
vexatious  olgee^ona  had  been  guihy  of  an 
offganized  systein  of  annoyance  to  a  large 
body  of  electors. 

Mb.  ADDfiRLBY  thought,  that  a  sepa* 
rale  Oenuaittee  appointed  specifically  to 
hiquire  into  the  subject  of  &e  annoying 
notiees  of  objecthms,  would  be  better  than 
the  adoption  of  the  instruction  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  moved  to  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inqmre  into  the  circumstances 
attending  the  manulaeture  of  the  Chelten* 
ham  petition  in  the  town  of  Manchester. 
If  his  hon.  Friend,  however,  pressed  his 
Motion,  ho  (Mr.  Adderley)  should  support 
it,  because  he  thought  there  was  some 
analogy  between  the*  two  subjects.  He, 
however,  was  of  opinion  that  legislation 
would  be  necessary  to  cure  the  evils  which 
were  most  justly  complained  of  as  existing 
in  the  registration  oourta.  He  knew  that 
a  Bill  had  been  prepared  by  a  Friend  of  his, 
and  would  shortly  be  introduced ;  but  still 
he  (Mr.  Adderley)  hoped  that  an  inquiiy 
into  the  subject  would  be  gone  into  before 
that  Bill  came  under  consideration.  If  the 
House  would  permit  him,  he  would  read, 
Tory  shortly,  some  extracts  from  a  petition 
he  had  received,  very  numerously  signed, 
from  North  Staffordshire.  The  petition  he 
meant  to  present  as  early  as  he  could,  and 
to  move  tnat  it  be  printed  with  the  Vot^. 
The  petitioners  stated  that  although  theur 
names  had  been  on  the  register  of  voters 
for  Korth  Stafibrdshire  for  many  years, 
and  that  the  sufficiency  of  their  quidifiea- 
tion  was  notorious  amongst  their  neigh- 
boors,  and  easily  to  be  ascertained  by 
any  person  who  justly  wished  to  clear 
the  registry  of  improper  votes,  they  had, 
-to  the  number  of  two  thousand,  been 
served  with  most  frivolous  and  vexatious 
notieea  of  objeetionj  which  were  signed 


i>y  an  inhabitant  of  the  county,  though 
they  had  been  posted  at  Manchester  by  a 
political  confederation,  which  sought  to  rob 
the  lawful  electors  of  the  representation 
of  their  county.  The  petitioners  further 
stated,  that  they  had  been  put  to  great  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  to  attend  the  re- 
vising barrister's  court  to  substantiate 
their  right  to  the  elective  franchise;  and 
they  further  alleged,  that  the  protection 
afforded  to  them  by  the  JiCgislature  had 
proved  inefficient  and  inoperative,  inasmuch 
aa  their  costs  were  frequently  refused  them, 
on  the  ground  of  technical  inaccuracies,  or» 
if  granted,  its  amount  was  so.  small  as  to 
be  wholly  inadequate  to  compensate  for  the 
expense  and  trouble  to  which  they  were 
exposed  by  the  acts  of  a  body  of  men  who 
were  in  possession  of  ample  and  adequate 
funds.  When  he  had  presented  this  peti- 
tion he  should  move  that  it  be  printed  with 
the  Yotea,  and  upon  it  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  bring  its  allegationi  under  the  att 
tention  and  consideration  of  the  Bouse, 

M]^  WAELSY  considered  the  present 
lyMem  ef  r^stration  a  bad  one.  Under 
it  the  most  fraudulent  praotiocfi  frequently 
took  place.  But  the  matter  WfM  certainly 
of  too  much  importance  to  be  incidentally 
referred  to  a  Committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider another  subject  with  which  that  of 
the  system  of  registration  had  no  legitimate 
connexion.  He  trusted  the  Motion  would 
be  withdrawn.  The  Government,  he  was 
sure,  would  fed  prnMured  to  lend  their  aid 
in  the  correction  of  the  system,  which  could 
not  be  effected  in  the  clumsy  way  now  pro- 
posed. The  hon.  Gentleman  dealt  very 
hardly  with  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. 
He  had  charged  a  man  with  forgery,  and 
yet  adopted  lus  testimony  as  sufficient  to 
warrant  him  in  accusing  and  condemning 
the  League  ;  and  so  lightly  and  delicately 
had  the  party  of  the  hon.  Member  dealt 
with  that  man,  that  though  he  was  charged 
with  atrocious  crimes,  they  had  done  no- 
thing to  bring  him  to  justice, 

Sm  R.  PEEL :  When  this  question  was 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House,  I 
stated  that  in  my  opinion  it  was  not  advis- 
able to  devolve  on  the  Committee  appointed 
yesterday  any  other  inquiiy  than  that  which 
had  been  specially  referred  to  it,  but  that  it 
would  be  infinitely  better  that  the  Commit- 
tee should  direct  its  attention  exclusively  to 
the  alleged  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House.  That  opinion  I  still  maintain.  It 
is  very  easy  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  in- 
sinuate a  collusion  between  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  and  an  hon.  Gentleman  a  Mem- 
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bcr  of  the  Hooae.     There  is  not  the  ^gfat- 
est  foundation  for  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
remark,  which  is  of  snch  a  kind  that  I  am 
ohliged  to  give  it  an  answer,  lest  were  I  to 
remain  silent,  some  persons  might  draw 
injorious  inferences*    And  therefore,  rather 
than  that  snch  inferences  should  he  drawn, 
I  teU  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  ndther  on 
the  subject  of  the  Com  Laws,  nor  on  any 
other  public  subject,   or  printte  subject, 
had  I  ever  anr  communication,  direct  or 
indirect,  with  the  Anti-Com-Law  League, 
or  with  any  member  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League,  so  far  as  I  remember.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  founds  his  surmise  upon  what 
passed  the  other  night,  in  ccmsequence  of 
a  reference  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shrewsbury  (Mr.  Disraeli)  to  an  imputation 
from  which  I  thought  at  the  time  I  had 
relieved  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Cobden).     At  any  rate,  there  could 
be  no  concert  between  myself  and  the  Mem* 
hers  of  the  Anti-Com-I^w  League,  for  it 
was  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury's 
allusion  to  the  circumstance,  that  sponta- 
neously, and  as  any  Gentleman  would,  I 
rose  to  declare  the  fact  that  I  had  long 
before  stated  that  the  imputation  did  not 
rest  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport. 
That  is  the  circumstance  on  which  the  non. 
Gentleman  founds  his  insinuation.     I  now 
come  to  the  real  merits  of  the  question.     I 
understood  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford- 
shire to  state  that  some  person  not  con- 
nected with  the  county  objected  to  voters 
upon  the  list.     I  thought  it  a  gross  abuse. 
If  it  is  alleged  that  the  party  in  question 
objected  indiscriminately  to  some  thousand 
or  two  of  voters,  the  tendency  of  such  a 
practice  is  to  interfere  with  the  privileges 
of  the   electors ;  and  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League,  or  any  other  body  that  employs 
such  party,  or  sanctions  his  proceedings, 
pursues  a  course  which  ought  not  to  be 
pursued.      1  retain  my  objection  to  the 
transference  of  this  inquiry  to  this  Com- 
mittee; but  if ,  as  I  understand,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  petition  on  which 
his  allegations  are  founded,  it  maybe  a 
question  for  him  whether  or  not  he  may 
not  propose  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inouinr  into  that  matter. 

Mb.  SPOONER  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  had  charged  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  with  nn- 
fairiy  charging  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
with  being  mixed  up  with  the  proceedings. 
The  facts  were  these.  The  same  witness, 
appeared  in  court  as  a  witness  for  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League.    He  was  called  by  the 


Gentlemen  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  Leagne» 
who  came  there  for  the  express  pmpoae  of 
challenging  these  votes.  In  aD  the  cases 
where  costs  were  given  against  the  witness, 
those  costs  were  paid  by  the  gentienien  of 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League.  When  they 
found  he  was  no  longer  to  be  aeeredited, 
at  their  request  and  desire  the  witness  was 
withdrawn.  That  cleaify  proved  that  his 
fnend  was  quite  right  in  deaUng  with  the 
man  as  the  acknowledged  aeeredited  agent 
of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League.  He  thought 
the  question  itself  one  of  smons  import- 
ance. The  man  who  signed  the  objection 
lived  in  a  remote  part.  Eveiy  one  of  the 
objections  came  through  the  post-office  of 
Manchester.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  House  ought  to 
be  directed.  They  were  posted  at  Man^ 
cheater  so  late,  that  it  was  utteriy  impos- 
sible for  the  post-office,  unless  they  neg- 
lected a  public  duty,  to  forward  the  notices 
in  time  to  reach  the  dwelling-houses  of  the 
persons  objected  to.  But  the  law  said  that 
the  putting  in  the  post-office  should  be  of 
itself  proof  of  a  ddiveiy.  He  had  been 
objected  to,  and  the  notice  came  two  days 
after  the  time.  It  was  by  mere  aecideni 
that  he  received  it  in  time  to  forward  it  to 
his  solicitor  to  attend  and  substantiate  his 
vote.  With  regard  to  the  Motion  imme- 
diately before  the  House,  he  advised  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  it;  but  he  ought 
to  move  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
facts  now  stated,  with  a  view  to  the  imme- 
diate remedy  of  the  eviL 

Sir  G.  grey  hoped  the  inquiry,  if  gone 
into,  would  not  be  narrowed  to  the  iacts 
alleged.  It  should  extend  to  the  whole 
working  of  the  Registration  Act.  He  had 
before  expressed  iite  opinion  that  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act  exposed  voters  to  verr 
vexatious  proceedings.  Objections  of  mudk 
force  had  been  stated  to  the  Act;  but  there 
was  no  remedy.  He  thought  it  but  a  just 
arrangement  that  those  parties  who  had 
once  established  their  right  to  vote,  should 
not  be  liable  to  have  their  right  challenged 
from  year  to  year.  The  evil  had  been 
more  felt  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  The  shoe  now  pinched  on  the 
other  side.  He  trasted  this  inquiry,  when 
instituted,  would  be  carried  out  with  a  view 
to  remove  the  sources  of  vexation,  which 
parties  of  different  political  opinions  availed 
themselves  of  not  for  honest  purposes,  bat 
for  the  mere  sake  of  annoyance. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  wished,  as  his  name 
had  been  very  unexpectedly  brought  into 
the  diacussian»  to  say  a  few  wonb  in  ex- 
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planation.  It  had  been  stated,  that  some 
observations  which  fell  the  other  evening 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  were  called  forth  by  an  allusion  he 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  had  made  in  the  course  of 
discussion — ^as  if  in  something  he  had  said 
he  had  been  ripping  up  old  grievances.  He 
had  made  an  aUusion  in  the  most  legitimate 
spirit  of  debate.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  (Mr.  Ferrand)  was  accused 
of  charging  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
with  abetting  assassination.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Bright)  inti- 
mated, that  if  thej  could  have  fixed  that 
charge  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresbo- 
rough, thej  would  have  prosecuted  him. 
On  hearing  this  statement,  he  reminded 
the  House  that  a  similar  charge  had  been 
made  in  that  House  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel).  He  had  read  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  considering 
the  charge  unretracted,  had  declared  it 
utterly  impossible  that  he  could  hold  com- 
munication with  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  to-night  that  he 
had  taken  the  first  opportimity  of  putting 
himself  right,  it  having  been  supposed  that 
he  had  thrown  out  such  an  imputation. 
But  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  begged  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  referred  to 
the  very  same  circumstance  last  year,  under 
circimistances,  too,  of  excitement.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  then  show 
that  extreme  alacrity  in  putting  himself 
ric^ht  for  which  he  had  taken  credit. 

Sir  R.  peel  said:  I  wish  to  refer  to 
what  I  did  say  upon  that  occasion.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  had  stated — 

"  In  what  I  said,  I  intended — and  I  believe 
everybody  understood  what  I  meant — to  speak  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  I  used  the  words  '  individually  responsible/ 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  uses  the  personal  pronoun 
when  he  says,  'I  passed  the  Tariff,  and  you  supported 
me.'  I  treated  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  the  Go- 
vernment." 

I  followed  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  do- 
bate,  and  I  then  said — 

"  I  am  bound  to  accept  the  construction  the 
hon.  Gentleman  puts  on  tho  language  he  employed; 
but  he  uses  the  words  in  a  marked  manner,  and 
others  put  a  different  interpretation  upon  them, 
and  thought  that  by  *  individual'  he  meant  *  per- 
sonal.'" 

I  admitted  at  once  my  error,  and  if  any 
one  at  the  time  had  intimated  to  me  that 
my  reparation  was  not  sufficient,  I  would 
at  once,  or  on  some  other  day,  have  taken 
the  opportunity  of  stating  what  I  did  mean; 
the  facts  of  the  case  justified  me  in  the  im- 
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pression  ihat  I  meant  at  the  time  to  with- 
draw the  imputation. 

Mr.  WYNN  ELLIS  said,  the  system 
of  making  objections  had  been  acted  on  for 
many  years  past;  ho  had  himself  been  ob- 
jected to  during  the  last  year;  on  in- 
quiry it  would  be  found  that  no  less  than 
2,000  persons  had  been  so  objected  to 
in  the  county  in  which  he  had  a  franchise, 
and  all  the  objections  proceeded  from  tho 
Conservative  party.  If  the  Anti-Corn- 
Law  had  adopted  the  same  system,  they 
had  only  acted  on  the  example  of  the  other 
party. 

Viscount  SAND  ON  said,  the  system 
was  an  improper  one,  and  he  did  not  care 
with  which  party  it  originated.  At  pre- 
sent every  man  was  bound  to  be  at  his 
town  or  country  residence  a  certain  time 
of  the  year  to  protect  his  vote;  if  absent  it 
was  endangered.  That  was  an  unconstitu- 
tional impediment  to  the  free  enjoyment  of 
the  elective  franchise.  In  Lancashire, 
2,000  objections  had  been  sent,  and  they 
all  came  through  the  Manchester  post- 
ofiice;  they  were  scattered  over  a  period  of 
three  weeks,  and  the  result  had  been  that 
many  gentlemen  of  undoubted  property 
had  been  struck  off  the  list.  He  hoped  this 
system  would  be  put  an  end  to. 

Mr.  laws  on  said,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  told  them  that  he  was  of  the 
same  opinion  to-day  as  yesterday,  and  ap- 
peared to  think  that  such  an  assertion 
would  hardly  find  credit  with  the  House, 
for  he  had  repeated  it  twice.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  deny  that  he 
had  any  connexion  with  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League;  but  from  what  they  had  seen  this 
Session,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Warwickshire  had  some  cause  to  imagine 
such  a  conneidon  might  exist;  but  as  it 
had  been  denied,  of  course  he  and  other 
Gentlemen  were  bound  to  believe  there 
was  none. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  formerly  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  the  objectors;  in  his 
own  borough  700  objections'  had  been 
served,  his  own  vote  having  been  objected 
to  for  four  years  successively.  He  should 
be  glad  to  see  the  system  rectified;  indeed 
it  had  rectified  itself  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent. When  it  was  found  by  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  tho  House  that  they  could 
get  no  redress  from  the  House  they  adopt- 
ed the  same  policy.  "When  bad  men 
combine,  good  men  must  unite."  Ho 
thought  the  Anti-Com-Law  League  had 
done  much  service  by  the  exertion  they 
had  made;  they  had  abo  endeavoured  to 
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create  a  constituency  in  the  different  coun- 
ties; and  they  might  depend  that  if  the 
League  was  not  put  down,  by  enacting  the 
immediate  repesd  of  the  Com  Laws,  it 
would  go  on  to  an  extent  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  not  like.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  shown  more  foresight  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  League  was  to  be 
put  down.  The  upper  men  in  the  employ 
of  the  manufacturers  of  Lancashire  were 
purchasing  cottages  and  freeholds,  and  felt 
pride  in  having  a  voice  in  the  representa- 
tion of  the  county;  they  would  send  up  men 
who  would  enact  such  laws  only  as  were 
just,  and  for  the  good  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. No  part  of  the  quarter  of  a  mil- 
Uon  fund  was  expended  in  anything  con- 
nected with  the  purchase  of  freeholds;  they 
were  bought  by  persons  who  had  saved 
money  to  do  so,  and  who  had  as  great  a 
right  to  the  franchise  as  the  owners  of  the 
largest  estate. 

Mr.  FERRAND  said,  they  did  not 
quarrel  with  making  good  votes,  but  to 
sending  objections  to  votes  known  to  be 
good  before,  which  was  quite  the  reverse. 
The  same  system  of  objecting  had  been 
carried  on  in  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire; and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Morpeth) 
was  returned  in  consequence  of  the  whole- 
sale objections  that  had  been  made  against 
the  voters  of  that  district.  His  own  vote 
had  been  objected  to  for  four  years  in 
succession;  and  he  could  get  no  redress  till 
he  threatened  to  bring  an  action  against 
the  o1)jccting  party  for  the  costs  he  was  put 
to.  The  same  system  had  been  carried 
on  in  every  county;  and  if  the  League  was 
permitted  to  pursue  this  course,  in  a  few 
years  they  would  swamp  aU  the  bond  fide 
voters,  and  be  able  to  return  Members  who 
would  not  represent  the  honest  electors,  but 
would  bo  returned  by  a  minority,  the  ma- 
jority of  voters  having  been  destroyed  by 
a  wholesale  system  of  perjury  and  for- 
gery. 

Mr.  C.  BULLER  said,  he  differed  in 
opinion  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  see  the  necessity 
for  this  inquiry  at  all.  They  had  arrived 
at  a  stage  far  beyond  inquiry.  Every 
person  on  both  sides  of  the  House  was 
quite  convinced  of  the  enormity  and  extent 
of  the  evil,  and  was  perfectly  prepared  to 
give  a  favourable  reception  to  the  remedy. 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  would  be  a 
proper  Amendment  to  move  upon  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick- 
shire, but  he  confessed  he  felt  inclined  to 
movo  that  leave  be  given  to  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Staffordshire  to  bring  in  the  BiU  he 
had  got  in  his  pocket.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  cases  in  which  inquiries  of  this 
kind  were  necessary  to  lay  the  foundation 
of  legislation  ;  but  they  had  often  seen 
them  entered  into  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting legislation,  and  the  House  might 
fall  into  this  evil  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  abuse  was  acknowledged  to  exist,  and 
to  exist  on  both  sides ;  they  had  followed 
the  laudable  example  set  them  by  the  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  The  extent  of  the  abuse 
had  often  been  deplored  by  them ;  yet  year 
after  year,  when  they  brought  in  measures 
to  prevent  these  abuses,  the  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, as  much  those  below  the  gang- 
way as  above  it,  denied  the  evil  and  op- 
posed the  remedy.  He  was  delighted  to 
see  that  the  example  set  by  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  behind  the  Treasury  bcnehes 
was  imitated  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  gangway ;  they  did  not  blush  to  get 
up  and  repeat,  as  their  own,  the  very  doc- 
trines those  around  him  had  formeny  as- 
serted. Now,  let  them  have  no  more  re- 
crimination ;  there  had  been  a  great  deal 
of  sinning  on  both  sides,  from  the  time  of 
the  Charles  Street  Society  down  to  that  of 
the  Anti-Oom-Law  League ;  the  tactics  of 
that  society  had  been  oi^y  perfected  by  the 
agency,  ability,  and  capital  of  the  League; 
but  as  it  was  a  bad  practice,  initiated  from 
each  other,  let  them  put  an  end  to  it ;  it 
was  a  practice  detrimental  not  to  party 
alone,  but  to  all  representative  Govern- 
ment and  the  best  interests  of  the  country. 
He  believed  they  would  find  in  the  BiU  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  an  at- 
tempt to  remedy  this  abuse ;  and  as  it  was 
the  fashion  to  adopt  their  measures  on  the 
other  side,  he  could  not  reconmiend  a  bet- 
ter course  than  to  adopt  that  measure  to 
put  an  end  to  the  evil. 

Viscount  INGESTRE  perfectly  con- 
curred in  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Liskeard ;  the  question 
was  one  far  above  party;  the  effects  of  the 
abuse  were  fatal  to  the  constituency  at 
large.  He  thought  a  name  once  placed 
on  the  list  and  properly  proved  ought  to 
remain  there. 

Mr.  C.  wood  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough  had  complained  of  the 
objections  served  in  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire ;  but  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
himself  as  great  a  sinner  in  this  way  as 
any  one.  On  one  occasion  a  great  number 
of  notices  of  objections  were  sent,  signed 
by  the  hon.  Member  himself,  and  one  of 
them  was  delivered  to  the  hon.  Member's 
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own  uncle,  whom  he  knew  to  have  as  good 
a  vote  as  any  one  in  the  West  Riding. 
[Mr.  Fbrband  :  When  ?]  He  could  not 
say  in  what  year.  The  fact  was  so,  and 
he  did  not  suppose  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  deny  it,  for  an  hon.  Gentleman 
was  present  to  whom  a  notice  was  sent, 
signed  hy  the  hon.  Member.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  should  be  more  cautious 
in  the  aocusationB  he  brought  against 
others.  With  regard  to  the  West  Riding, 
it  was  not  true  that  the  objections  were 
made  by  the  Anti-Com-Law  League; 
there  were  registration  societies  in  that 
district,  conducted  by  resp^table  men, 
belonging  to  both  parties,  and  they  made 
the  objections  and  defended  therii.  The 
system  of  registration  had  become  such, 
that  it  eould  only  be  worked  by  such 
'bodies ;  a  single  yoter  could  not  defend  his 
franchise  unless  he  belonged  to  one  or 
other  of  the  great  parties.  This  was  a 
great  praotioal  grievance  which  called  for 
a  remedy. 

Mr:  FERBAND  begged  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  while  he  replied  to  the  per- 
sonal attack  just  made  on  him  by  the  hon. 
Member.  When  the  hon.  Member  talked 
of  what  took  place  several  years  ago,  he 
shotdd  have  said  that  he  (Mr.  Wood)  had 
just  been  prompted  by  some  one  within  the 
last  half  minute.  [Mr.  C.  Wood:  I 
do  deny  it  most  distinctly.]  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  insinuated  that  he  had 
been  objector-general  to  votes  in  the  West 
Riding  $  that  he  had  made  objections  to  a 
great  number  of  votes.  In  that  division 
he  was,  as  chairman  of  the  registration 
eommittee,  called  upon,  and  he  did  sign 
notices  of  objection  ;  but  at  all  times  when 
doing  so  he  had  stated  distinctly,  that 
nothing  should  induce  him  to  be  a  party  to 
objecting  to  votes  unless  good  grounds 
were  shown  for  the  proceeding.  He  had 
objected  to  the  vote  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  his  relative,  and  he  had  done  so 
for  this  reason — ^that  a  person  who  for  three 
years  in  succession  had  objected  to  his  vote, 
had  received  a  silver  teapot  for  his  services, 
towards  the  payment  of  which  his  relative 
had  been  a  subscriber.  He  had  then,  in- 
censed at  this,  declared  that  if  he  received 
in  the  fourth  year  another  objection,  he 
would,  in  retaliation,  object  to  his  relative's 
qualification.  It  was  on  that  ground  alone 
^1  he  had  so  acted,  and  he  considered 
that  he  was  fully  justified. 

Mr.  WORTLBY  was  enabled,  fully,  to 
confirm  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hftfifax  touching  the  system  carried  on 


in  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire.  He'had 
had  his  own  vote  objected  to  three  years 
running  ;  on  the  last  occasion,  the  notice 
being  signed  by  a  person  bearing  the  name 
of  Ashworth,  and  coming  from  Manchester, 
and  emanating,  it  might  therefore  be  con- 
cluded, from  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. 
[**No,  no."]  So  totally  unjustified  and 
so  vexatious  were  these  notices,  that  he 
had  at  last  threatened  to  bring  an  action 
against  the  interfering  parties  to  recover 
the  costs  of  defence;  and  if  he  had  not  him- 
self been  a  member  of  the  bar,  such  was 
the  course  which  he  would  have  adopted. 
It  would  give  him  great  pleasure  to  see  an 
end  put  to  the  system,  and  facilities  given 
to  recover  the  expenses  of  the  defensive 
litigation.  In  dealiiig  with  the  matter,  the 
House  should  not  lose  sight  of  the  subject 
of  the  creation  of  votes.  The  West  Riding 
had  recently  been  the  scene  of  an  experi- 
ment in  that  way,  and  it  had  been  so  far 
successful,  that  by  the  means  of  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League  some  2,000  new  votes 
had  been  added  to  the  previously  existing 
registration.  Were  these,  as  he  did  not 
say  they  were  not,  bond  fide  votes,  there 
could  be  no  dissatisfaction;  but  the  prevail- 
ing opinion  in  the  district  was,  that  directly 
the  reverse  was  the  fact.  Such  a  case  aa 
this  had  been,  it  was  rumoured,  of  fre* 
quent  occurrence.  A  gentleman,  having 
influence  over  a  body  of  workmen,  and  who 
lets  cottages  to  them  to  rent,  persuaded 
them  to  enter  conjointly  into  the  purchase 
of  them  ;  a  covenant  to  that  effect  was 
drawn  up;  the  Agent  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League  being  called  upon  to  negotiate  the 
transaction ;  the  proprietor  of  the  cottages 
lent  the  necessary  funds  to  the  workmen^ 
took  a  promissory  note  for  the  payment, 
and  stopped  the  interest  from  the  weekly 
wages. 

Mr.  bright  desired  to  assure  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buteshire  (Mr.  Wort- 
ley),  that  Mr.  Ashworth,  of  the  Anti** 
Corn-Law  League,  had  taken  no  part 
in  the  signature  of  the  objection  which 
it  was  mentioned  had  been  received  by 
the  hon.  Member.  With  respect  to  the 
creation  of  freeholds,  he  was  enabled, 
with  equal  confidence,  to  declare  that  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League  had  not  only  never 
recommended  the  creation  of  such  votes  in 
the  way  alluded  to,  but  had  consistently, 
both  in  the  speeches  of  its  lecturers  and  in 
its  authorized  writings,  given  the  public  to 
understand  that  all  such  votes  were  unten- 
able, unjust,  and  in  defiance  of  every  fair 
principle  of  registration  founded  upon  the 
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poBsesaion  of  property.     He  knew  of  no 
instance  of  such  a  vote  having  been  ob- 
tained through,  or  with  the  approbation  of, 
the  Anti-Com-Law  League.     The  advice 
of  the  League  always  had  been,  and  still 
was,  with  Sie  view  of  inducing  every  man 
to  save  as  much  money  as  would  qualify 
him,  by  a  bond  fide  purchase  of  a  sufficient 
amount  of  property  ;   and  he  defied  any 
man  in  the  House  or  elsewhere  who  cared 
for  the  spirit  of  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try, so  far  as  these  were  valuable,  to  say 
that  a  freehold,  possessed  on  that  principle, 
was  injurious,  or  could,  in  any  degree,  be 
interfered  with.     It  was  refreshing  to  see 
that  when  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  were 
in  extremis  as  to  the  Com  Law,  they  found 
some  consolation  for  that  which  was  gone 
and  passed  away  in  a  testy  examination  of 
the  organization  of  the  League.    The  case 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwickshire 
spoke  of  had  been  dealt  with  in  the  news- 
papers, and  had  even  been  dilated  upon  in 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  ;    but 
since  that,  the  hon.  Gentleman,  either  at 
Willis's  Rooms  or  at  7,  Old  Bond  Street, 
had  joined  in  the  adoption  of  a  resolution, 
by  which  the  protectionists  declared  that 
they  would  fight  the  League  with  its  own 
weapons.     The  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough,  with  not  an  unusual  lack  of  cau- 
tion, had  made  an  a  statement  relative  to 
the   West  Riding.     He  could  only  say, 
that  if  the  hon.   Gentleman  went  to  the 
proper  offices,  and  consulted  the  proper 
papers  of  the  registration  for  the  West  Rid- 
ing, of  protectionists  and  free  traders,  he 
would  find,  that  in  the  last  year  the  mono- 
polists made  a  far  larger  number  of  objec- 
tions to  free  traders  than  the  free  traders 
did  to  monopolists.      He  had  once  been 
called  from  Northumberland  and  once  from 
Scotland  to  defend  his  vote.     The  agricul- 
tural party  had  well  obeyed  the  injunction 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  register.     As 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shrewsbury,  "How  we  did  register!'* — 
and  how  could  they  find  fault  with  the 
League  for  acting  in  self-defence?     He 
had  been  told  that  the  other  day  a  noble 
Duke,  through  his  Agent,  put  four  sons  of 
a  farmer,  with  the  farmer  himself,  into  one 
lease,  with  the  object  of  gaining  so  many 
more  votes ;  and  he  had  also  heard,  that 
in  Scotland  another  noble  Duke  had  taken 
the  means  to  give  nineteen  persons  the 
power  of  voting  on  one  farm.     So  long  as 
the  monopolists  were  fighting    a    battle 
against  the  country,  and  so  long  as  they 
thought  there  was  a  chance  of  obtiuning 


power,   there  was    nothing    which    went 
against  the   spirit  of  registration   which 
they   would   not   do  —  no   conduct    they 
would  not  practise.     Now  the  tables  were 
turned,   and  the  game  was  up.      They 
had  warred  against  the  general  interests 
and  common  sense,  and  now  they  were  a 
broken  party.     The  free  traders,  on  the 
contrary,  were  a  compact  body,  with  an 
invincible  principle  which  they  were  deter- 
mined should  be  the  basis  of  legislation; 
and  to  secure  the  presence  of  a  majority  in 
the  HouBe  to  vote  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Com  Law,  there  were  no  means  which  the 
law  allowed  and  which  justice  sanctioned 
that   should  be  left  untried.     They  had 
made  up  their  minds  to  do  that;  but  they 
would  go  with  the  Government  in  any  pro- 
position  to  give  the  proper  advantages  andi 
defence  to  the  honest  elector.     By  every 
new  change  which  was  to  make  the  system 
a  better  system  the  free  traders  would  gain. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  seek  to  revenge 
themselves  on  the  League;  but  the  fact  had 
gone  forth  to  the  world  that  the  law  was  as 
good  as  dead,  and  not  all  the  speeches  thej 
could  muster — not  even  those  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Warwickshire,  solemn  as  th^ 
were,  could  ever  wake  from  the  grave  t)iat 
which,  with  all  due  ritual,  had  been  buried. 
Me.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  regretted 
that  anything  had  occurred  to  disturb  the 
celestial  serenity  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
just  spoken.     The  evil  to  which  attention 
was  drawn  ^as  a  plain  one,  and  should  be 
dealt  with.    None  could  deny  the  existence 
of  an  extensive  association,  with  enormous 
fimds  at  its  command,  one  of  the  great  ob- 
jects of  which  was  systematically  to  inter- 
fere in  the  registration  of  every  county  in 
the  kingdom.     The  effect  was  to  marshal 
every  county  into  two  parties — to  fight  the- 
battle  of  registration  by  subscription — and 
to  injure  most  deeply,  as  a  necessary  con-' 
sequence,  those  who  were  unwilling  to  go* 
to  extreme  lengths,  either  on  one  side  or 
the  other,  in  politics.     The  matter  was  not 
introduced  at  the  present  moment  because^ 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  facetiously  said, 
the  Com  Law  was  dead,  but  they  brought 
it  forward  to  the  notice  of  the  House  be- 
cause they  saw  an  association,    a    vast 
money-power,  such  as  he  had  described* 
interfering  in  an  unconstitutional,  manner 
with  constitutional  rights,  and  which  was 
either  to  be  left  to  its  evil  operation,  or,  to 
be  effectually  encountered,  to  be  met  by  a 
similar  association,    thus  perpetuating  a 
similar  evil.     They  asked  the  House  to 
decide  the  case  between  them.    That  was 
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%he  question  before  them.  As  to  the  reso- 
lutions passed  at  Willis's  rooms,  he  had 
not  heard  any  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House,  propose  or 
approve  of  the  adoption  of  any  such  system 
as  the  creation  of  false  votes.  The  con- 
test was  unfair;  on  the  one  side  an  enor- 
mous money-power  at  work,  and  on  the 
other  no  such  thing. 

Mr.  E.  ELLICE,  Jun.,  understood  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  complain,  not  that  it 
was  necessary  a  battle  should  be  fought, 
but  that  the  weapons  provided  were  un- 
equal. In  the  county  with  which  he  was 
connected,  the  system  condemned  so  loudly 
existed  in  full  force;  but  it  was  practised 
by  the  party  with  whom  the  present  com- 
plaint originated.  There  a  Conservative 
registration  association  was  formed  by  all 
the  county  men,  the  end  sought  after  being 
to  destroy,  as  far  as  was  possible,  the  pre- 
ponderating power  of  the  Reformers — a 
wealthy  party  attempting  to  suppress  free- 
dom of  opinion  in  the  district  boroughs, 
which  were  composed  of  the  poorer  classes. 
The  evil  was  in  Scotland  incalculable;  for 
unless  assistance  was  afforded  to  the  poor 
voters  to  go  twenty  miles  to  the  Sheriff's 
Court,  and  defend  his  qualification,  his 
name  was  struck  off  the  list.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buteshire  doubted  the  exist- 
ence of  fictitious  votes,  he  had  only  to 
examine  the  evidence  taken  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  asked  for  some  years 
ago  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth 
(Mr.  Horsman),  to  convince  himself  of  the 
fftct  being  as  had  been  stated.  It  would 
give  him  (Mr.  EUice)  great  gratification  to 
see  a  corrective  measure  emanate  from  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK  was  sorry  that  he 
could  not  say,  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  that  they  were  all 
agreed;  because  he  really  thought  they 
were  not.  He  would  go  to  flie  original  ques- 
tion— whether  an  inquiry  should  be  insti- 
tuted into  the  highly  unconstitutional  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. 
He  thought  that  the  debate  upon  that 
question  had  been  turned  to  another  sub- 
ject, namely,  the  nature  of  the  Regis- 
tration Act.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  that  was  not  a  question  which  de- 
manded the  attention  of  the  House;  but  at 
the  same  time  it  was  a  totally  distinct 
question.  The  real  question  before  the 
House  was,  whether  certain  acts  so  uncon- 
stitutional as  to  be  subversive  in  their  na- 
ture of  the  entire  system  of  English  laws, 
had  been  perpetrated  by  that  body  which 


called  itself  the  Anti-Corn-Law  League? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Durham  said  that 
the  Anti-Corn  Law  League  were  doing  most 
righteous  work.     That  was,  they  were  col- 
lecting together  half  a  million  of  English 
money  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  honest 
men  to  purchase  freeholds,  or,  perhaps, 
they  only  spent  the  half  million  of  pounds 
in  merely    persuading   those   men.     He 
thought  these  were  the  very  words,   as 
he  took  them  down  at  the  moment.     That 
the   Anti-Corn   Law    League    persuaded 
honest  men,  upper  servants  and  others, 
men  who,  out  of  honest  earnings  had  saved 
some  little  trifle,  to  purchase  those  free- 
holds.    No  fault  could  be  found  with  that 
mode   of  proceeding  if  they  were  impar- 
tial ;    but  if  they  were  not,   they   were 
then    labouring    to    introduce    into    the 
electoral  body  of  the  country  a  majority 
in   an   illegal  manner.      If  the  electorsd 
body  were  left  alone,  without  tampering 
with,  it  would  present  a  certain  amount  of 
opinion  on  one  side  and  on  the  other.     He 
trusted  that  a  Committee  would  be  formed 
to  enter  into  an  inquiry  concerning  the 
operations  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League. 
Mr.   O'CONNELL  wished  to  say  one 
word  only — one  word  for  Ireland.     He 
understood  the  complaint  was  that  friv^- 
ous  and  vexatious  notices   of  objections 
were    served,   compelling    the  voters    to 
take  long  journeys  for  the   purpose    of 
proving  their  qualification.     Now  in  Ire- 
land, by  the  Irish  law,  it  was   not  ne- 
cessary   to    serve    such    objections,    for 
every  voter  must  go  and  state  his  case 
without  any  notice  whatever.     He  must 
travel  twenty  miles,  and  in  the  county 
which  he  represented,  fifty,  to  put  his  case 
on  record ;  and  if  he  failed  to  attend,  and 
personally  prove  his  qualification,  he  could 
not  exercise  his  right  to  vote.     There  was 
no  necessity  for  any  notice  of  objection ; 
if  anybody  questioned  the  vote,  the  case 
must  be  heard  to  the  satisfaction  of  that 
individual.     [Mr.  Ferrand:    Is  that  an- 
nually?]    No,  not  annually;  and  that  was 
another  grievance ;  for  the  consequence  of 
the  registration  system  in  Ireland  was  to 
afford  facilities  to  the  committing  of  fraud; 
so  that  the  thing  was  worse.  In  the  county 
which  he  represented,  in  three  or  four  po- 
pulous parishes  there  was  not  a  man  who 
could  register  a  vote  without  travelling 
fifty  miles  or  more,  first,  as  in  a  case  of 
ejectment,  to  substantiate  his  right.     And 
what  was  the  result  ?     He  represented  a 
county  with  a  population  of  735,000,  and 
only  2,300   were  on   the   registry.     He 
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Btatod  these  things  as  useful  to  know  in 
an  inquiry.  They  were  evils  which,  years 
ago,  he  had  urged  in  vain  to  Gentleman 
on  his  side  of  the  House.  He  was  not 
aware  if  he  might  entertain  a  hope  of 
meeting  with  hotter  success  from  the  pow- 
erful party  on  the  opposite  side ;  hut,  if 
not,  he  would  content  himself  with  having 
exposed  what  was,  practically,  a  griev- 
ance. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE  S  should  he  exceed- 
ingly glad  if  a  remedy  could  ho  applied 
to  the  evils  which  had  heen  the  suhject  of 
that  evening's  discussion ;  and  he  trusted 
that  when  the  question  again  came  hefore 
them,  Ireland  would  not  he  forgotten ;  for 
he  thought  it  would  he  altogether  contrary 
to  the  whole  spirit  of  the  administration 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  remedied 
the  evils  in  England,  and  left  them  to 
continue  in  Ireland.  In  saying  this,  he 
wished  to  protest  against  the  assumption 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem* 
her  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller),  who, 
with  his  usual  amusing  ahility,  had  at- 
tempted to  lay  down  the  position  that  the 
guilt  of  the  case,  whatever  it  might  he, 
was  perfectly  equal  hetween  the  two  par- 
ties ;  or,  if  posfiihle»  if  such  a  thing  could 
hok  imagined,  there  was  greater  guilt  on 
that,  the  Ministerial,  side  of  the  House. 
Now,  he  would  merely  ask  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  whether,  if  the  landowners 
were  to  parcel  out  portions  of  their  estates 
for  the  purpose  of  making  votes,  and  meet 
the  AnU»Gom-Law  League  with  their 
own  weapons,  they  would  not  he  ahle, 
with  the  greatest  facility,  to  heat  the 
League  out  of  the  field.  He  was  certain 
that  in  his  county  Lord  Harewood  could^ 
out  of  his  own  estate  alone,  make  as  many 
Totes  as  the  League*  But  he  rejoiced  to 
say  that  the  landowners  of  England  had 
not  entered  into  what  he  considered  such 
an  unworthy  conflict.  He  helieved  that 
the  spirit  of  the  county  representation  im- 
plied the  requisite  of  residence ;  and  that 
the  Memhers  for  counties  shoidd  represent 
the  opinions  of  the  electors  resideiit  in 
those  counties.  If  all  the  sums  collected 
hy  the  Anti-Com-Law  League  were  de- 
voted to  the  purpose  of  enahling  the  far- 
mers of  England  to  give  anti-com-law 
votes,  he  thought  it  would  he  a  rather 
expensive  proceeding.  Indeed,  it  would 
he  very  difficult  for  the  League  to  impress 
upon  the  mind  of  the  public  that  their 
quarter  of  a  million  of  money  was  to  he 
spent  solely  in  facihtating  votes.  Why, 
everybody  knew  what  **  facilitating  votes  " 


was.  It  might  he  perfectly  true,  that  in 
their  written  documents  they  said  nothing 
about  assisting  men  in  the  purchase  of 
votes.  But  they  did  not  know  what  their 
agents  and  the  parties  to  whom  tho  money 
was  instrusted  would  do,  or  if  they  would 
properly  carry  out  the  intentions  of  the 
League.  It  was  utterly  incompatible  with 
their  enthusiasm  on  the  subject  that  it. 
should  be  so.  If,  however,  the  2,000 
votes  which  it  was  said  were  added  to  the 
register  of  the  West  Biding  were  real 
bond  fde  voters,  and  had  obtained  the 
franchise  by  their  ovm  money,  it  was  a 
fact  at  which  he  must  r^oice.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  which  had  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House,  he  thought 
that  it  was  only  by  legislation  that  any 
good  could  be  effected;  and  he  was  dis- 
posed to  think)  therefore,  that  the  propo- 
sition before  the  House  would  enoumbor 
their  future  proceedings. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  saidi  I  have  al- 
ways thought  that  the  delivei^  of  hun- 
dreds of  objections,  without  inquiring  whe- 
ther the  votes  are  good  or  liot,  is  a  great 
abuse ;  and  many  years  ago  I  introduced 
a  BiU  upon  the  subject,  in  which  I  pro- 
vided, as  I  thought,  a  remedjr.  I  wiU  not 
now  discuss  whether  it  was  a  proper  re* 
medy  or  not)  but  I  proposed  tiiat,  after 
the  voter  had  been  twice  before  the  regis- 
tration court,  and  had  his  name  placed 
upon  the  list,  his  vote  should  not  again  he 
objected  to,  unless  some  particular  circum- 
stances had  arisen  to  justify  it,  such  as  a 
change  of  occupation,  or  his  parting  with 
a  portion  of  it.  That  was  my  remedy  for 
what  I  considered  as  an  abuse.  I  confess 
that  it  does  not  seem  to  me  to  make  any 
difference  in  the  case  that  the  Anti-Corn- 
Law  League  have  done  this ;  and  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  say  that  you  must  inquire 
into  the  subject  because  the  Anti«Com- 
Law  League  have  done  it ;  for  my  part  I 
cannot  see  the  sense  or  the  justice  of  say- 
ing that  you  must  inquire  into  it  when  it  is 
done  by  the  League ;  but  ydu  must  leave 
the  abuse  to  remain  as  it  is  when  it  is  done 
by  other  political  parties  who  have  other 
aims  in  view  than  the  abolition  of  the  Corn 
Law.  I  think,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liskeard  said,  you  should  have 
a  general  remedy  to  prevent  parties,  for 
any  purpose  whatever,  interposing  this 
vexation,  delay,  and  expense,  which  do, 
in  fact,  disfranchise  many  of  the  real  free- 
holders. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Buteshire  (Mr.  Wortley)  has  alluded 
to  the  creatioA  of 'fictitiouB  vete&    I  be* 
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lieve  thai  nowhere  has  that  practice  been 
carried  to  such  a  great  extent  as  in  Scot- 
land. I  hare  heard,  and  he  also  must 
haye  heard*  many  instances  in  which  the 
right  of  voting  has  been  created,  where, 
in  fact,  the  voter  does  not  receive  5$,  a 
year  &om  that  which  nominally  gives  him 
lOZ.  a  year.  I  am  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Q.  Clerk)  must  be 
aware  that  that  practice  has  existed,  and 
that  many  elections  have  been  carried  by 
those  voters  who  really  have  no  property 
in  the  county.  I  do  hope,  when  remedies 
are  applied,  that  they  will  be  general  and 
legisliative  remedies ;  and  that  they  will 
not  be  adopted  for  any  purpose  or  party  in 
particular.  With  regard  to  those  voters 
who  have  been  encouraged  by  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League  to  purchase  freeholds, 
if,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bute  B^s,  there  have  been  in  Yorkshire 
instances  of  workmen  having  no  real  pro- 
perty, who  have  obtained  legal  instruments 
whereby  they  vote,  then  I  say  that  that  is 
a  fraud,  and  it  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to. 
But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  men,  having 
gained  a  sum  of  501,  or  60^.  by  their  in- 
dustry, choose,  at  the  instigation  of  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League,  or  any  other  body, 
to  lay  out  that  money  in  the  purchase  of 
freehold  land,  they  receiving  the  rents  and 
profits  of  that  land,  and  appear  before  the 
registration  courts  to  establish  their  votes, 
then  I  say  those  votes  are  as  good  as  any 
others.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Milnes)  says,  that  the  free- 
hold right  of  voting  in  the  counties  of 
England  implies  residence,  Now,  I  deny 
that  that  has  ever  been  the  case.  It  never 
has  been  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  vot- 
ing at  county  elections ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  will  perhaps  recollect 
that,  in  considering  all  the  points  of  the 
franchise  at  the  time  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
that  point  amongst  others  was  considered, 
and  it  was  fully  and  deliberately  deter- 
mined to  leave  the  right  of  non-resident 
voters  as  it  had  existed  from  all  time,  and 
as  it  is  now  existing.  I  shall  therefore 
oppose  any  proposition  which  may  be  made 
for  disfranchising  county  voters  on  the 
ground  of  non-residence. 

Mr.  HUME  said  his  vote  had  been  ob- 
jected to  for  three  successive  years.  He 
hoped  the  time  had  come  when  there  was 
a  disposition  in  both  parties  to  look  fairly 
at  the  subject,  and  that  they  might  have 
as  many  voters  as  possible  who  were  ho- 
nestly entitled  to  die  franchise ;  for  he 


was  anxious  to  create  protectionist  as  well 
as  free-trade  voters.  As  the  matter  was 
before  the  House,  the  Government  would 
probably  bring  in  a  Bill,  as  they  had  ample 
evidence  before  them  on  which  to  found 
one. 

Mb.  AGLIONBY  said,  with  respect  to 
the  crimination  and  recrimination  upon 
this  subject,  he  thought  one  party  had 
been  as  much  to  blame  as  the  other.  The 
only  question  to  be  considered  was  whe- 
ther they  should  proceed  by  inquiry,  or  by 
bringing  in  a  Bill.  He  hoped  that  the  ad- 
missions made  on  all  sides  would  preclude 
the  necessity  of  a  Committee  ;  both  sides 
seemed  anxious  that  a  Bill  should  bo 
brought  in.  But  he  warned  whoever 
brought  in  that  Bill  not  to  attempt  to 
tamper  with  the  registration,  which  would 
not  remedy  the  abuse.  Much  might  be 
done  by  simplifying  the  suffrage,  and  more 
by  extending  the  suffi*age  ;  they  would  do 
little  good  if  they  did  not  largely  extend 
the  suffrage,  stopping  not  much  short  of 
household  suffrage.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  moment  a  created 
vote  was  actually  made  it  was  as  good  as 
any  other  ;  but  supposing  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League«-he  put  the  supposition  in 
their  case  not  by  way  of  complaint,  but  of 
illustration — supposing  that  or  any  other 
body,  with  large  funds  at  command,  were 
to  employ  them  in  procuring  votes  to  a 
great  extent  throughout  the  kingdom : 
they  did  not  purchase  votes,  but  they  per- 
suaded people  to  purchase  votes.  So  far, 
80  good ;  but  suppose  some  great  body 
persuaded  people  to  purchase  votes,  they 
would  get  a  set  of  instruments  for  their 
own  purposes.  Their  object  might  ,be 
good  or  bad  :  he  believed  the  object  of  the 
Anti-Corn  Law  League  to  be  a  good  one  ; 
but  if  it  might  be  employed  for  a  good  pur- 
pose, it  might  be  abused  for  a  bad  one.. 
Every  voter  so  made  would  be,  pro  hoc 
vice,  a  mere  machine  in  the  hands  of  the 
makers,  for  there  could  be  no  guarantee. 
Was  it  to  be  believed  that  a  voter  so  made 
would  immediately  turn  round  ?  Any  large 
body,  with  money,  going  through  the 
county,  employing  their  funds  for  a  bad 
purpose,  might  put  upon  the  register  per- 
sons who  would  vote  as  they  were  desired 
to  vote.  He  would  legahze  votes  so  largely 
that  there  could  be  no  motive  to  create 
votes. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  rejoiced  to 
hear  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  just  spoken.  He  had  been  anxious 
to  state,  with  reference  to  the  question  of 
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the  Corn  Laws,  a  burden  whicb  fell  upon 
real  property.  It  was  necessary  that  asso- 
ciations shoiild  be  formed  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses which  offered  an  impediment  to  a 
poor  man  buying  real  property,  consisting 
not  only  of  stamps  to  the  reyenue,  but 
lawyers*  expenses,  owing  to  legal  forma- 
lities. An  association  was  obliged  to  be 
formed  to  enable  a  poor  man  to  obtain 
what  all  were  desirous  he  should  get. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

CHELTENHAM  PETITION— PRIV|LEGE. 

Mb.  C.  BERKELEY  moved  the  ap- 
pointment of  Members  upon  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  petition  from  Chelten- 
ham in  favour  of  a  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  The  hon.  Member  begged  the 
members  of  the  Anti-Com-Law  League, 
who  were  Members  of  the  House,  to  un- 
derstand that  he  was  influenced  by  no  mo- 
tive of  hostihty  to  them  in  moving  for  this 
Committee.  He  thought  it  was  a  rule,  not 
only  in  private  but  in  public  life,  that 
where  fraud  or  imposition  was  alleged,  it 
ought  to  be  traced  up.  Long  diatribes 
had  been  directed  against  him,  charging 
him  with  being  actuated,  in  moving  for  this 
Committee,  by  general  hostility  towards 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  because  he 
had  moved  for  a  Committee  on  the  Game 
Laws  ;  and  other  allegations  much  too  con- 
temptible to  mention.  He  utterly  denied 
that  he  was  influenced  by  hostility  to  the 
Gentlemen  of  the  League,  or  to  any  other 
persons  whatever. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TOTAL  AND  IMMEDIATE  REPEAL  OF  THE 
CORN  LAWS— ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

House  in  Committee  on  the  Customs  and 
Com  Importotion  Acts. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  he  spoke  last  night,  had 
made  an  allegation,  and  drawn  an  infer- 
ence from  that  allegation,  in  both  of  which 
he  (Mr.  Bankes)  had  reason  to  believe  he 
was  entirely  mistaken.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  alleged  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  W.  Miles)  had  said 
in  his  place  in  that  House,  that  he  was  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  the  immediate  and  en- 
tire abolition  of  the  Cora  Laws,  in  prefer- 
ence to  the  proposition  of  the  Government. 
He  had  not  been  in  the  House  himself  when 
his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken;  but  on  hearing 
of  the  inference  drawn  from  his  hon.  Friend's 
words,  he  had  asked  him  whether  it  were 


the  fact  that  he  had  so  spoken;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  had  told  him  that  it  was  directly  the 
contrary — that  he  had  not  intended  to 
make  any  such  declaration — and  that  he 
had  not  used  any  words  from  which  that 
inference  could  be  fairly  drawn.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  proceeded  to  say  that  no 
one  of  those  who  sat  near  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  had  expressed  any  dis- 
sent to  that  allegation  which  he  had  made. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire was,  however,  absent  from  London, 
and  he  was  happy  to  say  on  account  of  a 
joyful  occurrence  in  his  family.  But  with 
reference  to  another  absence  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  aUuded,  and  that, 
too,  in  his  presence,  he  was  sure  he  would 
be  sorry  to  learn  that  the  absence  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  with  some  hu- 
mour referred,  as  being  the  absence  of  a 
skilful  leader,  had  been  caused  by  the  deaUi 
of  a  very  near  relation — a  circumstance  of 
which  he  was  certain  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net at  the  time  had  not  been  aware.  He 
might,  too,  be  allowed  to  say  that  the  hu- 
morous allusion  to  what  had  been  called  the 
campaign  of  grease,  and  which  had  been 
made  the  foimdation  of  jokes  by  the  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  opposite  side,  was  equally 
unfounded.  With  respect  to  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  advantage  which  would 
accrue  to  Ireland  from  inmiediate  abolition, 
he  did  not  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  he  found  acquiescence  from 
all  parts  of  the  House,  had  not  proceeded 
at  once  to  open  the  ports.  That  snch  a 
measure  would  have  given  relief  to  Ire- 
land he  very  much  doubted;  but,  if  as  al- 
leged, it  would  afford  such  relief,  why  had 
it  not  been  at  once  adopted  ?  For  as  to 
the  reason  assigned  for  not  opening  them 
in  the  first  instance — ^viz.,  that  if  the v  were 
once  opened,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  al- 
leged, he  would  not  have  the  power  to  shut 
them  again,  he  never  could  leara  how,  with 
such  a  majority  at  his  back,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  came  to  entertain  such  an  opinion. 
He  could  not  comprehend  how  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  want  the  power  to  shut 
the  ports.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Villiers)  had  charged  the 
agriculturists  with  a  want  of  generosity 
in  their  proposition,  made,  as  he  had  al- 
leged, at  a  time  when  there  was  vi«rT  littlo 
com  in  the  country,  and  that  little  dimi- 
nishing every  day.  Now,  what  was  the 
fact  ?  He  had  received  a  statement,  from 
a  member  of  a  most  eminent  firm,  of  the 
quantity  of  corn  in  the  country,  and  from 
that  it  appeared  that  on  the  5th  of  January 
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last  there  were  1,075,000  quarters  of  corn 
in  bond,  and  on  the  5th  of  February  that 
quantity  had  been  increased  by  168,000 
quarters,  making  in  all  1,243,000  quarters 
of  corn  in  bond  at  that  time.  [Mr.  ViL- 
lOERS  :  What  is  it  now  ?]  That  account 
had  been  made  up  to  the  5th  of  February 
last  from  official  returns,  but  not  to  a  later 
date.  But  it  appeared  that  the  arrival  of 
supplies  continued,  while  the  shipments 
from  this  country  to  foreign  ports  were 
yery  trifling.  Seeing  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham  present,  as  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  wish  to  haye  an 
error  into  which  he  had  fallen  corrected, 
and  as  he  had  taken  a  noble  Duke  in  the 
other  House  to  task,  he  might  mention  that 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  former 
debate,  had  stated  that  the  Duke  of  Rut- 
land had  paid  for  damage  done  by  game 
on  389  acres  of  land  the  sum  of  900^.  odd, 
the  hon.  Member  was  entirely  in  error.  As 
to  the  amount  paid,  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  correct,  but  as  to  the  estate  he  was 
in  error;  for  it  was  a  large  instead  of  a  very 
small  estate.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
the  acres  thousands  instead  of  hundreds,  he 
would  have  been  nearer  the  truth.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  (Lord  J. 
Russell),  in  answering  some  allegations 
said  to  have  been  made  on  that  side  of  the 
House  with  respect  to  the  propriety  and 
expediency  of  passing  the  present  measure 
in  that  Parliament,  had  assumed  that  they 
had  questioned  the  competency  of  the 
House.  They  had  done  no  such  thing — 
they  could  not  question  the  competency  of 
the  House;  but  they  had  questioned  the 
expediency  or  propriety  of  a  measur^  Uke 
that,  when  no  necessity  for  interference 
had  been  shown  to  exist,  being  carried  in  a 
Parliament,  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
which  had  been  returned  on  a  pledge  of 
supporting  totally  different  measures.  He 
assumed  that  every  one  of  the  majority  had 
been  returned;  but  he  would  give  them  the 
odd  number  between  112  and  97.  The 
noble  Lord  had  also  given  as  a  reason  for 
not  desiring  a  dissolution,  that  the  House 
of  Peers  would  be  more  ready  to  attend 
to  the  voice  of  the  present  Parhament  than 
to  that  of  a  new  one.  He  doubted  that, 
when  he  considered  that  the  other  House 
had  often  seen  how  differently  the  present 
House  had  voted  on  that  very  question. 
What,  under  those  circumstances,  was  to 
influence  the  House  of  Lords  in  favour  of 
the  altered  determination  of  that  Parlia- 
ment ?  And  even  if  the  other  House  should 
see  the  expediency  of  adopting  the  measure, 


he  hoped  they  would,  at  least,  also  see  that 
its  adoption  should  be  founded  on  the  choice 
of  the  people,  otherwise  they  might  create 
a  double  evil  by  sanctioning  a  measure 
which  the  voice  of  their  constituency  might 
afterwards  repudiate.  However,  as  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Government,  he  certainly 
preferred  it  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  as  it  would  enable  them, 
before  it  came  into  final  operation,  to  have 
the  voice  of  their  constituents  upon  it.  Ho 
denied  that  there  was  any  reason  for  stat- 
ing that  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  the 
people  were  changed  upon  the  question 
since  the  time  when  they  had  returned  to 
that  House  the  largest  majority  that  he 
believed  had  ever  been  sent  to  it  upon  any 
specific  question.  They  had  no  reason  to 
suppose  the  opinions  of  the  country  were 
changed  in  that  respect,  unless  on  the 
ground  of  the  petitions,  manufactured  as 
they  had  been,  which  had  been  presented 
to  Parliament.  But  would  those  petitions 
counterbalance  the  result  of  the  elections  ? 
He  could  not  think  that  any  man  would  for 
a  moment  think  so.  He  certainly  would 
decline  proceeding  far  with  the  Bill  until 
the  proposition  relating  to  the  law  of  settle- 
ment were  brought  forward;  and  as  to  the 
other  measures  which  were  said  to  be  in- 
troduced as  measures  of  compensation,  he 
trusted  no  one  would  think  of  looking  at 
them  in  that  light  for  one  moment.  He 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  demand  that 
when  the  Bill  embodying  the  measure  re- 
specting the  importation  of  corn  was  intro- 
duced, the  measure  respecting  the  law  of 
settlement  should  also  be  brought  in  at  the 
same  time.  He  would  not  say  more,  as 
the  second  reading  would  be  the  more  fit- 
ting stage  for  further  observations.  At 
present  the  question  was  between  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton and  that  of  the  Government.  He 
thought  the  latter  preferable,  because  there 
must  be  an  appeal  to  the  constituency  be- 
fore the  three  years  were  determined;  and 
he  knew  what  the  opinions  of  the  con- 
stituencies were  on  this  subject.  His 
own  constituency  had  that  week  sent 
two  messengers  to  that  House  to  testify 
that  they  at  least  had  not  changed  their 
opinions. 

Sm  R.  PEEL  said,  that  that  part  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  speech  astonished  him  very 
much,  in  which  he  said,  that  he  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  in  making  the  few  observations  which 
he  did  last  night  in  reference  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire (Mr.  W.  Miles),  upon  the  Amendment 
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proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol, 
assamed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire intimated  an  opinion  that  a  mea- 
sure for  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  was  to  be  preferred  to  a  measure 
with  that  object,  to  be  deferred  for  three 
years,  so  far  as  the  interests  of  the  agri- 
culturists were  concerned.  He  assumed 
that  because  he  thought  he  heard  it  with 
his  own  ears,  and  because  he  thought  that 
on  the  hon.  Member  turning  round  to  those 
hon.  Members  who  sat  near  him,  that  opin- 
ion was  assented  to  by  them;  and  when  he 
put  that  construction  upon  the  words  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  two  nights  afterwards 
in  his  presence,  that  hon.  GenUeman  left 
the  House  without  dissenting  from  the  con- 
struction put  by  him  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's words.  But  now  it  appeared  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  pi^er  a  measure 
for  immediate  repeal,  but  it  was  in  favour 
of  his  proposal.  Then  his  hon.  Friend 
said  he  was  sure  that  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
would  hear  with  pain  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  was  absent  from  the 
discussion  on  grease  in  consequence  of  the 
death  of  a  relative.  He  certainly  was  not 
aware  of  the  cause  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
absence  when  he  made  the  observations 
respecting  him;  but  though  the  hon* 
Member  for  Somersetshire  was  absent, 
two  other  county  Members  objected  to  the 
removal  of  the  duty  on  grease,  on  the  same 
ground  as  that  selected  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire,  namely,  that  as  there 
was  a  duty  of  21«.  on  butter,  if  grease 
were  permitted  to  come  in  duty  free,  it 
would  be  used  instead  of  butter. 

Mr.  BANKES  explained,  when  he  heard 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  as 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire, he  asked  his  hon.  Friend  did  he 
say  so  and  so  ?  when  he  expressed  himself 
thus — "  I  did  not,  nor  had  I  any  such  in- 
tention of  so  expressing  myself." 

Mr.  BRIGHT  observed,  in  explanation 
of  what  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dorsetshire,  that  .he  had  fallen  into  an 
error  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  money 
paid  by  the  Duke  of  Rutland  for  damage 
done  by  game  upon  his  estate  near  Bake- 
well,  in  Derbyshire,  that  the  estate  in 
question  consisted  of  3,700  acres,  a  great 
portion  of  which  was  land  to  a  great  extent 
uncultivated.  Some  portion  of  the  fanns 
were  arable,  and  some  pasture  land,  and 
he  said  that  9162.  had  been  paid  by  the 
Duke  of  Rutland,  in  1844,  for  the  damage 
done  by  game  on  the  land  growing  grain, 
including  a  quantity  equal  to  399  acres, 


and  that  no  valuation  had  been  made  with 
respect  to  the  grass  land.  He  stated  now 
only  what  he  stated  before,  and  what  he 
knew  to  be  true  from  the  return  of  the 
valuator,  and  what  had  been  admitted  by 
a  Member  of  that  House,  who  did  his  best 
to  support  the  cause  of  the  Duke  of  Rut- 
land. 

Mb.  C.  W.  HOWARD  said,  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  an  immediate  repeal  of 
the  Com  Laws,  and  he  had  no  faith  in  the 
predictions  of  those  who  anticipated  evil 
consequences  from  such  a  measure*  He 
thought,  indeed,  that  some  of  the  tenant- 
farmers  would  have  to  lay  out  more  capital, 
to  employ  more  labourers,  and  to  raise  a 
greater  number  of  qusiiers  of  wheat  from 
their  farms.  That  would  be  the  ease  in 
those  instances  particularly  where  the 
farmers  were  selected  not  so  much  for  their 
skill  and  knowledge  of  farming,  as  for  the 
votes  which  they  would  give  at  elections. 
He  had  such  ^confidence  in  the  skill  and 
perseverance  of  Englishmen,  that  he  was 
sure  they  would  maintain  their  superiority 
over  foreigners  without  the  aid  of  Acts  of 
Parliament.  He  always  observed  that  the 
country  was  generally  prosperous  when 
manufactures  prospered.  The  agricultu- 
rists of  the  north  were  in  a  better  condition 
than  those  of  the  south,  not  because  they 
had  a  more  fertile  soil  or  more  genial  sea« 
sons,  but  because  they  were  close  to  an 
increasing  market,  and  were  more  skilful. 
He  considered  that  it  would  be  better  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  the  ad- 
vice of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  and  proposed  an  immediate  repeal, 
because  he  believed  it  would  be  more  for 
the  interests  of  the  agriculturists  them- 
selves, and  because  he  did  not  think  it  just 
towards  the  great  experiment  they  were 
making  to  bring  free  trade  to  a  test,  when 
they  might  perhaps  have  concurrently 
abundant  harvests  in  this  country  and  on 
the  Continent.  But  he  felt  so  strongly 
that  the  measure  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country,  that  rather  than  endanger  it, 
he  would  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  J.  HANMER  said,  he  had  had  so 
many  opportunities  of  expressing  his  en- 
tire satisfaction  in  the  measures  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  did  not 
consider  it  would  have  been  necessary  to 
offer  any  further  opinion,  unless  upon  sudh 
circumstances  as  might  arise  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  He  regretted  the  protrac*- 
tion  of  that  debate,  as  he  considered  it  pre* 
judicial  to  the  interests  of  the  country,  more 
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partioularly  of  those  interesiB  witih  which 
he  was  oonnected,  namely,  those  of  agri- 
cidttire.     He  wished  to   state*  with  the 
peimissiQai  of  the  House,  the  particular 
reasons  which  induced  him  to  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
in  preference  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Wolverhampton.     If  he 
waa  to  look  at  the  hon«  Memher's  propo- 
sition as  a  mere  ahstract  question,  he  could 
imdouhtedlj  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  an 
immediate  repeal;  hut  when  he  had  to  take 
into  consideration  what  the  consequences 
might  be  in  ease  of  its  adoption  by  that 
House,  and  its  rejection  by  the  House  of 
Lords,    he    felt  himself  bound  to  agree 
with  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  the  Member  for 
the  oity  of  London,  on  the  previous  night, 
and  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.      The  noble 
Lord  had  mentioned  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  that  he  was  well  aware  that  if  that 
proposition  had  been  introduced  by  him,  in 
case  he  had  formed   a  Government,  he 
should  not  have  had  &e  support  of  many 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  then  sup- 
porting the  right  hon.  Baronet.     In  refer- 
ence to  himself,  he  oeuld  say,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken  o£Bce,  and  proposed 
the  measure  ilnder  discussion,  he  should 
have  felt  himself  bound  to  give  his  vote 
fully  distinct  from  party;  and  nothing  would 
have  afforded  him  greater  pleasure  than  to 
have  given  every  fair  ana  reasonable  sup- 
port to  the  noble  Lord  in  the  carrying  of  that 
measure.     In  every  capacity  in  which  he 
looked  upon  it,  whether  as  a  landholder  or 
Member  of  Parliament,  the  representative 
of  a  large  commercial  constituency,  or  whe- 
ther he  looked  backward  to  the  past,  or 
forward  to  ihe  future,  he  felt  himself  bound 
to  give  his  most  cordial  support  to  the 
measure  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb.  MOFFAT  considered  that  the  ar- 
guments advanced  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London,  on  the  previous  night, 
had  been  quite  conclusive  as  to  the  advan- 
tage to  be  derived  from  an  immediate  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws — an  opinion  in  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  appeared  fully  to  con- 
cur. All  parties,  in  fact,  seemed  quite  agreed 
upon  the  point,  until  it  came  to  the  part 
where  they  were  called  upon  to  pass  it,  and 
all  appeared  equally  inclined  to  shHnk  from 
doing  so.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed 
to  be  afraid  to  move  in  the  right  direction; 
and  the  noble  Lord  was  inclined  to  keep  in 
his  wake.   He  had  no  explanations  to  make, 


as  his  constituents  had  sent  him  there  lately 
to  support  every  relaxaUon  that  might  be 
proposed  of  the  existing  restrictions  on  the 
importation  of  food.  But  there  was  one 
thing  which  he  wished  to  remark  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  advocating  the 
principle  of  continued  protection,  and  that 
was,  that  they  should  all  consider  the 
course  they  were  about  to  take,  and  reflect 
upon  what  had  recently  taken  place  in  the 
grain  markets :  let  them  go  to  Mark-^lane, 
and  they  would  find  that  their  com  trade 
had  become  paralysed  within  the  last  few 
weeks,  and  that  the  country  markets  were 
in  an  equally  bad  state. 

Mb.  finch  would  confine  what  he  had 
to  say  to  as  few  words  as  possible,  and 
would  limit  himself  to  the  subject  then  be« 
fore  the  House;  and  in  the  first  place,  he 
wished  no  doiibt  to  be  entertained  in  refer* 
ence  to  his  sentiments.     He  preferred  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton; but  at  the  same  time  he  had  not  the 
slightest  desire  that  that  proposition  should 
be  passed  by  that  House,  although  he  pre- 
ferred it  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  in  case  either  of  the 
propositions  were  to  be  adopted  by  them. 
He  was  in  favour  of  having  the  protection 
continued  for  three  years,  in  order  that, 
before  the  term  expired,  when  the  injurious 
working  of  the  scheme  should  be  known, 
and  the  Legislature  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  that  the  country  would  be 
going  to  ruin  through  its  influence,  that 
they  should  have  time  to  retrace  their 
steps.     He  had  seen  a  great  deal  of  the 
agriculturists  of  England,  and  had  taken 
an  honest  part  in  their  exertions,  and  he 
believed  that  they  were  the  most  persever- 
ing body  of  people  in  the  world;  and  from 
what  he  knew  of  them,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  RusseU)  had 
spoken  in  reference  to  them  under  some 
misapprehension.      Agricultural  improve- 
ment nad  been  going  on  for  forty  years. 
In  1816,  to  so  great  a  height  had  agricul- 
ture improved,  that  Lord  Brougham  stated 
that  no  fewer  than  1,200  Inclosure  Bills 
had  been  passed  within  the  previous  ten 
years,  which  included  no  less  a  space  of 
land  than  2,000,000  of  acres.     He  abso 
stated  that  the  greatest  improvement  had 
taken  place  in  the  cultivation  of  land ;  not 
only  had  large  tracts  of  country  that  were 
previously  in  a  barren  state  been  brought 
into  cultivation,  but  the  land  under  cultiva- 
tion was  very  considerably  improved,  and 
yielded  greater  produce,  and  where  there 
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had  been  only  one  blade  of  grasB  grown, 
the  same  land  then  produced  two;  and  that 
noble  Lord  believed  England   to  be  the 
greatest  agricultural  country  in  the  world. 
Since  the  time  when  Lord  Brougham  spoke 
immense  sums  of  money  had  been  expended 
in  the  improvementof  agriculture byfarmers 
and  landholders;  and  it  was  his  opinion  at 
that  moment,  that  there  was  no  place  in 
the  world  in  which  the  soil  was  so  well  cul- 
tivated.    He  would  mention  another  fact, 
which  he  believed  to  be  such  conclusive 
evidence  on  the  subject,  that  no  one  could 
doubt  it.     The  agriculturists  of  this  coun- 
try possessed  the  best  breed  of  cattle  in  the 
world,  which  was  acknowledged  by  the  fact 
that  the  agricultural  societies  of  Belgium, 
France,  and  Prussia,  sent  to  this  country 
to  purchase  stock.     He  therefore  did  think 
that  it  was  a  little  hard,  when  so  much 
had    been  done  by    tenants,    that  they 
should  be  denied  that  credit  to  which  they 
were  entitled,  and  taunted  in  that  manner 
by  persons  high  in  office,  or  who  might 
soon  be  high  in    office,  as  if  they  were 
lazy  drones,  who  had  been  backwards  in 
adopting  new  improvements.     He   would 
not  notice  the  tempting  offers  that  had  been 
made  to  them  by  the  hon.   Member  for 
Durham.     That  hon.  Member  stated,  that 
if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  were  allowed  to  pass,  they 
would  have  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
dissolved;  and  in  the  next  place,  that  if 
they  would  consent  to  the  proposition,  they 
would  not  inflict  upon  them  another  discus- 
sion in  reference  to  that  measure.     In  re- 
ply to  the  hon.  Member's  first  offer,  he 
confessed  that  he  considered  the  Anti-Gom- 
Law  League  a  very  harmless  body  of  peo- 
ple, who   conducted  their  meetings  in  a 
very  quiet  and  orderly  manner,  and  in  re- 
ference to  which  the  public  would  not  know 
that  such  meetings  had  ever  been  held  but 
for  the  newspaper  reports  of  them;  and 
therefore,  for  his  part,  he  considered  that 
they  had  not  much  reason  to  complain  of 
them,  although  they  had  certainly  heard 
something  about  their  exertions  in  manu- 
facturing voters;  but  as   perhaps   others 
might  be  charged  with  similar  conduct,  he 
would  not  say  much  about  that.     Their 
meetings,   however,  he  maintained,  were 
perfectly  innocent.     But  even  if  they  were 
not  so,  he  could  not  see  how  that  should 
bear  upon  a  question  of  that  nature,  as 
every  measure  should  be  decided  upon  its 
own  merits  alone,  and  was  not  to  be  car- 
ried by  means  of  out-door  clamour.     The 
agriculturiBts  cared  very  little  for  the  Anti- 


Com-Law  League;  but  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  case,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, pass  on  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  se- 
cond offer.    He  said,  if  they  would  consent 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton's 
Motion,  that  they  would  not  inffict  upon 
them  another  debate  upon  that  question. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
they  did  not  look  upon  the  prospect  of  an- 
other debate  as  an  infliction,   for  there 
were  a  number  of  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House  who  were  suffering  very  se- 
verely under  suppressed  speeches;  and  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  desired  it,  and  would 
appoint  Monday  next,  or  any  other  day, 
to  commence  another  discussion,  he  could 
with  safety  promise  that  there  would  be  at 
least  fifty  Gentlemen  who  advocated  pro- 
tection ready  to  make  speeches  in  favour 
of  their  views,  varying  in  length  from  two 
hours  to  half  an  hour.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  that  was  entirely  a 
landlord's  question.     He  denied  that  it  was 
so  ;  but,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  admit- 
ting that  it  was  so,  he  wished  to  know  if 
landlords  had  not   an  equal  right  to  be 
heard  as  manufacturers,  or  any  other  body 
of  people  ?     He  could  not  help  smiling  at 
the  logic  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  he  said  that  in  case  that  mea- 
sure was  then  passed,  it  would  finally  settle 
the  question  of  the  Com  Laws  ;  as  if  the 
people  would  thereby  be  deprived  at  the 
next  general  election  from  again  agitating 
the  question.      That  question,   he   said, 
must  of  all  necessity  be  again  tried  at  the 
ensuing  election,  and  therefore  could  not 
be  settled  then.    There  was  another  reason 
which  showed  him  that  it  could  not  be  then 
settled,  which  was  that  the  measure  was 
likely  to  prove  ruinous  to  not  only  the  agri- 
cultural but  to  the  mercantile  interests  of 
the  country;  which  was  a  sufficient  reason 
why,  in  his  opinion,  it  should  be  tried  again. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
tell  them  why  that  position,  if  carried, 
would  prove  ruinous  to  the  country.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford had  told  them  that  their  imports  of 
foreign  corn  would  be  about  3,000,000  of 
quarters;  but  he  could  tell  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  that  quantity  of  com  in  par- 
ticular seasons  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 
glut  their  markets;  and  he  was  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  were  discussing  that 
question  whilst  labouring  under  great  mis- 
apprehensions.    He  would  refer  to  a  report 
that  had  been  prepared  for  that  House  in 
1841,  which  showed  the  entire  amount  of 
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foreign  grain  that  could  bp  calculated  upon 
for  being  imported  into  this  country:  by 
that  return  he  found  that  Prussia,  in  1838, 
exported  to^  various  ports  of  the  world 
4,000,000  quarters  of  wheat,  and  4,000,000 
quarters  of  other  kinds  of  grain;  and  in 
1840  that  country  exported  5,000,000 
quarters  of  wheat,  and  4,700,000  quarters 
of  other  kinds  of  grain;  to  which  was  to  be 
added  the  150,000,000  quarters  of  com 
that  America  could  furnish — so  that  the 
fair  calculation  of  what  might  be  expected 
to  be  sent  to  this  country  from  all  foreign 
countries,  would  be  about  8,000,000  quar- 
ters of  wheat,  and  7,000,000  quarters  of 
other  descriptions  of  grain;  for  (as  was  well 
said  by  Lord  Hardwicke)  under  such  cir- 
cumstances the  ports  of  England  would  be 
made  "  the  refuge  for  the  destitute."  He 
belieyed,  from  that  view  of  the  case,  that 
from  the  glut  which  must  take  place  in 
their  markets  from  such  an  extensive  im- 
portii^tion,  the  result  must  be  that  ruin 
would  stare  them  in  the  face.  He  under- 
stood that  amongst  the  merchants  at  Liver- 
pool, a  few  days  since,  when  the  result 
of  the  late  division  on  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's measure  was  made  known  there, 
that  some  gentlemen  threw  up  their  hats 
with  joy  on  hearing  of  the  majority  of  the 
Ministers  ;  in  reference  to  which  he  con- 
sidered that  those  gentlemen  were  greatly 
mistaken  in  their  calculations  as  to  the  re- 
sult of  the  contemplated  benefits  expected, 
in  case  the  measure  passed  into  law.  It  was 
his  (Mr.  Finch's)  beUef  that  America  would 
in  a  few  years  be  beaten  by  those  countries 
near  the  Baltic  in  the  production  of  com, 
from  the  greater  facilities  which  they  pos- 
sessed ;  and  in  case  that  should  occur,  it 
could  not  be  denied  but  that  the  manufac- 
turing interest  of  this  country  must  be  se- 
riously injured.  The  disadvantage  this 
country  would  labour  under,  in  competing 
with  the  countries  that  did  not  accept  re- 
ciprocal measures  of  free  trade  woidd  be 
great ;  and  Prussia  would  be  delighted  to 
^ear  of  the  passing  of  that  measure,  but 
M  the  same  time  would  decline  to  respond 
to  it,  by  adopting  a  similar  one.  In  fact, 
the  tariff  of  Prussia  formed  a  part  of  the 
practical  system  by  which  the  different 
States  of  that  part  of  the  world  were  joined 
in  union:  all  the  hopes,  therefore,  that 
had  been  formed  in  reference  to  the  hberal 
conduct  of  Pmssia,  would  be  found  to  be 
altogether  delusive.  There  had  been 
another  reason  assigned  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  the  continuance  of  the  protec- 
tion for  three  years,  and  that  was  the  con- 


dition of  Canada,  which  he  believed  was  a 
sufficient  reason  for  not  hurrying  the  mea- 
sure through  the  House.  [**  Hear."]  He 
knew  that  they  had  had  a  long  debate,  in 
fact  so  long  that  he  believed  it  was  likely 
to  reduce  &e  price  of  opium.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  considering  the  great  interests 
at  stake,  he  thought  they  were  proceeding 
with  indecent  haste  ;  as  they  had  not  had 
time  to  hear  how  the  Canadians  received  the 
intimation  of  the  proposed  change,  and  he 
firmly  believed,  that  they  had  been  most 
shamefully  treated  by  breaking  those  hopes 
that  had  been  cherished  by  them  for  many 
years.  Lord  Stanley,  when  he  introduced 
the  Canada  Cora  Bill,  gave  an  assurance 
to  the  people  of  Canada  that  the  question 
of  their  corn  trade  was  settled.  But  Min- 
isters were  now  treating  the  Canadians  with 
greater  contumely  and  insult  than  they  had 
the  British  agriculturists.  What  a  moment 
too  had  been  chosen,  when  the  question  of 
peace  and  war  between  Great  Britain  and 
America  was  hanging  in  the  balance,  for 
so  insulting  the  Canadians.  It  would  not 
be  surprising  if  they  should  exhibit  greater 
indignation  than  had  been  expressed  by  the 
farmers  of  this  country.  He  conceived 
this  measure  had  been  hurried  on  too  fast. 
He  thought  they  should  first  of  all  have 
the  financial  statement  laid  before  them. 
The  rescinding  of  the  malt  tax  was  what 
the  agriculturists  had  always  relied  upon, 
and  what  the  language  formerly  held  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  naturally  led  them  to  expect. 
It  was  important  that  they  should  see 
from  the  financial  statement,  if  a  hope  of 
such  abolition  could  be  entertained.  He 
thought  it  could  not.  There  would  be  great 
changes  on  the  revenue.  There  was  the 
500,0002.  proposed  as  a  compensation  to 
the  agriculturists,  500,0002.  additional  to 
the  navy  estimates,  at  least  500,0002.  more 
to  the  army  estimates,  about  500,0002. 
to  the  public  works  in  Ireland,  and  there 
was  500,0002.  more  lost  by  the  relaxations 
of  the  new  Tariff.  He  very  much  suspected 
that  in  the  next  quarter's  revenue  there 
would  not  be  a  surplus  of  2,500,0002.  He 
thought,  after  all  that  had  been  said  in 
praise  of  the  financial  skill  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  ihat  there  was  every  chance 
of  a  deficit  in  the  revenue  even  with  the  Pro- 
perty-tax :  before,  the  deficit  was  without 
it.  Under  these  circumstances  he  thought, 
before  the  measure  was  passed,  they  sheiM 
have  a  financial  statement ;  and  he  saw  no 
reason  why  the  acid  which  had  been  stirred 
up  in  the  debaite  should  not  be  neutralized 
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by  aa  early  di&cuBdion  of  the  sugar  duties. 
Nothing  would  gWe  him  greater  satiBfac- 
tion  than  Buch  a  discussion;  but  at  all 
events  thej  ought  to  have  the  financial 
statement.  Another  reason  for  delay  was 
the  state  of  our  relations  with  America. 
Would  it  not  be  most  preposterous  to  have 
no  protective  duty  on  com — a  perfect  free 
trade  and  war  taxation  ?  Open  the  ports 
for  foreign  produce,  and  make  our  own 
people  pay  heavUy  to  support  the  expenses 
of  a  war !  Why,  in  such  an  event  they 
must  put  on  a  beer  tax,  a  house  tax,  and 
a  property  tax.  But  they  were  to  have 
free  trade.  Surely  a  wild^  chimera  never 
entered  into  the  head  ef  the  merest  tyro 
of  a  statesman.  They  ought  to  see 
whether  there  would  be  peace  or  war  be- 
fore they  sanctioned  a  measure  of  this 
Boit,  whidi  inv<^vied  the  social  and  eom- 
mereial  nelations  of  die  eoontry  to  so  large 
an  .extent.  In  the  event  of  war,  would  not 
the  Government  be  justly  ceHsurable  for 
forcing  on  a  measure  hke  the  present, 
whidi  would  cause  disunion  and  create  dis* 
8atis£ftction-^for  breaking  up  a  great 
party,  and  throwing  the  whole  country  into 
eoB&sion  ?  They  woidd  probably  be  obliged 
to  retrace  their  st^,  and  transfer  free 
trade  for  the  next  thirty  years  to  the  North 
Pole.  They  would  be  obliged  to  resume 
the  old  system.  Ke  disliked  the  measure 
in  any  shape,  but  preferred  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  that  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Wolverhampton. 

Mb.  ward  said,  not  one  syllable  of  the 
epeech  of  the  boa.  Gentleman  who  had 
^Hst  sat  down,  with  the  exception  of  the 
last  sentence,  bore  on  the  question  before 
ike  House.  This  was  particularly  hard  on 
the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  an 
opportunity  of  being  heard  in  the  course  of 
the  debate;  but  it  would  seem  that  he  had 
then  forgotten  one-half  of  his  arguments, 
which  occurred  to  him  afterwards,  and 
that  he  took  this  opportunity  of  inflicting 
tiie  forgotten  half  upon  the  House.  Some 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  commercial  prin- 
ciples  were  so  untenable  and  so  unsound, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  avoid  giving  them 
a  reply ;  but,  in  referring  to  them,  he 
should  abstain  as  much  as  possible  from 
going  at  present  into  any  other  part  of 
•the  subject.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  of  the  repeal  of  the  malt  tax  as  a 
boon  to  the  agricultural  interest,  let  it  be 
recollected  that  ninety-nine  parts  of  a  hun- 
dred of  that  tax  were  paid  by  the  consumer 
at  present.  But  if  they  repealed  the  malt 
tax,  they  must  substitute  a  property  tax; 


and  let  them  recollect  how  much  of  that 
would  go  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  farmers. 
Yet  that  was  one  of  the  boons  that  the 
farmers*  Mends  wished  to  confer  on  them. 
There  was  a  proverb,  "  God  preserve  me 
from  my  friends !"  and  it  might  be  said 
by  the  farmers,  ''  God  preserve  us  from  the 
friendship  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  talk 
of  the  repeal  of  the  malt  tax  as  a  boon  to 
us!'*  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
this  Parliament  was  utterly  incompetent  to 
decide  l^is  question.  Now,  what  the  Reform 
Bill  did  for  the  rotten  boroughs,  the  pre- 
sent measure  would  do  for  the  Com  Laws. 
There  was,  however,  this  difference  be- 
tween them  :  for  six  years  this  question 
had  been  discussed  ;  now,  facts  were  every 
day  forcing  themselves  upon  the  common 
sense  of  both  sides  of  the  House,  calling 
on  Parliament  to  legislate  on  this  subject. 
He  would  now  come  to  the  question  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Villiem),  and  he  wcHild 
confess  that  he  never  gave  a  vote  on  any 
subject  with  more  diiEcidty  and  doubt  than 
he  felt  on  this  subject.  He  entirely  con- 
curred in  ev^y  word  of  the  wise  and  states- 
manUke  speech  that  was  deUvered  on  the 
preceding  night  by  hla  noble  Friend  the 
Member  {or  London  (Lord  John  Russell). 
If  he  (Mr.  Ward)  thought  that  his  vote 
would  endanger  the  present  Bill,  or  that  by 
giving  it  he  wvM  run  any  risk  of  depriving 
the  country  of  the  great  benefit  which  had 
been  placed  within  its  reach  by  l&e  mea- 
sure of  the  Government,  he  would  not  vote 
for  his  hon.  Friend's  Amendment.  He 
told  him,  in  the  first  instance,  if  the  right 
hon.  BsM*onet  said  he  would  be  no  longer 
responsible  for  the  success  of  the  measure 
if  an  Amendment  of  this  sort  for  immediate 
repeal  were  carried,  he  (Mr.  Ward)  would, 
for  one,  take  the  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  had  no  sort  of  influence  press- 
ing on  him  from  outside ;  for  his  constitu- 
ents were  satisfied  with  the  measure  which 
the  Government  had  proposed,  and  were 
anxious  to  see  it  carried  out.  But  he 
formed  his  opinion  solely  on  grounds  ^at 
had  presented  themselves  to  him  in  that 
House.  If  he  saw  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  the  sligntest  disposi- 
tion to  meet  on  a  middle  ground,  and  not 
to  carry  on  the  most  factious  opposition 
that  he  ever  had  seen  daring  his  experi- 
ence in  that  House — if  he  saw  any  inten- 
tion on  their  part  to  regard  the  decision  of 
the  other  night  as  a  final  decision  on  this 
subject — ^then  he  would  say  he  would  give 
the  measure  of  the  Government  all  the 
support  he  could.    But  when  he  looked  to 
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the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Memhere  opposite, 
he  found  a  justification  for  voting  for  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Yil- 
liers) ;  for  he  saw  they  looked  upon  the 
decision  of  the  House  as  nothing,  and  that 
they  would  he  satisfied  with  nothing  less 
than  a  ^esh  appeal  to  the  constituencies. 
Had  those  who  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  any  right  to  ahandon  one  hair's- 
hreadth  of  the  position  they  now  occupied, 
when  such  extreme  opinions  were  urged 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House?     When  they  said  that  for  three 
years  this  was  to  be  the  constant  theme  of 
agitation,  and  that  nothing  but  an  appeal 
to  the  constituencies  would  satisfy  them, 
those  who  concurred  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.   YiUiers)  were  bound  to  keep  the 
ground  they  had  at  present.     And  though 
•  his  (Mr.  Ward's)  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  London,  acting  on  a  high  and  hon- 
ourable feeling,  felt  himself  bound,  after 
what  had  passed  with  an  august  Personage, 
to  take  the  Government  measure  in  prefer- 
ence to  any  other ;  he  held  that,  as  an  in- 
dependent Member  of  that   House,   who 
concurred  with  the  Anti-Oom-Law  League, 
and  thought  they  had  done  inestimable  ser- 
vice to  the  country,  he  was  equally  bound 
to  follow  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Villiers)  in 
the  course  he  proposed  of  making  the  re- 
peal immediate.     He  did  not  pass  Uie 
whole  week  in  that  House.     He  passed 
two  days  of  the  week  in  a  less  heated  at- 
mosphere than  he  breathed  there.     He 
mixed  with  men  in  the  country  who  had 
nothing  to  do  with  their  party  questions  ; 
and  he  could  say  that  the  tenant-farmers 
in  many  parts  of  England — ^men  who  dif- 
fered from  him  for  the  last  ten  years  on  this 
question  of  protection — ^were  now  all  re- 
joicing at  the  lai^eness  of  the  majority  by 
which  the  question  was  decided  ;  for  they 
said  they  hoped  this  would  settle  it.  They 
said  they  trusted  they  should  not  have  an 
agitation  kept  up  for  three  years,  and  not 
have  to  endure  protracted  uncertainty;  that 
they  wished  to  look,  not  to  a  dissolution  or 
to  a  new  battle  to  be  fought,  but  to  Mi- 
chaelmas next,  like  practical  sober  men  as 
they  are,  to  enter  into  new  arrangements 
with  their  landlords  to  meet  the  new  state 
of  things  that  had  arisen  from  the  proceed- 
ings in  that  House.    That  was  the  general 
feeling  that  prevailed  through  the  country, 
amongst  men  who  were  not  tainted  by  the 
atmosphere  they  breathed  in  that  House, 
who  did  not  spend  their  time  in  clubs  dis- 
cussing those  questions,  or  in  ransacking 
E<SMard  for  quotations  from  speedies,  to 


prove  a  thing  that  was  admitted,  that  the 
opinions  of  public  men  on  the  Com  Laws 
had  undergone  a  change.     He  believed  if 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  express  their 
real  opinions,  that  Uiey  would  be  found  to 
correspond,  to  a  great  extent,  with  the 
tenant-fiftrmers'  views.     He  believed  that 
in  private  they  all  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for   Somersetshire    (Mr.  Miles), 
that  ''  they  had  better  have  free  trade  at 
once."     ["No,  no."]     Yes,  he  believed 
that  was  their  real  opinion  ;  though,  as 
they  were  now  getting  heated  in  the  fray, 
and  becoming  a  mere  factious  opposition, 
they  find'  it  convenient  to  have  short  me- 
mories, and  not  to  reoollect  the  views  they 
entertained,  and  the  opinions  they    ex- 
pressed, no  longer  than  six  weeks  ago.  To 
his  mind  it  was  clear,  that  if  they  consulted 
their  own  interest — if  they  got  rid  of  their 
odious  party  feelings,  and  looked  at  Ihe 
question  in  a  plain,  practical  point  of  view 
'^they  would  see  diat  they  could  scarcely 
do  themselves  or  their  cause  a  worse  service 
than  by  keeping  ihe  question  open,  it  was 
essential  to  their  t^iantry  that  they  should 
not  discourage  them  in  their  efforts.     But 
whatwtis  the  tendency  of  their  i^eechesf 
They  were   literally   cutting    their    own 
throats.    If  the  result  proved  ^at  the  free 
traders  Were  right  and  the  protectionists 
wrong,  those  very  speeches  would  be  the 
best  weapond  that  the  tenants  could  use 
against  their  landlords.     When  they  eame 
to  arrange  their  rents>  these  **  good  fel- 
lows'* would  say,  *'  Yott  have  told  us  that 
we  have  no  chailce  against  the  Russians 
and  the  Poles — that  the  fat  soils  they  cul- 
tivate, and  which  you  have  so  imctiously 
described,  will  produce  quantities  of  grain 
which  we  can  never  hope  to  grow — ^there- 
fore, in  consistency,  you  cannot  expect  us 
to  pay  the  same  rents  as  when  we  were 
f^c  from  BO  unfair  a  competitaoii."     That 
was  the  way  the  &nner  would  meet  them 
if  they  persisted  in  their  present  course. 
As  it  was,  he  (Mr.  Ward)  believed  that  all 
that  was  desired  was  a  decision.     The  far- 
mers were  not  alarmed,  "  Settle  the  ques- 
tion,'* they  said,  "  settle  it  at  once,  and 
we  can  be  at  no  loss  about  our  future 
proceedings  and  arrangements.**      They 
saw  that  new  facts  had  been  elicited — 
they  saw  that  a  change  of  opinions  had 
occurred — ^they  regretted,  possibly,   that 
difficulties  had  been  raised  to  an  equitable 
settlement  five  years  ago  —  they  regret- 
ted that   Sir   Robert  Peel  had  not,  like 
Lord  John  Russell,  looked  forwards  ;  but 
they  were  content  to  let  bygones  be  by- 
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gones,  provided  there  was  uo  opportunity 
for  the  future — ^no  repetition  of  the  scene 
of  1842,  when  a  measure  was  proposed  as 
a  "  settlement,"  which  was  never  intended 
to  he  a  **  settlement"  at  all.  Believing 
that  a  settlement — a  final  settlement — was 
on  all  hands  desired  now,  he  (Mr.  Ward) 
should  give  his  vote  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton. 
In  doing  so,  he  had  no  desire  to  risk  the 
success  of  this  great  measure,  and  he  had 
no  idea  that  he  was  doing  so.  He  believed, 
indeed,  whatever  might  be  said  here  or  in 
another  place,  that  the  measure  would  give 
greater  satisfaction  if  this  Amendment 
were  grafted  on  it,  and,  holding  that  view, 
he  should  give  it  his  support. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  coidd  not  place  much 
confidence  in  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  respecting 
the  opinions   of  the  farmers,  particularly 
when  he  recollected  what  the  preconceived 
and  long  avowed  sentiments  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  on  this  question.    The  ques- 
tion which  the  House  had  to  decide  was, 
whether  they  would  accept  the  modified 
proposal  of  the  Government,  or  consent  to  a 
total  and  immediate  repeal.     It  was  very 
well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  whose  opinions  on  the  Corn 
Laws  were   well   known,  to   support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton;  but  he  thought  that  hon. 
Member  could  only  ask  the  support  of  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  on  two 
grounds  :  first,  upon  the  ground  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  an  immediate  supply  of  cheap 
food  as  regarded  Ireland;  and,  secondly, 
considering  the  state  of  the  com  markets 
in  the  whole  universe  at  present — consider- 
ing that   no    superfluity   of   com  existed 
anywhere,  and  that  from  the  failure  of  the 
potato   crop  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
the  prices  of  the  continental  markets  were 
much  more  nearly  on  an  equality  with  the 
markets  of  this  country  than  they  would 
probably  be  at  the   expiration  of  three 
years  —  taking  into  account  these  facts, 
the  question  was,  whether  it  would  not  be 
more  to  the  advantage  of  the  agriculturists 
to  have  a  total  and  immediate  repeal  rather 
than  postponement?    As  regarded  the  first 
ground,  the  question  of  impending  famine 
to  Ireland,  he  was  one  of  those  who  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  condemned  the  Go- 
vernment for  opening  the  ports  on  their 
own  responsibility,  if  they  apprehended  a 
famine  there.     But  the  Government  had 
taken  a  different  view  of  the  subject.  They 
were  not  now  called  on  to  consider  the 


question  of  suspension   of   the  law,   nor 
the   expediency  of  providing  against  im- 
pending famine  in  Ireland  ;   for  the  Go- 
vernment  had  not   pursued    the    former 
course,  and  they  had  taken  upon  them- 
selves  the  task   of  providing   against   a 
scarcity  in  Ireland  by  the  introduction  of 
Bills  for  the  execution  of  public  works,  and 
by  purchasing  a  quantity  of  com.     As  to 
the  second  point,  a  general  deficiency  in 
the  continental  markets,  and  the  equaliza- 
tion of  the  price  of  these  markets  with  our 
own,  we  should  perhaps,  considering  this 
argument  per  <e,  be  induced  to  accede  to 
it;  but  there  were  other  things  which  must 
be  considered.     The  prices  of  foreign  corn 
upon   average  years  must  be  taken  into 
account.     He  had  lately  received  some  in- 
formation on  this  point,  which  he  would 
read  to  the  House ;  it   was  from  an  au^ 
thority  which  might  be  relied  upon.     lie 
held  in  his  hand  a  return  of  the  sales  of 
wheat  in  bond  in  1835  by  the  house  of 
Taylor,  Clifibrd,  and  Co.,  com  merchants 
in  Hull.     He  had  seen  the  whole  list  of 
sales  effected  in  every  month  of  1835,  and 
the  prices  at  which  those  sales  took  place. 
The  wheat,  he  had  been  assured,  was  of 
average  quality,  weighing  sixty  pounds  per 
bushel — ^it  was  much  about  the  same  qua- 
lity of  corn  as  that  grown  in  Yorkshire. 
He  would  give  the  House  the  result.     The 
sales  in  bond  took  place  at  between  I5s. 
and  228.  per  quarter;  and  the  quantity  sold 
in  the  port  of  Hull,  in  bond,  in  that  year, 
1835,  was  14,656  quarters  of  wheat,  at 
prices  varying  from  ISs.  to  22s,     In  the 
year  1836,  the  amount  sold  by  the  same 
houses  in    the    same    port  was    18,068 
quarters,  of  which  the  price  varied  between 
425.  and  20^.  a  quarter,  the  average  price 
of  the  whole  being  28«.  Sd,     [Mr.  Hutt  : 
What  was  the  duty  ?]     It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  duty,  but  of  the  price  of  the  com 
as  bought  and  sold  in  bond.     He  did  not 
say  that  those  sales  hod  been  effected  in 
the  markets  of  this  country,  but  had  been 
effected  in  bond.     There  was  another  cir- 
cumstance which  he  thought  ought  to  be 
considered  before  they  consented  to  the 
present  Motion,  viz.,  that  as  much  wheat 
as  they  liked  would  be  brought  from  Bremen 
to  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  at  the  rate  of  1;. 
a  quarter,  being  a  much  lower  cost  of 
freight  than  it  could  be  carried  for  from 
Newcastle  to  Sunderland.     [**  No,  no!  "] 
But  he  (Mr.  Liddell)  said  yes,  yes  :  he  was 
certain  the  fact  was  true,  from  the  source 
whence  he  derived  it.     It  was  conveyed  at 
a  much  lower  rate  from  Bremen  to  New- 
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cafitle,  because  a  cargo  of  coals  was  taken 
back.  He  did  not  mean  to  draw  any  im- 
portant consequences  from  these  facts,  but 
merely  stated  them  as  facts  to  show  that 
if  wheat  could  be  sold  at  the  prices  he  had 
quoted,  and  if  it  could  be  brought  from  the 
Baltic  at  so  cheap  a  rate,  it  was  but  right 
and  proper  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  afford  a  moderate  protec- 
tion for  three  years,  in  order  that  some 
experience  might  be  gained  by  the  land- 
owners, and  that  in  accordance  with  that 
experience  they  might  make  arrangements 
with  their  tenants  befitting  the  nature  of 
the  crisis.  Upon  these  grounds  he  should 
oppose  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton. 

Mr.  HUTT  wished  to  correct  an  error 
into  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  fallen,  in 
supposing  that   com    from   Bremen 


was 


could  regard  the  country  in  which  it  did 
not  present  a  satisfactory  appearance.  But 
in  that  month  an  influential  organ  of  pub- 
lic opinion  commimicated  to  die  country 
the  startling  intelligence  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Goveniment,  in 
the  second  week  of  January  in  this  present 
year,  to  propose  a  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  He  would  ask  any  man  in  the 
House  whether  it  were  not  trae,  that  from 
that  moment  up  to  the  present  time,  both 
the  commerce  and  the  agriculture  of 
the  country  had  been  paralysed?  He 
would  ask  them  whether  they  did  not  be- 
lieve that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
instead  of  rectifying,  had  falsified  that 
prediction,  while  they  took  all  necessary 
precautions  to  meet  the  apprehended  fa- 
mine in  Ireland  —  whether  this  country 
would  not  have    been  as   prosperous  in 


com  from  the  Baltic;  Bremen  being  on  the   March,  1846,  as  it  was  in  October,  1845  ? 


Weser,  which  fell  into  the  North  Sea  or 
German  Ocean.  He  could  account  for  the 
cheapness  of  freight  in  the  instance  alluded 
to,  by  informing  his  hon.  Friend  that  the 
ship  which  carried  the  wheat  was  engaged 
upon  a  voyage  of  discovery,  and  was  ready 


Ho  would,  therefore,  put  the  question  to 
the  House,  whether  it  was  not  true  that 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  the  cause  of 
the  present  prostration  of  commerce,  and 
not  his  hon.  Friends  near  him,  who  stood 
upon  the  ground  which    Her    Majesty's 


to  take  any  cargo  offered;  and  as  regarded   Ministers  were  wont  to  occupy,  and  who 
the  low  prices  at  which  wheat  had  been   resisted  the  innovation-^-the  revolutionary 


sold  at  Hull,  it  was  not  so  surprising  as  the 
statement  made  that  evening  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  that  a  quan- 
tity of  wheat  had  been  actually  destroyed 
in  the  Severn,  on  account  of  the  high  rate 
of  duty,  which  made  it  not  worth  the  im- 
porter's while  to  free  it.  In  1836,  wheat 
in  this  country  was  selling  so  low  as  32s, 
a  quarter  ;  and  imder  these  circumstances 
it  was  not  very  surprising  that  foreign 
wheat  in  bond  should  be  sold  at  Hull  at  2Ss. 
a  quarter.  He  must  therefore  congratulate 
his  hon.  Friend  in  having  discovered  a 
mare's  nest. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK  wished,  in  the  first 
place,  to  say  a  word  upon  the  adjournment 
last  night.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side 
of  the  House  had  been  called  factious. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  complained  of  these  pro- 
tracted debates,  and  stated  that  commerce 
and  agriculture  were  suffering  alike  under 
these  protracted  discussions.  Now,  he 
would  ask  the  House,  and  he  would  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  whom  was 
the  country  indebted  for  these  protracted 
discussions  1  In  October,  1845,  it  was  ac- 
knowledged on  all  hands  that  the  country 
was  quiet — ^that  the  Exchequer  was  over- 
flowing— ^that  trade  was  prosperous — ^that 
the  labourers  were  employed  ;  in  8hoi*t, 
that  there  was  no  aspect  in  which  wc 
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innovation — ^which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
proposed.     There  was  another  ground  on 
which  this  debate  ought  to  be  continued,  and 
it  was  this — that  they  lived  in  a  time  of  great 
changes.     They  had  read  in  ancient  history 
— [**  Oh,  oh!"] — some  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite might  not  be  very  profound  in  an- 
cient history.    They  had  already  had  some 
curious  specimens  of  geography,  but  even 
some  of  those  who  were  not  profoundly 
versed  in  ancient  history,  might  yet  be  old 
enough  to  remember  the  fact  which  he 
was  about  to  state.    They  might  remember 
to  have  read,  and  some  of  them  to  have 
heard,  of  a  distinguished  English  states- 
man, who  for  years  had  occupied  a  high 
position  in  the  affairs  of  this  country,  and 
in  the  confidence  of  his   Sovereign  —  a 
statesman  who  was  supported  by  nearly  the 
largest  majority  that  ever  was  assembled 
within   those  walls — ^who  said,    "  On  ac- 
count of  three  years'  experience,  and  on 
account  of  the  potato-rot  in  Ireland,  I  have 
changed  my  opinions ;  and,  with  that  one 
sentence,    I    dispose    of    all    my  former 
speeches."     Now,   if  such   changes    had 
taken  place  within  the  last  four  months, 
perhaps  if  they  continued  the  debate  for 
four  nights  longer,  they  might  see  the 
same  distinguished  authority  rise  in  his 
place,    and   say,    **  The    potato-rot    has 
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Btopped  now ;  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Lynn  has  brought  ns  information 
which  completely  contradicts  all  that  we 
heard  from  our  emissaries,  and  from  the 
learned  doctors  whom  we  sent  orer  to  in- 
yestigate  the  condition  of  the  potato."  He 
found  that  in  the  peroration  of  the  eloquent 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  England 
was  described  as  favourably  situated  for 
tho  adoption  of  the  principles  of  free  trade 
in  a  geographical  point  of  riew.  It  was 
within  eleyen  days'  rail  of  St.  Petersburgh 
on  the  one  hand,  and  within  eleren  days' 
rail  of  New  York,  on  the  other.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  tell  ikem  whe- 
ther it  was  through  his  three  years*  experi- 
ence on  the  potato-rot  in  Ireland  that  he 
had  discovered  this  geographical  poNtion 
of  England;  but  as  they  had  proved 
already  that  a  town  had  changed  its  po- 
sition from  one  river  to  another,  which 
again  changed  its  course  from  one  sea 
into  another,  ho  had  referred  to  his 
map  to  find  whether  or  not  England 
had  changed.  He  found  that  she  had 
maintained  the  same  position  for  the  last 
three  hundred  years ;  but  in  these  days  of 
frequent  changes,  no  one  knew  how  soon 
she  might  change  her  position.  Another 
reason  why  he  wanted  the  debate  to  be 
continued  was,  that  ho  wanted  to  hear 
more  speeches  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  Treasury  bench,  because  he 
must  say  he  had  never  had  the  good  for- 
tune to  hear  speeches  which  were  better 
calculated  to  support  the  arguments  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  near  him.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  opened  the  debate  by 
telling  them  that  the  country  was  in  a 
state  of  unexampled  prosperity,  and  he 
gave  that  as  a  reason  why  they  should 
adopt  these  changes.  But,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  his  speech,  in  that  awfully  eloquent 
peroration  of  his,  he  told  them  of  two 
figures  he  saw  at  a  distance — two  spectral 
associations  of  famine  and  of  pestilence  in 
the  rear  of  famine,  which,  in  the  course  of 
the  next  three  months,  he  expected  to  visit 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
asked  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Newark,  ••  Why  then  don't  you  open  the 
ports  to  relieve  the  necessities  of  Ireland?" 
But  that  question  was  answered  by  the 
right  hon.  the  Secretary  at  War,  who  said, 
*•  I  should  like  to  know  if  any  Member  of 
this  House  will  point  to  me  tho  country 
from  which  com  is  to  come."  But  if  there 
is  no  coimtry  from  which  corn  is  to  come, 
where  is  the  benefit  to  Ireland  in  the  mean- 
time, or  to  England  in  the  long  rmi,  from 


this  relaxation  of  duties?  The  question 
before  the  House  was  narrowed  very  much 
indeed.  It  was,  whether  they  should  adopt 
ai  total  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  at  the  end 
of  three  years,  or  whether  they  should  adopt 
it  to-night.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  had  relieved  him  from  much  of 
the  difficulty  he  felt  in  giving  his  opinion  on 
this  question.  The  noble  Lord  told  them 
that  Uiough,  in  the  abstract,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  yet, 
in  practice,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
because,  if  the  Amendment  were  carried, 
the  measure  might  leave  the  door  of  this 
House,  but  it  would  never  get  any  further. 
Now,  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  not  un- 
derstand these  shiftings  and  changes.  They 
maintained  the  broad  and  intelligible  prin- 
ciple of  protection,  not  only  to  com,  but  to 
every  species  of  native  industry.  The 
fallacy  which  had  run  through  the  whole 
of  these  debates  was,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  assumed  there  was  some  species  of 
hostility  between  agriculture  and  commerce. 
Now,  he  oontended  that  there  was  no  com- 
petition between  com  and  the  cotton  mills; 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  prosperity  of 
one  was  the  prosperity  of  the  other.  The 
land  did  not  compete  with  the  cotton  mill, 
but  it  did  compete  with  the  land  abroad; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  idle  to  say  that  land 
was  more  lightly  burdened  than  manufac- 
tures. What  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to 
know  was,  that  land  in  this  country  was 
more  lightly  burdened  than  land  abroad. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  had  advised 
them  the  other  night  to  read  the  learned 
doctors  who  treated  on  political  economy. 
Well,  he  would  ask  if  there  was  a  single 
authority  among  these  writers  who  argued 
for  6«e  trade.  He  would  take  only  one 
authority,  Mr.  M*Culloch.  Mr.  M'Culloch 
says  (in  his  work  on  Taxation,  published 
only  last  year)— 

"  Tho  serious  inroad  mado  by  taxation  on  the 
produce  of  the  land  and  labour  of  the  country 
may  be  further  illustrated,  by  comparing  it  with 
the  produce  cither  of  agricultural  or  manufacturing 
industry.  Without  pretending  to  minute  accuracy, 
which,  on  such  subjects,  is  unattainable,  the  quan> 
tity  and  value  of  the  com  annually  grown  in 
England,  may  be  estimated  as  under: — 
Wheat,  U,00b,000  quarter  at  50s,  ..  £36,000,000 

Barley,  5,000,000  ditto  at  30« 7.000.000 

Oats    peas,  and  beans,  12,000,000|    ig  000,000 

ditto  at  2os ,)  ' 

£68,500,000 

We  incline  to  think  that  this  estimate  is  near  the 
mark,  at  all  events  it  is  underrated ;  and,  suppos- 
ing it  to  be  about  accurate,  it  shows  that  the  value 
of  the  share  of  the  produce  of  tho  land  and  labour 
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of  the  United  Kingdom,  taken  as  taxes,  is  oonsi- 
derably  more  than  the  whole  yalue  of  all  the  wheat 
and  barley  annually  produced  in  England." 

How  then,  he  would  ask,  would  this  country 
compete  with  other  countries  when  its  tax- 
ation was  so  enormous  ?  He  knew  he 
should  he  told  what  was  true  in  the  ah- 
stract  must  he  right  in  practice.  But  every 
day*8  experience  seemed  to  show  how 
very  shallow  was  this  maxim :  common  li- 
berty was  a  principle  abstractedly  true ; 
and  yet  they  found  that  in  practice  re- 
straints were  put  upon  human  liberty  from 
infancy  to  old  age.  What  could  be  more 
true  than  those  abstract  dogmas,  the  prac- 
tical effects  of  which,  in  a  neighbouring 
country,  were,  that  revolution  had  roUed 
her  chariot  wheels  in  tracks  of  blood  over 
every  shape  of  himian  right  and  every  con- 
dition of  human  liberty;  and  yet,  what 
Could  be  more  true  than  this  dogma,  that 
all  men  were  bom  equal  ?  There  never  was 
a  grosser  insult  offered  to  the  doctrine  even 
which  they  advocated,  than  to  assert  that 
free  trade  could  be  carried  out  in  a  country 
situated  as  England  was,  and  situated  as 
the  countries  on  the  European  Contment 
were  at  the  present  moment.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  asked  who  would  under- 
take to  close  the  ports  again  if  they  were 
opened  in  the  present  exigency  of  Ireland  ? 
Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant  that 
the  ports  once  being  opened,  public  opinion 
would  be  so  strongly  declared  in  favour  of 
their  remaining  open  that  it  would  not  be 
safe  to  shut  them  again ;  his  answer  was 
this — ^that,  much  as  he  respected  the  elo- 
quence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Colleagues,  he  would  rather  be  con- 
vinced by  one  year's  practical  experience 
of  the  working  of  this  measure,  than  by  aU 
the  abstract  arguments  which  they  had 
brought  forward.  Indeed,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  some  misgivings  as  to  the  effects  of 
this  measui'c,  for  he  did  not  think  it  safe 
to  trust  to  the  practical  expferience  of  the 
country;  but  he  trusted  rather  to  abstract 
opinions  urged  with  his  accustomed  elo- 
quence upon  the  House.  He  apologized 
for  detaining  the  House,  whose  kindness 
he  certainly  was  not  justified  in  trespassing 
upon  further;  but  as  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  had  been  challenged  to  the  proof, 
he  was  ready  to  show  that  there  was  not  a 
writer  in  favour  of  free  trade  of  any  name 
whatever.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port had  sent  him  to  his  studies :  he  told 
them  that  political  economy  was  a  better 
study  than  the  exact  sciences.    Forsaking, 


therefore,  the  negative  roots  of  impossible 
quantities,  he  had  gone  into  his  library- 
he  had  studied  the  political  economists, 
and  there  was  not  one  of  them  who  did  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  that,  for  the  benefit  of  all  classes 
in  the  country,  it  was  necessary  to  give  a 
preponderating  influence  to  the  affairs  of 
land.  Dr<  Johnson,  who  was  not  a  free 
trader,  but  whose  views  were  corroborated 
by  alt  political  economists,  said — 

**  Commerce,  however  we  may  please  ourselves 
with  the  contrary  opinion,  is  one  of  the  daughters 
of  Fortune,  inconstant  and  deceitful  as  her  mother. 
She  chooses  her  residence  where  she  is  at  least 
expected,  and  shifts  her  abode  when  her  con- 
tinuance is,  in  appearance,  most  firmly  settled. 
Who  can  read  the  present  distresses  of  the  Ge- 
noese, whose  only  choice  now  remaining  is  from 
what  monarch  they  shall  solicit  protection  ? — ^who 
can  see  the  Hanseatio  towns  in  ruins,  where  per- 
haps the  inhabitants  do  not  always  equal  the  num- 
ber of  the  houses ;  but  he  will  say  to  himself,  these 
are  the  cities  whose  trade  enabled  them  once  to 
give  laws  to  the  world— to  whose  merchants 
princes  sent  their  jewels  in  pawn,  from  whose 
treasuries  armies  were  paid  and  navies  supplied  ? 
And  who  ean  then  forbear  to  consider  traide  as  a 
weak  and  uncertain  basis  of  power,  and  to  wish  for 
his  own  country  greatness  more  solid,  and  felicity 
more  durable  V* 

He  adds,  in  another  place — 

"  By  agriculture  only  can  commerce  be  perpe- 
tuated, and  by  agriculture  alone  can  we  live  in 
plenty  without  intercourse  with  other  nations. 
This,  therefore,  is  the  great  art  which  every  go- 
vernment ought  to  protect,  every  proprietor  of 
lands  to  practise,  and  every  inquirer  into  nature 
to  improve." 

This  was  a  broad,  statesmanlike,  round, 
and  intelligible  principle.  Now,  that  they 
could  improve  agriculture  by  protection, 
he  called  into  court  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government ;  for  a  great 
portion  of  his  speech  was  occupied  in  prov- 
ing that  from  1804  down  to  the  present 
time,  under  a  system  of  protection,  the 
amount  of  wheat  had  increased,  while  the 
price  of  wheat  had  decreased  ;  and  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Baronet  drew  dif- 
ferent inferences  from  these  facts  in  1841 
and  1846,  yet  he  could  not  but  draw  from 
the  facts  this  conclusion,  that  protection 
had  fostered  commerce — that  coincidently 
with  protection  agriculture  had  flourished ; 
and,  therefore,  he  wished  to  be  informed  on 
what  principle  it  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposed  that  the  House 
should  abandon  the  policy  to  which  he 
stood  pledged,  and  should  adopt  a  new 
course  ?  He  confessed  that  he  was  totally 
incapable  of  seeing  any  grounds  for  such  a 
change.  He  was  not  prepared  to  go  so 
far  as  some  hon.  Gentlemen.     He  was  not 
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prepared  to  say,  that  at  no  period  might 
the  present  Corn  Laws  be  modified.  It 
was  protection  he  contended  for — not  any 
special  form  of  protection — ^neither  for  a 
suding'Scale  in  preference  to  a  fixed  duty, 
nor  ^e  reverse ;  nor  would  he  deny  that 
by  some  reduction  of  taxation,  it  might  be 
possible  to  diminish  the  duties  on  com. 
But  what  he  said  was,  that  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  provided  him  with 
no  such  advantages.  He  did  not  find  in  it 
any  compensation  for  the  injuries  it  would 
inflict  upon  land.  He  saw  in  it  an  imme- 
diate reduction  of  one  important  article — 
the  tithe  of  the  Church  ;  for  it  was  impos- 
sible the  present  amount  of  tithe  could  be 
maintained,  whether  the  proposed  law 
worked  well  or  ill.  He  assumed  that  the 
price  of  wheat  must  be  reduced,  or  the  law 
would  fail  of  accomplishing  its  own  purpose. 
If  the  price  of  food  was  not  lowered,  how 
was  it  to  benefit  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourers in  Ireland  and  England  ?  He  hoped 
he  had  now  shown  why,  on  this  question, 
he  was  prepared  to  vote  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government — not  because  he  ap- 
proved of  their  scheme  in  contradistinction 
to  the  existing  law,  but  because  he  agreed 
with  them  in  thinking  that  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
was  dangerous  and  mischievous  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  country.  One  word  as  to 
the  question  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— why  some  of  his  Friends  had  said, 
and  all  had  cheered  the  saying,  that  they 
would  prefer  immediate  repeal  to  repeal  at 
the  end  of  three  years.  Now,  their  mean- 
ing was  this,  if  they  had  no  choice  at  all 
as  between  the  one  proposal  and  the  other, 
they  would  of  the  two  prefer  total  repeal 
immediately  to  total  repeal  at  the  end  of 
three  years.  But  he  contended  that  they 
had  another  choice — that  in  the  present 
age  of  changes,  the  opinion  of  Parliament 
might  again  turn  in  favour  of  protection ; 
and,  therefore,  they  preferred  to  take  the 
advantage  of  the  three  years  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  by  his  measure  allowed 
them. 

Mr.  HUME  must  say  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  hon.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr. 
Bright)  had  congratulated  himself  that  pro- 
tection was  dead  and  buried ;  but  it  seemed 
to  have  risen  again,  not  exactly  like  a 
giant  refreshed,  in  the  person  of  the  hon. 
Xl ember  for  Evesham.  That  hon.  Member, 
amongst  many  other  curious  observations, 
had  said  that  not  one  of  the  writers  upon 


political  economy  had  written  upon  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  How  tho 
deuce  could  they  write  upon  it  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  much  to  his  satisfaction,  had 
come  forward  with  a  most  comprehensive 
plan;  and  he  did  not  at  all  wonder  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  been  able  to  find  in 
his  library  any  authority  upon  the  subject. 
Protection,  said  the  hon.  Member,  was 
considered  robbery  by  no  one.  He  asserted 
that  protection  was  robbery  ;  and  that  the 
landed  interest  would  never  have  been  able 
to  have  imposed  additional  and  unnatural 
prices  upon  the  food  of  all  the  other  classes 
in  the  State,  if  the  House  of  Commons  had 
not  formerly  been  composed  of  landed  pro- 
prietors.  Until  a  few  years  ago  no  indivi- 
dual could  sit  in  that  House  unless  he  had  a 
qualification  in  land  ;  and  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that  agricultural  proprietors 
should  have  established  the  doctrine  when 
the  power  was  exclusively  in  their  own 
hands.  This,  however,  was  not  the  ques- 
tion. The  question  was,  whether  the  laws 
of  this  country  should  be  equal,  and  whe- 
ther there  was  any  justice  in  permitting  one 
class — ^those  who  possessed  the  land — to 
tax  all  the  other  classes  ?  This  was  the 
effect  of  protection  ;  and  therefore  he  de- 
nied the  justice  of  protection.  The  object 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  policy  was  to 
remove  this  injustice,  and  to  give  to  all 
classes  equal  rights  with  regard  to  food. 
This  measure  would  not  lower  prices,  but 
it  would  equfdise  them  all  over  Europe. 
Ninety  years  ago,  when  the  ports  of  Hol- 
land were  free,  the  average  price  of  wheat 
was  upwards  of  475.  6(i.,  from  which  there 
was  not  much,  if  any,  variation  in  Eng- 
land. He  had  a  right  to  expect  that  as 
improvements  took  place,  prices  throughout 
the  world  would  be  cheaper ;  and  why 
should  not  England  be  placed  in  the  same 
situation  ?  He  did  not  believe  they  would 
fall  more  in  England  than  elsewhere,  and 
he  was  certain  we  should  have  our  food  at 
the  same  prices  as  other  countries.  And 
why  should  we  not  ?  Was  it  just  to  see 
every  year  fifty  millions  of  exports,  created 
by  our  artisans,  and  those  artisans  obliged 
to  pay  higher  prices  for  their  provisions 
than  those  of  any  other  country  in  the 
world  whose  products  came  into  competi- 
tion with  theirs  in  foreign  markets  ?  The 
artisans  of  England,  of  France,  of  Bel- 
gium, and  of  America,  would,  by  this  mea- 
sure, be  placed  as  nearly  as  possible  upon 
the  same  footing  as  regarded  food.  The 
labour  of  our  workmen,  therefore,  would 
find  its  reward  in  neutral  markets:  thus 
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the  country  would  be  benefited,  whilst  our 
artisans  would  not  suffer  from  inequalities 
in  the  price  of  food.  The  late  debate  had 
exhibited,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  an  amount 
of  selfishness  which  he  did  not  suppose  to 
exist  among  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
benches.  The  House  had  heard  of  nothing 
from  them  but  an  anxiety  for  the  landed 
interest,  as  if  they  paid  all  the  taxes  neces- 
sary for  the  support  of  Government;  whilst 
they  paid  only  a  fi'action.  But  he  would 
ask  whether  it  was  becoming  in  them  to 
wish  to  put  their  hands  into  the  pockets  of 
every  other  class  ?  which  he  contended  they 
did.'  lie  might  be  told  that  this  was  an 
unfair  statement ;  but  he  was  prepared  to 
support  it.  The  Income  Tax  of  five  mil- 
lions annually  was  assessed  upon  200  mil- 
lions of  property*  Of  those  200  millions, 
the  whole  land  of  England  was  assessed  at 
only  thirty-two  millions,  manufactures  at 
forty-one  millions,  and  trade  at  fifty  mil- 
lions. Yet,  although  the  land  was  as- 
sessed at  less  than  trade  or  manufactures, 
the  claim  was  made  that  all  the  other  in- 
terests should  pay  to  it  a  higher  price  for 
their  food.  He  would  now  come  to  the  im- 
mediate question,  and  to  how  he  should 
vote  this  evening.  He  looked  upon  the 
measure  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  a 
comprehensive  scheme.  It  was  not  con- 
fined to  com,  but  it  embraced  the  whole 
Tariff,  except  a  few  articles.  It  was  a 
greater,  more  extensive,  and  more  useful 
scheme  than  he  had  anticipated;  and  he 
was  not  willing  to  risk,  in  any  way,  its 
failure.  He  had,  therefore,  determined  to 
vote  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whose 
measure  he  would  take  now,  and  see  how 
much  more  he  could  get  afterwards.  He  ad- 
vised his  hon.  Friends  near  him  to  adopt  the 
language  which  was  used  when  the  Reform 
Bill  was  before  that  House,  and  take  the 
measure,  the  whole  measure,  and  nothing 
but  the  measure.  He  was  sorry  he  could 
not  on  this  occasion  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment; but  he  should  not  be  considered  the 
less  a  free  trader,  for  he  had  supported 
every  proposition  made  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Corn  Laws.  He  still  believed  also  that 
tottil  and  immediate  repeal  would  be  the 
best  course  in  every  way  ;  but  fearing  that 
any  attempt  at  interference  might  risk  the 
whole  arrangement,  he  should  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  measure  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet. 

Lord  G.  BENTINOK  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  we  arc  a  selfish  party, 
and  that  we  cannot  be  content  with  our 
fair  share  of  the  government  of  the  coun- 


try. If  we  had  but  our  fair  share  of  the 
government  of  the  country,  I  think  there 
would  be  very  little  doubt  how  the  measure 
now  under  discussion  would  go  in  this 
House.  But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  means 
to  say  that  we  are  not  only  not  content 
with  having  our  fair  share  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  but  that  we  arc  not 
content  to  bear  our  fair  share  of  the  burdens 
of  the  country,  then  I  beg  leave  to  tell  him 
that  I  differ  from  him  altogether  in  the 
view  which  he  takes.  I  think  it  might  be 
easily  shown  that  so  far  from  not  bearing  a 
fair  share  in  the  taxes  of  the  country,  the 
landed  interests  bear  a  much  larger  share 
than  other  interests.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  landed  interest  is  assessed  at 
32,000,0002.  I  believe  it  is  assessed  at 
37,000,0002.  But  taking  it  at  32,000,0002. 
it  is  so  much  the  better  for  my  argument. 
The  landed  interest  pays  52-I00th8  of  all 
the  poor's  rates  ;  while  the  whole  of  their 
income  is  assessed  at  70,000,0002.  a  year. 
The  other  135,000,0002.  pay  but  48-100th8 
of  the  poor's  rates.  The  landed  interests 
are  only  assessed  at  32,000,0002.,  and  they 
pay  52-lOOths  of  the  poor's  rates,  which 
amounts  to  7,000,0002.  a  year.  I  do  not 
think,  then,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
by  his  speech  to-night,  that  he  is  correct 
in  the  assertion,  that  we  wished  to  relieve 
ourselves  from  our  share  of  the  burdens  of 
the  country.  With  respect  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House — whether  it  should  con- 
sent to  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws,  or  accept  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  I  take  leave  to  say,  that 
my  Friends  here  have  been  much  misap- 
prehended in  what  has  been  stated  by  them 
on  this  subject.  It  has  been  alleged  that 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  is  absent  to-night, 
stated,  in  behalf  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
that  the  farmers  of  England  would  prefer 
to  have  immediate  repeal,  to  a  repeal  hang- 
ing over  them  for  three  years.  In  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  correct ;  but  the  reason 
of  our  preference  for  the  Bill  to  immediate 
repeal  is,  that  we  do  not  consider  it  quite 
certain  that,  at  the  end  of  three  years,  the 
Corn  Laws  will  be  repealed.  Though  we 
may  have  met  with  a  heavy  blow  and  great 
discouragement  in  the  desertion  of  our  lea- 
ders, we  have  been  told  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London,  that  if 
he  had  accepted  the  Government  he  would 
have  been  in  a  minority ;  and  I  can  assure 
my  noble  Friend,  that  I  cordially  concur 
with  him  in  that  sentiment.  I  was  in 
London  during  the  short  interregnum  that 
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followed  the  right  hon.  Baronet *6  resigna- 
tion, and  was  frequenting  the  clubs ;  and  I 
anust  say,  that  so  far  as  I  could  judge  from 
the  sentiments  of  many  Gentlemen  who 
will  Yoto  differently  now,  I  do  not  think  my 
noble  Friend  would  have  had  much  of  their 
support.  If  that  be  so,  is  it  not  a  proof 
that  it  is  not  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  are  changed — ^it  is  not  exactly  their 
opinions  that  are  changed ;  and,  perhaps, 
if  we  go  to  the  country  now,  we  shall  find 
that  Uie  country  will  return  Gentlemen 
holding  the  same  sentiments  as  those  elected 
in  1841,  when  Her  Majesty  appealed  to  the 
country.  We  have,  it  is  true,  received  a 
check — ^we  have  been  repulsed  for  a  mo- 
ment—but we  do  not  think  ourselves  half 
beaten  yet.  Napoleon  said,  the  English 
army  never  knew  when  they  were  beaten, 
and  I  trust  we  shall  find  the  same  result 
in  this  case.  It  may  be  through  ignorance 
on  our  part ;  but  still  we  mean  to  fight  the 
battle  from  pillar  to  post.  We  will  not  be 
defeated  to-night  because  we  join  with  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  also  with  many  of 
my  noble  Friends  and  right  hon.  Friends 
opposite.  To-night,  then,  we  shall  be  in 
a  majority.  But,  if  eventually  we  shall  be 
defeated  in  this  House,  as  we  were  on  Sa- 
turday morning  last,  we  will  retreat  and 
rally  our  forces,  and  will  give  our  opponents 
battle  again  before  the  country.  I  think 
before  we  have  done,  we  shall  drive  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  have  recourse  again 
to  the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty's  people. 
We*8hall  not  despair  of  eventual  success ; 
and  that  is  the  reason  why,  in  perfect  con- 
sistency with  the  opinions  of  the  farmers 
and  landed  interest  of  England,  we  think 
it  is  better  to  vote  for  repeal  at  the  end  of 
three  years,  than  immediate  repeal.  We 
prefer  to  postpone  that  day,  because  we 
know  that  in  the  interval  we  must  be  re- 
turned to  the  people,  and  then  wo  hope  to 
be  able  to  restore  things  to  what  they  were 
before.  Sir,  I  am  too  grateful  for  the  at- 
tention and  indulgence  I  received  the  other 
night  from  the  House  to  go  at  any  length 
into  the  question  this  night ;  but  with  re- 
spect to  the  prices  of  corn  quoted  to-night 
by  some  of  my  hon.  Friends,  and  doubted 
at  the  other  side  of  the  House,  I  must  take 
leave  to  say,  that  I  shall  now  quote  from 
an  authority  which  I  think  cannot  be  im- 
pugned. I  shall  quote  from  Mr.  Porter's 
Tables,  which  have  been  originally  derived 
from  the  Pruaian  Royal  Gazette,  I  find 
from  that  authority  that  during  the  eigh- 
teen years  from  1820  to  183f  inclusive, 
the  avorago  price  of  corn  in  the  porta  of 


Russia,  including  Dantzic  and  Konigsbei^, 
was  258,  4d,  Now,  taking  all  the  expenses 
to  the  port  of  London  at  Qs.  more,  you  will 
then  have  the  price  at  31«.  4d,  That  is 
the  price  at  which  com  can  be  sold  in  the 
port  of  London.  But  in  the  course  of  that 
long  period,  there  were  five  years  consecu- 
tively from  1833  to  1837,  when  the  average 
price  of  com  was  23<. ;  and  five  other  years, 
from  1823  to  1827,  when  the  average  price 
of  corn  was  20<.  Id.  There  are,  besides, 
other  ports  at  which  it  is  sixpence  a  quar- 
ter cheaper.  It  is  clear»  then,  from  these 
returns,  there  will  be  Uttle  doubt  that  we 
shall  have  wheat  in  the  port  of  London  at 
a  very  low  price  when  the  Com  Laws  are 
repealed.  I  have  also  in  my  hand  other 
communications — one  especially  from  a 
constituent  of  my  hon.  Friend,  one  of 
the  Members  for  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  (Mr.  Beckett  Denison),  a  Mr. 
Taylor,  who  has  been  forty  years  in  the 
com  trade.  I  have  no  acquaintance  with 
the  gentleman ;  but  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  can  vouch  for  his  respeotability. 
He  has  voluntarily  written  to  me,  and 
states  that  he  has  been  forty  years  in  the 
com  trade;  and,  during  that  time,  has  pur- 
chased beans  at  Hamburgh  at  from  I0<.  6d. 
to  Il«.  a  quarter;  oats  from  Js,  6d,  to  8«., 
and  wheat  from  18«.  to  23s,  per  quarter.  I 
may  say  that  this  gentleman  adds,  or  rather 
he  commences  his  letter  by  saying,  that  he 
has  read  what  I  had  said  upon  the  subject, 
and  continues  in  these  words — **  Your 
Lordship  is  quite  correct.  The  difference 
in  the  duty  now  payable  by  law  and  the 
duty  proposed  will  be  pocketed  by  the 
holders  of  foreign  com."  I  have  another 
statement  in  confirmation.  I  have  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  named  Bouker,  who  has 
also  been  forty  years  in  the  com  trade, 
and  he  writes  Uiat,  in  1826,  he  purchased 
large  quantities,  to  the  extent  of  several 
thousand  quarters  of  red  wheat,  as  fine  as 
any  that  could  be  grown,  at  prices  varying 
from  18#.  to  21f. ;  and  that  then  freight  to 
London  amounted  to  3«.  6d,  Now,  if  we 
take  the  highest,  2U.,  and  add  3s.  6d.  for 
freight,  it  will  make  24«.  6d.,  and  still 
allow  him  a  reasonable  profit.  Thus  it  will 
be  clear — too  clear — to  tlie  faraaers  uf 
England  at  what  sort  of  price  foreign  com 
can  be  brought  into  the  market  to  compete 
with  theirs.  I  have  another  letter  fr^m  a 
firm  in  Norfolk,  who  state  that  they  have 
purchased  within  the  last  year  807  quarters 
of  wheat  at  Hamburgh,  and  that  they  had 
the  offer  of  3,000  qoarten  at  the  same 
price;  bat  that  they  onlj  pnrekaMd  807* 
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The  price  of  this  wheat,  free  on  hoard,  in 
Jane  last  vaa  26s.  4d.j  and  the  expense  to 
^0  port  of  London,  including  freight, 
lighterage,  port  dues,  and  all  other  small 
incidental  expenses,  amounted  to  65.  more. 
Six  shillings  more  and  26«.  ^.  make 
S2s.  4d.,  and  that  was  the  price  paid  in 
June  last  for  wheat  weighing  62  Ihs.  the 
hushel,  and  imported  hj  this  firm  and  sent 
to  London  for  sale.  I  now  heg  leave  to  in- 
form the  House  that  a  considerahle  portion 
of  this  wheat  is  at  present  in  hond;  and  if 
Gentlemen  will  add  the  existing  duty  of 
17 8.  to  the  oost  of  that  com  at  Mark  Lane, 
they  will  find  that  the  importer  can  afford 
to  pa  J  17^.  duty  and  clear  14s.  profit  he^ 
side.  [**  No,  no."]  I  have  given  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  figures.  I  hope  they  will 
take  them  down,  and  I  challenge  any  hon. 
Member  who  cries  **  No,  no,"  to  dis- 
prove my  assertion,  that  the  importers  of 
the  807  quarters  of  wheat  will  make  less 
than  14s.  profit  after  paying  the  present 
duty  of  17s.  Well,  then,  is  not  that  a 
proof  that  in  the  measure  about  to  he  in- 
troduced hy  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  who 
think  so  much  of  the  taxes  upon  the  people 
— ^who  pretend  to  say  they  could  not  think 
even  if  Ireland  was  starving,  of  coming  to 
this  House,  and  asking  the  House  to  pay 
178.  a  quarter  for  their  wheat — ^is  it  not,  I 
ask,  clear  to  whom  they  will  make  a  pre- 
sent of  the  difference  between  4ts.  and  us. 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  with  reference 
to  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  (Mr.  Bright);  but  he  has  been 
pleased  to  make  a  little  diversion,  and  re- 
cited a  portion  of  the  evidence  which  has 
been  given  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House  with  respect  to  the  damage  done  by 
game  on  the  Duke  of  Rutland's  estate.  It 
is  right  I  should  say  the  witness  in  ques- 
tion was  a  Quaker.  I  assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men I  feel  no  disrespect  for  the  order  of 
Quakers ;  on  the  contrary,  I  entertain  a 
high  respect  for  them ;  but  it  so  happens 
this  gentleman  carried  his  aversion  to  blood- 
shed even  further  than  the  gentlemen  at 
Reading,  who  presented  a  petition  last 
night  in  opposition  to  the  vote  of  thanks 
passed  to  the  British  army  for  their  ser- 
vices in  India.  This  witness  was  a  re- 
spectable and  excellent  man;  but  he  carried 
his  prejudice  to  such  an  extent,  that  though 
he  admitted  the  Duke  of  Rutland  was  an 
excellent  and  kind  man — ^that  he  would  not 
allow  a  poor  man  on  his  estate  to  want — 
that  he  was  a  nobleman  who  could  not  find 
it  in  his  heart  to  turn  out  a  farmer  from  his 
occupation,  although  he  was  a  bad  farmer^ 


whose  ancestors  had  been  long  upon  his 
estate  ;  but  still  this  excellent  Quaker  had 
such  an  aversion  to  bloodshed,  that  he 
could  not  for  his  life  understand  how  the 
Duke  of  Rutland  could  possibly  take  de- 
light in  spilling  the  blood  of  partridges  and 
pheasants.  And  such  was  his  prejudice, 
that  when  it  became  a  question  of  damage 
done  by  game,  he  really  could  see  nothing 
in  its  true  light,  and  went  the  length  of 
telling  us  the  damage  by  game,  even  to 
meadow  land,  was  at  the  rate  of  30^.  per 
acre ;  and  when  I  took  the  liberty  of  cross- 
examining  him,  I  ascertained  the  land  was 
let  at  258.  I  should  wish  to  set  the  hon. 
Member  right  with  respect  to  the  great 
damage  done  by  game  at  the  expense  of  the 
Duke  of  Rutland.  I  suppose  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's argument  is  that,  if  game  is  de- 
stroyed we  can  afford  to  have  free  trade.  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  au-< 
thority  of  my  two  noble  Friends  behind  me, 
sons  of  the  Duke  of  Rutland  (the  Marquess 
of  Granby  and  Lord  John  Manners)  that 
having  been  deceived  by  the  particular 
view  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  he  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck)  had  adverted,  the  noble  Duke 
employed  other  valuers,  and  instead  of  the 
loss  being  9542.  in  1833,  and  9511  in  1844, 
the  new  valuers  valued  at  somewhere  below 
200^.  and  3002.  I  trust  now,  Sir,  I  have 
answered  the  observations  of  my  fellow- 
labourer  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Durham.  I  beg  to  thank  the  House 
for  the  patience  with  which  it  has  listened 
to  me. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  one  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down  went  to  show  how  very  cheap  they 
might  get  com  in  this  country  if  they  al- 
lowed it  to  come  in  duty  free.  The  other 
part  was  in  reference  to  the  proceedings 
of  a  Committee  which  had  not  yet  reported 
to  that  House.  He  would  not  dwell  upon 
the  admissions  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  upon 
the  great  defeat  which  the  principles  he 
advocated  had  experienced,  further  than  to 
say  that  this  was  a  subject  of  great  exul- 
tation to  the  people  of  this  country, 
mingled  with  some  Httle  indignation  at  the 
immense  injustice  which  had  been  prac- 
tised upon  them  for  so  many  years.  But 
the  noble  Lord  had  ^ven  us  Sis.  2d.  as 
the  price  at  which  he  was  going  to  supply 
us  with  bread.  But  he  was  underbid. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  had  of- 
fered us  bread  at  25^.,  and  while  the 
people  could  deal  with  that  hon.  Member, 
they  would  not  go  to  the  noble  Lord's 
shop.     The  question  before   the  House 
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was  a  very  narrow  one.  He  woold  not 
deviate  fixmi  its  diacnsftion.  The  question 
was  this — ^whether  the  Com  Law  was  to  he 
immediately  ahoUshed,  or  to  he  aholished 
in  three  years  ?  He  woold  say,  in  reference 
to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
her  for  Wolveihampton  (Mr.  Villiers),  that 

%  he  thought  it  was  unfortunate  that  it  was 
hrought  forward  at  this  moment ;  hut  he 
helicyed  there  was  no  other  way  con- 
sistently with  the  forms  of  the  House  in 
which  it  could  he  hrought  forward.  If 
this  discussion  could  haye  come  on  at  a 
later  period,  when  the  temper  of  the 
House  was  in  a  fitter  state  for  a  calm  de- 
liheration  of  the  question ;  and  when  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  helow  the  gangway  should 
have  hecome  reconcfled  to  the  passing  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  proposition  (which 
it  ineritahly  would  he),  he  thought  it  might 
hare  heen  differently  entertained :  hecause 
he  had  heard  no  argument  in  favour  of  de- 
laying the  repeal  from  any  man  of  autho- 
rity, from  any  statesman,  politician,  or 
farmer's  friend.  On  the  contrary,  he  would 
reiterate  what  had  heen  said.  The  hon. 
Memher  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles)  dis- 
tinctly asserted  in  the  name  of  the  agri- 
culturists^ <<  Oh !  oh!'*  from  tke  Pro- 
tecti(migt$\  —  yes,  he  made  ^e  distinct 
asseveration,  and  pledged  himself  seriously 
to  the  truth  of  it,  and  while  doing  so  he 
was  unanimously  cheered  hy  the  Gentlemen 
behind  him,  that  if  the  question  was  he- 
tween  delayed  repeal  or  immediate  repeal, 
he  would  prefer  the  latter.  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  said  the  same  thing  in  another 
place.  He  had  not  heard  any  Gentleman 
venture  to  say  that  the  farmers  were  of 
opinion  that  they  would  prefer  a  delayed 
repeal.  He  challenged  any  one  to  say 
that  they  would.  He  believed  that  if  there 
was  anything  upon  which  they  entertained 
&  unanimous  feeling,  it  was  in  favour  of 
immediate  repeal,  as  contradistinguished 
from  delayed  repeal.  He  would  not  include 

^  the  land  agents.  Most  of  the  protectionist 
speakers  were  land  agents.  [**  No,  no  !  *'] 
He  would  repeat  the  statement.  He  had 
been  amongst  them  in  every  county  in  the 
kingdom  ;  and  he  had  challenged  them  at 
their  meetings,  '*  Are  you  not  a  land 
agent?"  and  the  hurst  of  laughter  that 
followed  confirmed  the  question.  The  land 
agents,  and  the  solicitors  and  surveyors, 
were  all  interested  in  promoting  the  causes 
of  removals,  chanp^s,  failures,  and  em- 
barrassments among  the  fanners.  But  he 
would  challMige  any  one  to  get  up  and  say 

*  that  the  fanner  would  prefer  this  delayed 


repeal  to  immediate  repeaL  What  were 
the  grounds  put  forward  in  favour  of  de- 
lay ?  It  was  that  this  question  was  not  to 
he  settled  by  the  division  whidi  might  be 
come  to  now.  It  had  been  said  by  &  noble 
Lord  that  this  battle  was  not  to  be  decided 
by  a  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  noble  Lord  toU  the  House  that  Ni^ 
poleon  once  said  that  the  English  did  not 
know  when  they  were  beaten  ;  he  b^;ged 
to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  he  was  noi 
now  speaking  to  Frenehmoi  but  to  English- 
men. But  all  this  was  in  his  (Mr.  Cobden's) 
opinion  a  very  strong  justification  of  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend ;  for  what  was 
the  object  of  that  Motion  ?  It  was  that 
they  (the  opponents  of  the  Cwn  Laws) 
might  occupy  the  same  position,  that  im- 
pregnable position  in  die  country,  by 
which  they  had  been  enabled  to  beat,  and 
should  continue  to  be  able  to  beat,  the  no* 
ble  Lord  and  those  who  thought  with  him. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Hume),  had  chided  him  and 
Friends  for  bringing  forward  this 
Motion  involving  a  question  which  he  (Mr. 
Cobden)  believed  to  be  the  very  bond  of 
union  amongst  the  friends  of  free  trade. 
He  was  at  all  times  prepared  to  listen  to 
everything  which  might  fall  from  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  was  entitled  to  their  respect- 
ful attention ;  for  no  one  had  ever  taken  » 
greater  part  in  the  advocacy  of  the  prin* 
ciples  of  free  trade,  and  that  at  a  period 
when  they  were  very  differently  received 
from  what  they  were  now.  He,  for  one, 
would  never  rob  his  hon.  Friend  of  the 
laurels  which  he  had  justly  won.  But  he 
would  ask  his  hon.  Friend,  whether  this 
question  of  free  trade  would  eret  have  oe*  ^ 
cupied  the  position  it  now  did  in  that 
House,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  organi- 
zation out  of  doors  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  R.  Peel)  must  have  too  keen  n 
reeollection  of  those  most  unseemly  sounds 
which  used  to  break  upon  his  ear,  when  he 
dared  to  mention  com,  or  the  Com  Law, 
fifteen  years  ago.  It  was  only  since  this 
organisatiou  had  taken  place  that  the 
question  of  the  Com  Laws  had  ever  had 
a  fair  hearing  in  that  House.  If  then 
they,  the  advocates  of  repeal*  were  to 
depart  from  their  position  ;  if  such  n  thing 
could  arise  as  that  they  should  be  disbanded 
and  dispersed  out  of  doors;  if  public  opin- 
ion on  this  great  question  should  be  with- 
drawn, he  would  ask  whether  it  was  likely 
any  free-trade  measure  could  be  carried 
even  now  ?  Therefore,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Villiers)  was  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
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the  friends  of  free  trade,  for  having  brought 
forward  this  Amendment.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  been  justified  by  everything  which  had 
occurred  in  that  House.  Every  one,  on 
both  sides  of  the  House — ^those  who  had 
spoken  in  favour  of  the  measure,  and  those 
who  had  spoken  against  it-some  on  one 
side,  and  some  on  the  other — every  one 
had  failed  to  show  that  the  foundation  of 
the  principle  he  and  his  hon.  Friend  were 
contending  for  was  wrong.  When,  then, 
it  couM  be  shown  that  they  were  right  in 
principle,  it  must  be  very  obvious  that  they 
could  never.be  wrong  with  the  country. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London,  took  exception  to  the  Amendment, 
because  it  would  endanger  the  measure  of 
the  Government.  In  the  first  place,  he 
(Mr.  Cobden)  did  not  think  that  any  dan- 
ger to  the  measure  of  the  Government 
« would  be  incurred  by  any  vote  which  might 
be  given  on  his  (Mr.  Cobden*s)  side  of  the 
House,  seeing  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  going  to  vote  for  the  three  years 
proposition,  in  the  hope  of  keeping  the 
Com  Law  on  in  perpetuity.  He  would  ask 
his  noble  Friend  and  others,  had  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  offered  any  guarantee  to  the 
House  that,  if  he  could  pass  this  measure 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  he  could 
pass  it  into  a  law  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  heard  the  insinuation,  and  even 
the  threat,  that  the  fate  of  this  measure 
should  be  decided  in  another  place;  and  if 
he  (Mr.  Cobden)  understood  the  language 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  gangway,  it 
was  this — ^that  they  (the  House  of  Com- 
mons) must  look  for  the  rejection  of  this 
measure  elsewhere.  Seeing  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  not  give  them  a  gua- 
rantee for  passing  this  measure  into  a  law, 
they  (the  free  traders)  could  not  surrender 
theb  principle  into  his  hands  in  favour  of 
a  measure,  though  he  (Mr.  Cobden)  would 
admit  that  measure  was  very  little  inferior 
to  his  own.  He  would  not  undervalue  the 
measure.  He  had  said  it  was  17«.  6d.  in 
the  pound  of  their  (the  free-traders*)  de- 
mand; and  it  was  a  food  guarantee  and 
security  for  the  other  2<.  M.  The  people 
out  of  doors — the  repealers — neither  de-^ 
sired,  nor  would  it  be  possible,  to  offer  any 
obstruction  to  the  passing  of  this  measure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already 
allayed  agitation  by  the  proposition;  and 
the  country  was  tranquil  and  in  suspense, 
awaiting  the  passing  of  this  measure.  But 
the  country  was  only  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  he  could  get  that    measure 


passed.  If  it  were  now  transferred  from 
this  arena  to  bo  disposed  of  in  another 
place,  he  would  say  that,  as  far  as  out-of- 
door  agitation  went,  if  this  measure  were 
passed — ^if  it  were  acquiesced  in — that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  maintain  or  excite 
any  intense  agitation  until  the  law  expired.  * 
It  was  obvious  that  the  law  would  run  out 
of  itself.  The  English  people  were  prac- 
tical people;  and  they  would  say,  "  Where 
is  the  use  of  creating  agitation  ?  We  know 
the  end  of  it  is  inevitable — the  Act  of  Par- 
liament has  provided  for  its  extinction;  and 
though  we  have  to  wait  a  year  and  a  half, 
which  we  would  rather  not  do,  still  before  we 
could  get  up  an  agitation  against  it  the  law 
would  expire.*'  But  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  placed  him  (Mr.  Cobden)  and  his 
Friends  who  were  free  traders  in  a  position 
which  justified  the  observation  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Durham  last  night. 
They  had,  in  fact,  rendered  imperative  the 
very  course  he  then  stated.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  in  the  first  place,  said  they 
would  not  let  the  measure  pass  if  they 
could  help  it;  and  that,  if  it  was  passed, 
they  would  then  agitate  for  another  elec- 
tion in  the  hope  of  imdoing  it.  Now,  he 
saw  a  desperate  course  was  detei'mined  upon 
by  the  hundred  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  [''More!*']  No;  he  (Mr.  Cobden) 
did  not  think  there  were  more.  They  were 
prepared  for  any  desperate  course,  con- 
sistently with  the  Orders  of  the  House,  and 
consistently  with  honoiu*,  to  reject  and 
defeat  this  measure.  They  were  not  only 
prepared  to  do  this,  but  they  were  pre- 
pared also,  at  the  first  convenient  opportu- 
nity, to  put  the  present  Government  in  a 
minority.  He,  for  one,  saw  great  danger 
in  that  course.  They  might  not  have  the 
power  in  that  case  of  pressing  that  mea- 
sure on  the  attention  of  the  House  until 
this  should  be  disposed  of.  Again,  there 
might  be  some  delay  in  another  place,  and 
there  were  also  Motions  now  on  the  Paper 
of  the  House,  which  might  be  brought  for- 
ward before  this  measure  was  disposed  of 
in  that  House,  or  elsewhere,  upon  which 
the  Government  might  possibly  be  thrown 
into  a  minority.  He  could  foresee  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  Government  being  out  of 
office  before  this  measure  passed  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  could  not  say 
whether  the  present  Ministers'  possession 
of  office  was  worth  six  weeks'  or  two  months' 
purchase.  He  (Mr.  Cobden),  however,  must 
say,  that  he  could  not  see  either  the  wis- 
dom or  policy  in  turning  the  right  hon.4i 
Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  out  of  office.  That, 
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was  a  very  narrow  one.  He  would  not 
deviate  from  its  discussion.  The  question 
was  this — ^whether  the  Com  Law  was  to  be 
immediately  abolished,  or  to  be  abolished 
in  three  years  ?  He  would  say,  in  reference 
to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers),  that 

%  he  thought  it  was  unfortunate  that  it  was 
brought  forward  at  this  moment ;  but  he 
believed  there  was  no  other  way  con- 
sistently with  the  forms  of  the  House  in 
which  it  could  be  brought  forward.  If 
this  discussion  could  have  come  on  at  a 
later  period,  when  the  temper  of  the 
House  was  in  a  fitter  state  for  a  calm  de- 
liberation of  the  question ;  and  when  the 
hon.  Gentiemen  below  the  gangway  should 
have  become  reconciled  to  the  passing  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  proposition  (which 
it  inevitably  would  be),  he  thought  it  might 
have  been  differently  entertained :  because 
he  had  heard  no  argument  in  favour  of  de- 
laying the  repeal  from  any  man  of  autho- 
rity, from  any  statesman,  politician,  or 
farmer's  fnend.  On  the  contrary,  he  would 
reiterate  what  had  been  said.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles)  dis- 
tinctly asserted  in  the  name  of  the  agri- 
culturists—["  Oh !  oh!"  from  the  Pro- 
iectionigtg]  —  yes,  he  made  the  distinct 
asseveration,  and  pledged  himself  seriously 
to  the  truth  of  it,  and  while  doing  so  he 
was  unanimously  cheered  by  the  Gentlemen 
behind  him,  that  if  the  question  was  be- 
tween delayed  repeal  or  immediate  repeal, 
he  would  prefer  the  latter.  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  said  the  same  thing  in  another 
place.  He  had  not  heard  any  Gentleman 
venture  to  say  that  the  farmers  were  of 
opinion  that  they  would  prefer  a  delayed 
repeal.  He  challenged  any  one  to  say 
that  they  would.  He  believed  that  if  there 
was  anything  upon  which  they  entertained 
a  tmanimous  feeling,  it  was  in  favour  of 
immediate  repeal,  as  contradistinguished 
from  delayed  repeal.  He  would  not  include 

^  the  land  agents.  Most  of  the  protectionist 
speakers  were  land  agents.  [**  No,  no  ! " 
He  would  repeat  the  statement.  He  ha 
been  amongst  them  in  every  county  in  the 
kingdom  ;  and  he  had  challenged  them  at 
their  meetings,  '*  Are  you  not  a  land 
agent?"  and  the  burst  of  laughter  that 
followed  confirmed  the  question.  The  land 
agents,  and  the  solicitors  and  surveyors, 
were  all  interested  in  promoting  the  causes 
of  removals,  changes,  failures,  and  em- 
barrassments among  the  farmers.  But  he 
would  challenge  any  one  to  get  up  and  say 

^  that  the  farmer  would  prefer  this  delayed 


} 


repeal  to  immediate  repeal.  What  were 
the  grounds  put  forward  in  favour  of  de- 
lay ?  It  was  that  this  question  was  not  to 
be  settled  by  the  division  which  might  be 
come  to  now.  It  had  been  said  by  a  noble 
Lord  that  this  battle  was  not  to  be  decided 
by  a  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  noble  Lord  told  the  House  that  Na^ 
poleon  once  said  that  the  English  did  not 
know  when  they  were  beaten  ;  he  b^ged 
to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  he  was  not 
now  speaking  to  Frenchmen  but  to  English- 
men. But  all  this  was  in  his  (Mr.  Cobden's) 
opinion  a  very  strong  justification  of  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend ;  for  what  was 
the  object  of  that  Motion  ?  It  was  that 
they  (the  opponents  of  the  Com  Laws) 
might  occupy  the  same  position,  that  im- 
pregnable position  in  the  country,  by 
which  they  had  been  enabled  to  beat,  and 
should  continue  to  be  able  to  beat,  the  no- 
ble Lord  and  those  who  thought  with  him. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mon^ 
trose  (Mr.  Hume),  had  chided  him  and  his 
Friends  for  bringing  forward  this  Motion — a 
Motion  involving  a  question  which  he  (Mr. 
Cobden)  believed  to  be  the  very  bond  of 
union  amongst  the  friends  of  free  trade. 
He  was  at  all  times  prepared  to  listen  to 
everything  which  might  fall  from  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  was  entitled  to  their  respect- 
ful attention ;  for  no  one  had  ever  taken  » 
greater  part  in  the  advocacy  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade,  and  that  at  a  period 
when  they  were  very  differently  received 
from  what  they  were  now.  He,  for  one^ 
would  never  rob  his  hon.  Friend  of  the 
laurels  which  he  had  justly  won.  But  he 
would  ask  his  hon.  Friend,  whether  this 
question  of  free  trade  would  ever  have  oc-  ^ 
cupied  the  position  it  now  did  in  that 
House,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  organi- 
zation out  of  doors  ?  The  right  hon.  G»en- 
tleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  must  have  too  keen  a 
reeoUection  of  those  most  unseemly  sounds 
which  used  to  break  upon  his  ear,  when  he 
dared  to  mention  com,  or  the  Com  Law, 
fifteen  years  ago.  It  was  only  since  this 
organization  had  taken  place  that  the 
question  of  the  Corn  Laws  had  ever  had 
a  fair  hearing  in  that  House.  If  then 
they,  the  advocates  of  repeal,  were  to 
depart  from  their  position ;  if  such  a  thing 
could  arise  as  that  they  should  be  disbanded 
and  dispersed  out  of  doors;  if  public  opin* 
ion  on  this  great  question  should  be  with- 
drawn, he  would  ask  whether  it  was  likely 
any  free-trade  measure  could  be  carried 
even  now  ?  Therefore,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Villiers)  was  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
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merely  for  the  pleasure  of  eliowing  his  an* 
tagonism  to  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side.  He  would  distinctly  say  that  he 
considered  this  ^  wise,  prudent,  and  con- 
siderate arrang^nent.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand how  any  person  who  had  seriously 
recognised  the  advantage  of  protection  to 
com  up  to  the  present  period,  could  view 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  any  other  light  than  a  benefit  and  an 
aUeviation  of  the  difficulties  they  expected 
to  encounter.  Were  they  to  reject  his 
proposition,  and  at  once  accept  an  imme- 
diate  and  entire  repeal,  it  would  be  exactly 
like  preferring  to  go  down  a  very  steep, 
instead  of  a  moderate  decline,  and  to  go 
down  it  at  full  speed.  They  would  lose, 
as  at  this  moment,  a  protection  of  20«., 
instead  of  14<.;  and  when  the  price  was  at 
48«.,  they  would  lose  20$.  instead  of  lOs, 
Another  point  to  which  he  would  refer, 
was  the  unsettled  state  of  the  arrange- 
ments between  landlords  and  tenants;  at 
present  they  did  not  know  how  to  make 
their  arrangements.  He,  for  one,  should 
be  exceedingly  glad  to  come  to  a  fair  un- 
derstanding with  his  tenants,  and  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  three  years  of  a  partial 
but  comparative  security,  in  which  to  as- 
certain how  this  great  change  would  really 
work,  and  to  calculate  better  what  would 
be  its  effect  when  carried  out  to  its  full 
extent.  Probably  the  whole  work  of  de- 
terioration would  in  that  interval  take 
place;  and  they  should  then  know  what 
they  had  to  look  for,  and  might  make  the 
best  arrangements  they  coidd.  Another 
consideration  with  him  was  a  wish  to  avoid 
interference  with  the  details  of  his  right 
hi)n.  Friend's  measure,  of  which  he  alone 
was  the  best  judge,  being  in  exclusive 
possession  of  the  means  of  forming  an  ac- 
curate opinion.  In  fact,  he  did  not  choose 
to  share  in  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  re- 
sponsibility; it  was  possible  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (though  they  could  not  see  it), 
might  be  conferring  a  great  advantage  on 
the  country;  therefore,  if  his  efforts  were 
erowned  with  success,  deserved  or  not,  let 
him  have  the  full  credit  of  it.  But  if  it 
should  prove  a  failure,  if  seasons  of  agri- 
cultural distress  should  supervene ;  and  if 
the  distress  should  extend  itself  to  other 
interests,  let  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bear 
the  whdo  responsibUity.  The  principle  of 
the  measure  having  been  fiilly  and  fairly 
affirmed,  they  would  do  best  to  leave  it 
untouched  in  the  details. 

Mr.  T.  S.  buncombe  said,  he  had 
already  stated  that  he  should  give  his 


humble  support  to  the  measure  of  the 
Government  as  it  stood.  He  was  fully 
aware  that  by  voting  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton,  ho  might  give  a 
more  popular  vote ;  but  he  wished  to  give 
all  the  assistance  in  his  power  to  enable 
Ministers  to  carry  this  measure — ^the  right 
hon.  Baronet  having  stated,  most  truly, 
that  he  could  not  be  responsible  for  the 
consequences  of  this  wide  measure  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton were  adopted.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  certaiidy  stated,  that  had 
such  a  proposition  come  from  the  protec- 
tiopists,  he  would  not  have  refused  to  ac- 
commodate them;  but  this  had  not  been 
the  case.  Wishing  to  see  the  measure 
carried  as  it  stood,  he  felt  proud  to  vote 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Having  called 
on  the  Government  to  stand  by  the  whole 
of  their  original  plan,  were  he  now  to  de- 
sert them,  and  vote  for  immediate  repeal, 
he  should  have  no  right  to  require  from 
them  an  adherence  to  the  proposal  for 
either  an  immediate  or  prospective  settle- 
ment. He  had  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Com  Laws  long  before  the  Anti-Corn-Law 
League  was  in  existence ;  but  he  regarded 
this  measure  in  a  practical  point  of  view, 
and  with  reference  to  the  state  of  parties 
in  the  countiy.  On  a  former  occasion  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  said  they  should 
prefer  immediate  to  deferred  repeal;  but 
now,  when  put  to  the  test,  it  appeared 
they  would  go  into  the  lobby  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  whom  they  were  vitu- 
perating and  calumniating  from  day  to 
day.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
be  safe  in  the  lobby  with  those  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  had  moved  this 
Amendment ;  it  would  answer  no  purpose, 
unless  it  were  to  save  the  conscience  and 
honour  of  the  Anti-Oorn-Law  League,  who 
had  always  been  pledged  to  total  and  im- 
mediate repeal.  So  had  he  (Mr.  Dun- 
combe)  and  other  hon.  Members  ;  and  they 
had  voted  for  it  long  before  these  Gentle- 
men of  the  League  came  into  that  House. 
Whatever  might  be  the  consequences,  and 
however  unpopular  the  Anti-Cora-Law 
League  might  make  his  vote  on  this  oc- 
casion, ho  felt  bound  to  go  out  with  Min- 
isters. 

The  Earl  of  MARCH  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  into  which  lobby  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  go  with  safety.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  told  them  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  be  safe  in  their  lobby ; 
but  he  should  think,   from  the  <;ircum- 
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fitanees  wbich  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  few  jcars,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Home  Secretary  was  not  safe  in  the 
same  lohbj  with  Uie  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbnrj.  However,  he  might  venture  to 
assert  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  GoTcmment  wonld  not  meet 
with  any  great  degree  of  personal  incon- 
Tcnience  from  hon.  Members  who  sat  abont 
him.  He  wonld  not  have  risen  had  it  not 
been  for  the  pointed  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  with  respect  to  his 
noble  relative.  The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  his  noble  relative  had  declared 
in  another  place  that  he  was  for  an  inune- 
diate  as  well  as  total  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  That  statement  he  begged  leave 
most  distinctly  to  deny.  He  had  the  best 
reason  for  knowing  that  what  his  noble 
relative  really  said,  was,  that  he  thought 
it  better  to  have  a  total  and  immediate 
abolition  of  all  dnty  on  com,  rather  than  a 
diminishing  duty  for  three  years,  and  then 
a  repeal  of  all  protection,  supposing  that 
the  present  measure  was  inevitable,  and 
that  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment be  carried.  But  his  noble  relative 
felt  that  the  measure  could  not  be  carried, 
and  entertaining  that  belief,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  the  height  of  folly 
to  advocate  an  immediate  and  total  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  What  reason  had  his 
noble  relative  for  believing  it  could  not  be 
carried?  One  of  the  strongest  was  con- 
tained in  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London,  who  last  night 
expressed  his  firm  belief  that  if  he  had 
been  in  power,  and  had  proposed  a  mea- 
sure precisely  similar  to  that  now  brought 
foinvard  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
should  have  been  in  a  minority,  even  though 
he  had  been  supported  by  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  individual  capacity  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
expressing  that  belief,  the  noble  Lord  in 
eflcct  said  that  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  opposed  to  this  measure 
of  the  rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  clear 
that  the  case  was  so  from  that  statement. 
The  country  certainly  was  against  it.  Let 
the  House  look  to  the  result  of  the  recent 
elwtions  in  proof  of  that.  Let  them  look 
to  the  returns  for  two  divisions  of  Notting- 
hamshire, for  Gloucester,  and  for  West- 
minister. \ Laughter.]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
might  laugn,  and  think  he  had  forgotten 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  who  had 
!>een  returned  for  Westminster  voted  with 
the  Govoramont.  Certainly  not ;  he  knew 
it  welly  but  he  referred  to  that  election 


because  it  proved  that  the  people  of  West- 
minster were    better   gratified — were 
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fact  delighted  to  return  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  whose  principles  they 
were  acquainted  with — rather  than  the 
gallant  Officer,  a  great  friend  of  hb  ( Lord 
March)  who  professed  one  principle  in  1S41 , 
and  another  in  1846.  The  electors  pre- 
ferred a  man  who  adhered  to  hb  opinions 
and  pledges,  and  did  not  deceive  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  said  he 
would  fight  the  ghost  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League  against  the  flesh  and  bl<K>d  and 
sinews  of  the  protectionists.  To  that  con- 
test he  challenged  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Did  the  hon.  Member,  when  he  made  that 
offer,  recollect  the  position  in  which  he 
placed  the  body  he  so  ably  represented  in 
that  House  ?  Did  he  forget  that  before  he 
could  produce  the  ghost  of  the  League,  he 
must  entirely  annihilate  its  substance? 
Whilst  he  gave  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  every  credit  for  consistency* 
and  believed  he  was  actuated  in  his  coarse 
of  conduct  by  a  desire  for  the  welfare  of  his 
country,  he  could  not  but  say  that  it  was 
most  inconsistent  for  a  Government  brought 
in  on  the  principles  of  protection  to  British 
industry,  by  a  majority  of  ninety-one,  to 
bring  forwitfd  a  measure  for  its  destruction* 
and  that  they  ought  first,  in  c<Hnmon  ho* 
nesty,  to  appeal  to  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  HUDSON  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  troubled  the  House  but  for  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport.  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  misrepresented  a  statement  which 
had  fallen  from  him  on  a  former  occasion. 
What  he  had  stated — and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  had  read  all  the  debates 
he  must  have  seen  it — ^was,  that  at  the  end 
of  the  three  years,  the  probable  average 
would  be  «35«.  to  40«.,  not  2os.  a  quarter. 
The  hon.  Member  had  talked  of  the  ghost 
of  the  League.  He  had  met  the  body  of 
the  Leai^ie  in  Sunderland,  and  he  thought 
he  might  fairly  say  he  had  routed  it.  Now 
he  fairly  warned  that  body,  that  there  was 
nothing  of  which  the  people  of  England 
were  so  jealous  as  the  wholesale  manufac- 
ture of  votes,  and  the  system  of  misrepre- 
sentation and  intimidation  which  for  somo 
time  had  been  carried  on.  There  was  no- 
thing which  the  pe«>ple  of  England  would 
repel  with  so  much  indignation  as  conduct 
like  that.  The  League  ought  to  have 
stated  their  case  fairly  to  the  people  of 
England,  and  told  them  the  probable  ef- 
fects of  the  change  on  the  rale  of  wages; 
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of  the  United  Kingdom,  taken  aa  taxes,  is  oonsi- 
derably  more  than  the  whole  yalue  of  all  the  wheat 
and  lKU*ley  annually  produced  in  England." 

How  then,  lie  would  ask,  would  this  country 
compete  with  other  countries  when  its  tax- 
ation was  so  enormous  ?  He  knew  he 
should  he  told  what  was  true  in  the  ah- 
stract  must  he  right  in  practice.  But  every- 
day *8  experience  seemed  to  show  how 
very  shallow  was  this  maxim :  common  li- 
herty  was  a  principle  ahstractedly  true ; 
and  yet  they  found  that  in  practice  re- 
straints were  put  upon  human  liberty  from 
infancy  to  old  age.  What  could  he  more 
true  than  those  abstract  dogmas,  the  prac- 
tical effects  of  which,  in  a  neighbouring 
country,  were,  that  reTolution  had  rolled 
her  chariot  wheels  in  tracks  of  blood  over 
every  shape  of  human  right  and  every  con- 
dition of  human  liberty;  and  yet,  what 
could  be  more  true  than  this  dogma,  that 
all  men  were  bom  equal  ?  There  never  was 
a  grosser  insult  offered  to  the  doctrine  even 
which  they  advocated,  than  to  assert  that 
free  trade  could  be  carried  out  in  a  country 
situated  as  Bngland  was,  and  situated  as 
the  countries  on  the  European  Continent 
were  at  the  present  moment.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  asked  who  would  under- 
take to  close  the  ports  again  if  they  were 
opened  in  the  present  exigency  of  Ireland  ? 
Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant  that 
the  ports  once  being  opened,  public  opinion 
would  be  so  strongly  declared  in  favour  of 
their  remaining  open  that  it  would  not  be 
safe  to  shut  them  again ;  his  answer  was 
this — that,  much  as  he  respected  the  elo- 
quence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Colleagues,  he  would  rather  be  con- 
vinced by  one  year*s  practical  experience 
of  the  working  of  this  measure,  than  by  all 
the  abstract  arguments  which  they  had 
brought  forward.  Indeed,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  some  misgivings  as  to  the  effects  of 
this  measm'c,  for  he  did  not  think  it  safe 
to  trust  to  the  practical  experience  of  the 
country;  but  he  trusted  rather  to  abstract 
opinions  urged  with  his  accustomed  elo- 
quence upon  the  House.  He  apologized 
for  detaining  the  House,  whose  kindness 
he  certainly  was  not  justified  in  trespassing 
upon  further;  but  as  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  had  been  challenged  to  the  proof, 
he  was  ready  to  show  that  there  was  not  a 
writer  in  favour  of  free  trade  of  any  name 
whatever.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port had  sent  him  to  his  studies :  he  told 
them  that  political  economy  was  a  better 
study  than  the  exact  sciences.    Forsaking, 


therefore,  the  negative  roots  of  impossible 
quantities,  he  had  gone  into  his  library — 
he  had  studied  the  political  economists, 
and  there  was  not  one  of  them  who  did  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London,  that,  for  the  benefit  of  all  classea 
in  the  country,  it  was  necessary  to  give  a 
preponderating  influence  to  the  affairs  of 
land.  Dr.  Johnson,  who  was  not  a  free 
trader,  but  whose  views  were  corroborated 
by  all  political  economists,  said — 

"  Commerce,  however  we  may  please  ourselves 
with  the  contrary  opinion,  is  one  of  the  daughters 
of  Fortune,  inconstant  and  deceitful  as  her  mother. 
She  chooses  her  residence  where  she  is  at  least 
expected,  and  shifts  her  abode  when  her  con- 
tinuance is,  in  appearance,  most  firmly  settled. 
Who  can  read  the  present  distresses  of  the  Ge- 
noese, whose  only  choice  now  remaining  is  fix)m 
what  monarch  they  shall  solicit  protection  ? — ^who 
can  see  the  Hanseatio  towns  in  ruins,  where  per- 
haps the  inhabitants  do  not  always  equal  the  num* 
ber  of  the  houses ;  but  ho  will  say  to  himself,  these 
are  the  cities  whose  trade  enabled  them  once  to 
give  laws  to  the  world— to  whose  merchants 
princes  sent  their  jewels  in  pawn,  from  whoso 
treasuries  armies  were  paid  and  navies  supplied  ? 
And  who  can  then  forbear  to  consider  traido  as  a 
weak  and  uncertain  basis  of  power,  and  to  wish  for 
his  own  country  greatness  more  solid,  and  felicity 
more  durable  ?" 


He  adds,  in  another  plac< 

**  By  agriculture  only  can  commerce  be  perpe- 
tuated, and  by  agriculture  alone  can  we  live  in 
plenty  without  intercourse  with  other  nations. 
This,  therefore,  is  the  great  art  which  every  go- 
vernment ought  to  protect,  every  proprietor  of 
lands  to  practise,  and  every  inquirer  into  nature 
to  improve." 

This  was  a  broad,  statesmanlike,  round, 
and  intelligible  principle.  Now,  that  they 
could  improve  agriculture  by  protection, 
he  called  into  com*t  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government ;  for  a  great 
portion  of  his  speech  was  occupied  in  prov- 
ing that  from  1804  down  to  the  present 
time,  under  a  system  of  protection,  the 
amount  of  wheat  had  increased,  while  the 
price  of  wheat  had  decreased  ;  and  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Baronet  drew  dif- 
ferent inferences  from  these  facts  in  1841 
and  1846,  yet  he  could  not  but  draw  from 
the  facts  this  conclusion,  that  protection 
had  fostered  commerce — that  coincidently 
with  protection  agriculture  had  flourished ; 
and,  therefore,  he  wished  to  be  informed  on 
what  principle  it  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposed  that  the  House 
should  abandon  the  policy  to  which  he 
stood  pledged,  and  should  adopt  a  new 
course  ?  He  confessed  that  he  was  totally 
incapable  of  seeing  any  grounds  for  such  a 
change.  He  was  not  prepared  to  go  so 
far  as  some  hon.  Gentlemen.     He  was  not 
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stances  wbich  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  few  years,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Home  Secretary  was  not  safe  in  the 
same  lobby  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury.  However,  he  might  venture  to 
assert  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  would  not  meet 
with  any  great  degree  of  personal  incon- 
venience from  hon.  Members  who  sat  about 
liim.  He  would  not  have  risen  had  it  not 
been  for  the  pointed  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  with  respect  to  his 
noble  relative.  The  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  his  noble  relative  had  declared 
In  another  place  that  he  was  for  an  imme- 
diate as  well  as  total  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.  That  statement  he  begged  leave 
most  distinctly  to  deny.  He  had  the  best 
reason  for  knowing  that  what  his  noble 
relative  really  said,  was,  that  he  thought 
it  better  to  have  a  total  and  immediate 
abolition  of  all  duty  on  com,  rather  than  a 
diminishing  duty  for  three  years,  and  then 
a  repeal  of  all  protection,  supposing  that 
the  present  measure  was  inevitable,  and 
that  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment be  carried.  But  his  noble  relative 
felt  that  the  measure  coidd  not  be  carried, 
and  entertaining  that  belief,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  the  height  of  folly 
to  advocate  an  immediate  and  total  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  What  reason  had  his 
noble  relative  for  believing  it  could  not  be 
carried?  One  of  the  strongest  was  con- 
tained in  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London,  who  last  night 
expressed  his  firm  belief  that  if  he  had 
been  in  power,  and  had  proposed  a  mea- 
sure precisely  similar  to  that  now  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
should  have  been  in  a  minority,  even  though 
he  had  been  supported  by  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  individual  capacity  as  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
expressing  that  belief,  the  noble  Lord  in 
eifect  said  that  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  opposed  to  this  measure 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  clear 
that  the  case  was  so  from  that  statement. 
The  country  certainly  was  against  it.  Let 
the  House  look  to  the  result  of  the  recent 
elections  in  proof  of  that.  Let  them  look 
to  the  returns  for  two  divisions  of  Notting- 
hamshire, for  Gloucester,  and  for  West- 
minister. [Laughter.^  Hon.  Gentlemen 
might  laugh,  and  think  he  had  forgotten 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  who  had 
been  returned  for  Westminster  voted  with 
the  Government.  Certainly  not ;  he  knew 
it  well,  but  he  referred  to  that  election 


because  it  proved  that  the  people  of  West- 
minster w^ere  better  gratified — were  iu 
fact  delighted  to,  return  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  whose  principles  they 
were  acquainted  with — rather  than  the 
gallant  Officer,  a  great  friend  of  his  (Lord 
March)  who  professed  one  principle  in  1841, 
and  another  in  1846.  The  electors  pre* 
ferred  a  man  who  adhered  to  his  opinions 
and  pledges,  and  did  not  deceive  them« 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  said  he 
would  fight  the  ghost  of  the  Anti-Corn-Law 
League  against  the  flesh  and  blood  and 
sinews  of  the  protectionists.  To  that  con* 
test  he  challenged  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Did  the  hon.  Member,  when  he  made  ihat 
offer,  recollect  the  position  in  which  ho 
placed  the  body  he  so  ably  represented  in 
that  House  ?  Did  he  forget  that  before  he 
could  produce  the  ghost  of  the  League,  he 
must  entirely  annihilate  its  substance? 
Whilst  he  gave  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  every  credit  for  consistency^ 
and  believed  he  was  actuated  in  his  course 
of  conduct  by  a  desire  for  the  welfare  of  his 
country,  he  could  not  but  say  that  it  was 
most  inconsistent  for  a  Government  brought 
in  on  the  principles  of  protection  to  British 
industry,  by  a  majority  of  ninety-one,  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  for  its  destruction « 
and  that  they  ought  first,  in  common  ho- 
nesty, to  appeal  to  the  people  of  this 
country. 

Mb.  HUDSON  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  troubled  the  House  but  for  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport.  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  misrepresented  a  statement  which 
had  fallen  from  him  on  a  former  occasion. 
What  he  had  stated — and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  had  read  all  the  debates 
he  must  have  seen  it — was^  that  at  the  end 
of  the  three  years,  the  probable  average 
would  be  35^.  to  40«.,  not  2os»  a  quarter. 
The  hon.  Member  had  talked  of  the  ghost 
of  the  League.  He  had  met  the  body  of 
the  Leas^ue  in  Sunderland,  and  he  thought 
he  might  fairly  say  he  had  routed  it.  Now 
he  fairly  wamed  that  body,  that  there  was 
nothing  of  which  the  people  of  England 
were  so  jealous  as  the  wholesale  mauufac- 
tm*e  of  votes,  and  the  system  of  misrepre- 
sentation and  intimidation  which  for  some 
time  had  been  carried  on.  There  was  no- 
thing which  the  people  of  England  would 
repel  with  so  much  indignation  as  conduct 
like  that.  The  League  ought  to  have 
stated  their  case  fairly  to  the  people  of 
England,  and  told  thein  the  probable  ef- 
fects of  the  change  on  the  rate  of  wages; 
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the  country  would  be  benefited,  whilst  our 
artisans  would  not  suffer  from  inequalities 
in  the  price  of  food.  The  late  debate  had 
exhibited,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  an  amount 
of  selfishness  which  he  did  not  suppose  to 
exist  among  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
benches.  The  House  had  heard  of  nothing 
from  them  but  an  anxiety  for  the  landed 
interest,  as  if  they  paid  all  the  taxes  neces- 
sary for  the  support  of  Government;  whilst 
they  paid  only  a  fi*action.  But  he  would 
ask  whether  it  was  becoming  in  them  to 
wish  to  put  their  hands  into  the  pockets  of 
every  other  class  ?  which  he  contended  they 
did.  He  might  be  told  that  this  was  an 
unfair  statement ;  but  he  was  prepared  to 
support  it.  The  Income  Tax  of  five  mil- 
lions annually  was  assessed  upon  200  mil- 
lions of  property.  Of  those  200  millions, 
the  whole  land  of  En&'land  was  assessed  at 
oidy  thirty-two  mOlilns.  manufactures  at 
forty-one  millions,  and  trade  at  fifty  mil- 
lions. Yet,  although  the  land  was  as- 
sessed at  less  than  trade  or  manufactures, 
the  claim  was  made  that  all  the  other  in- 
terests should  pay  to  it  a  higher  price  for 
their  food.  He  would  now  come  to  the  im- 
mediate question,  and  to  how  he  should 
vote  this  evening.  He  looked  upon  the 
measure  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  a 
comprehensive  scheme.  It  was  not  con- 
fined to  com,  but  it  embraced  the  whole 
Tarifi^,  except  a  few  articles.  It  was  a 
greater,  more  extensive,  and  more  useful 
scheme  than  he  had  anticipated;  and  he 
was  not  willing  to  risk,  in  any  way,  its 
failure.  He  had,  therefore,  determined  to 
vote  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whose 
measure  he  would  take  now,  and  see  how 
much  more  he  could  get  afterwards.  He  ad- 
vised his  hon.  Friends  near  him  to  adopt  the 
language  which  was  used  when  the  Reform 
Bill  was  before  that  House,  and  take  the 
measure,  the  whole  measure,  and  nothing 
but  the  measure.  He  was  sorry  he  could 
not  on  this  occasion  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment; but  he  shoidd  not  be  considered  the 
less  a  free  trader,  for  he  had  supported 
every  proposition  made  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Corn  Laws.  He  still  believed  also  that 
tottfl  and  immediate  repeal  would  be  the 
best  course  in  every  way  ;  but  fearing  that 
any  attempt  at  interference  might  risk  the 
whole  arrangement,  he  should  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  measure  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet. 

Loud  G.  BENTINCK  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  wo  are  a  selfish  party, 
and  that  we  cannot  be  content  with  our 
fair  share  of  the  government  of  the  coun- 


try. If  we  had  but  our  fair  share  of  the 
government  of  the  country,  I  think  there 
would  be  very  little  doubt  how  the  measure 
now  under  discussion  would  go  in  this 
House.  But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  means 
to  say  that  we  are  not  only  not  content 
with  having  our  fair  share  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  but  that  we  are  not 
content  to  bear  our  fair  share  of  the  burdens 
of  the  country,  then  I  beg  leave  to  tell  him 
that  I  differ  from  him  altogether  in  the 
view  which  he  takes.  I  think  it  might  be 
easily  shown  that  so  far  from  not  bearing  a 
fair  share  in  the  taxes  of  the  country,  the 
landed  interests  bear  a  much  larger  share 
than  other  interests.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  landed  interest  is  assessed  at 
32,000,0002.  I  believe  it  is  assessed  at 
37,000,0002.  But  taking  it  at  32,000,0002. 
it  is  so  much  the  better  for  my  argument. 
The  landed  interest  pays  52-lOOths  of  all 
the  poor's  rates  ;  while  the  whole  of  their 
income  is  assessed  at  70,000,0002.  a  year. 
The  other  135,000,0002.  pay  but  48-lOOths 
of  the  poor's  rates.  The  landed  interests 
are  only  assessed  at  32,000,0002.,  and  they 
pay  52-lOOths  of  the  poor's  rates,  which 
amounts  to  7,000,0002.  a  year.  I  do  not 
think,  then,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
by  his  speech  to-night,  that  he  is  correct 
in  the  assertion,  that  we  wished  to  relieve 
ourselves  from  our  share  of  the  burdens  of 
the  country.  With  respect  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House — whether  it  should  con- 
sent to  an  immediate  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws,  or  accept  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  I  take  leave  to  say,  that 
my  Friends  here  have  been  much  misap- 
prehended in  what  has  been  stated  by  them 
on  this  subject.  It  has  been  alleged  that 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  is  absent  to-night, 
stated,  in  behalf  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
that  the  farmers  of  England  wotild  prefer 
to  have  immediate  repeal,  to  a  repeal  hang- 
ing over  them  for  three  years.  In  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  correct ;  but  the  reason 
of  our  preference  for  the  Bill  to  immediate 
repeal  is,  that  we  do  not  consider  it  quite 
certain  that,  at  the  end  of  three  years,  tho 
Corn  Laws  will  be  repealed.  Though  we 
may  have  met  with  a  heavy  blow  and  great 
discouragement  in  the  desertion  of  our  lea- 
ders, we  have  been  told  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London,  that  if 
he  had  accepted  the  Govemment  he  would 
have  been  in  a  minority ;  and  I  can  assure 
my  noble  Friend,  that  I  cordially  concur 
with  him  in  that  sentiment.  I  was  in 
London  during  the  short  interregnum  that 
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now  peculiarly  favourable  for  tbe  change : 
as  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  entirely 
failed  to  produce  anj  panic  among  the  far* 
raerSi  their  inclination  was  to  befiere  that 
tbe  law  was  to  be  repealed,  and  they  de- 
sired to  have  it  settled  at  once.  He  had  a 
proof  of  this  from  what  he  had  been  in- 
formed had  been  the  effect  of  the  division 
on  Saturday  in  several  towns  where  the 
markets  were  being  held  on  that  day : 
though  the  majority  was  very  large,  mak- 
ing it  certain  that  the  measure  would  be 
passed,  it  was  received  with  almost  indif- 
ference, in  no  way  interrupting  business  or 
exciting  alarm.  He  had  it  from  a  farmer 
who  was  at  the  market  table  at  Hertford, 
that,  though*  tbe  majority  was  well  known 
to  everybody,  it  was  never  made  the  sub- 
ject of  conversation  once  during  the  dinner. 
He  had  also  received  a  letter  from  Glou- 
cestershire that  morning,  in  which  it  was 
stated,  that  the  noble  Marquess  who  had 
just  been  returned  for  that  county,  on  the 
cry  of  protection,  presided  at  an  agricul- 
tural meeting  after  the  election;  and  before 
he  had  left  the  room  the  farmers  insisted 
upon  signing  a  petition  to  the  House,  pray- 
ing for  the  measure  to  be  immediate  in- 
stead of  deferred.  Under  all  these  cir- 
cumstances therefore,  and  having  learnt 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
ffhould  not  consider  a  majority  in  favour  of 
this  Amendment  fatal  to  his  measure,  he 
should  consider  himself  justified  in  going 
to  a  division,  though  he  was  aware  that, 
owing  to  the  apprehension  of  many  of  his 
friends  on  account  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliaraont,  it  could  not  be  taken  as  a  fair 
tost  of  the  opinion  of  the  House  in  favour 
of  the  Motion. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  tho  words  proponed  to  be  loft  out  stand 
part  of  tlio  Question. — Ayes  265 ;  Noes  78 : 
Majority  187. 
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AaiWlejr.  C,  D. 
AKliooby,  II.  A. 
Alfonl,  Vise. 
AllU.  J.  P. 
AntrobuM,  E. 
Arbuthnot,  II. 
Archbold,  IL 
Antfll,  W. 
Auttin,  Cot. 
Wasrire,  W. 
Baffut,  hon.  W. 
Bailfjr,  J.,  juiu 
UatlUo,  Col. 


liaUlie.  n.  J. 
Baino.  W. 
Ban  km,  G. 
Burkljr,  U. 
BartiiK.  rt.  hn.  F.  T, 
Uaring,  T. 

lUiriiij^,  rt.  hn.  W.  B. 
BAmanI,  E.  G. 
Barrinnfton,  ViMt. 
BatMon,  T. 
IWkctt,  W. 
Bell,  M. 
Bcnbow^  J. 
Benett.  J. 
Bonnet,  P. 
Bontinck.  Lord  G. 
Bcrcaford,  Maj. 


Benial,R. 
Bodkin,  W.  H* 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwkk,  P. 
Bodleld,B. 
Bowet,  J, 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyd,  J. 

BranutOB,  T.  W. 
Briaco,  M 
Broadlej,  H. 
BnMMiwood,H. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Browne,  hon.  W., 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  C. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  T. 
Butler  P.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
CardweU,  £. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capt. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cfaiandoe,  Marq. 
Chelaea,  Visct. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
ChurehiU,  Lord  A.  S. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
Clive,  Viset. 
Cockbnm,  rt.hn.  SirG. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collett,  W,  R. 
Colquhoun,  J.  C. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conolljr,  Col. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crippa,  W. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
DoedcB,  W. 
Di'nison,  E.  B. 
D'Eyncourt,rt.hn.  C.T. 
Dickinson,  F.  IL 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  II. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Douro,  Marquess  of 
Drummond,  II.  IL 
Duckworth,  Sir  J. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Du  Pre,  G.  C. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Ksorton,  Lord  F. 
EUicc,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Emijrn,  Visct, 
Entwisle,  W. 
Foilden,  W. 
Foguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G. 

Fitimaiinoe,  hon.  W. 
ntsroy,  hon.  IL 


Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J, 
Fortter,  M. 
FoZpS.  L. 
FnIlflr,A.£. 
Gnrdner,  J.  D* 
GaakeU,J.M. 
Ghulstone,  Capt. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  honl  CapC 
Gore,  IL 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goring,  C. 

Gonlbonni,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Maiquis  of 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grogaa,£. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  Sir  BL 
IIall,CoL 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton.  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Haroourt,  G.  G. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbort,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinde,  J.  U. 
Hobhouse,  (t.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Horsham,  E. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hn.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hn.  £.  G.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hnssey,  T. 
Irton,S. 
James,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jooelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  II. 
Jollille,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
KembU*,  U. 
Kirk,  P. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
LabouchcTP,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Lambton,  11. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G« 
Liddell,  hon.  U. 
Loth.  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  boa.  Gev. 
Macaulay,  rt.  Iwo.  T.  B. 
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MiOBkeniie,  T. 
Mackencie,  W.  F. 
McGeaoby,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J, 
March,  Earl  of 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  T.  B. 
Mastemian,  J. 
Maiile,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mildmay,  H.  St.  John 
Milnes,  R.  M: 
Morgan,  0. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
NeTiUe,.R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Nerreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C  W. 
Palner,R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmerston,  Visctv 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Philippe,  G.  R. 
PolhiU,  F. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Reid,  Col. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rolleston,  CoK 
Round,  J. 
Rombold,  C.  E. 
RiisseU,  Lord  J. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon,,Vi8ct. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 


Sheridan,  R.  B. 
Shirley.  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smythe,  hon.  G.  • 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerton  Vise. 
Spooner,  R. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  0. 
Stanton,  W.  II. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 

Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aldm. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F:  W. 
TufiieU,  H. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TELLERS. 

Young,  J. 
Baring,  II. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Baqnerman,  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bonverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Chapman,  B. 
Chriatie,  W.  D. 
Cobden,  R. 

Colbome,  hon.  W.  N.  R. 
CoUett,  J. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Currie,  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Balrymple,  Capt. 
Dcnnistoun,  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dnndaa,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visot. 
Ellice,  E. 
Elphinstonc,  H. 
Eseott,  B. 
EtwaU,  R. 
Syi^  Sir  De.Laoy 
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Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Gibson,  T.  M.  . 
HaU,  Sir  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hollond,  R. 
Langvton,  J.  II. 
Layard,  Capt. 
M'Carthy,  A. 
McTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'ConneU,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Oswald,  James 
Parker,  J. 
Pattison,  J,  . 

{TMrdl 
ScriMf 


Peohell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
Stansfield,  W.  li.  C. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Strutt,  E. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomely,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 

House  resumed. 
House  adjourned 
One. 


Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T.    . 
Walker,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
White,  S. 
Williams.  W. 
WoiDd,  C. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TXLLBB8. 

VilUers,  hon.  C. 
Bright,  J. 

Committee  to  sit  again, 
at  twenty  minutes  past 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  4,  1846. 

Ml^ctis.]    Public  Bills.— !*•  Metropolitan  Buildings, 
r-  EleetioD  Notion  (Ireland). 
Reported.    Print  Woiki. 

PxTiTioira  PjtBsairTBD.  By  Mr.Shannan  Cc8wfoid,fram 
WilUam  Bullock,  Weaver,  of  Biggar,  for  the  Adoption  of 
Univeraal  Suflhige.— By  Mr.  Orogan,  fh>m  Landed  Pro- 
priaton,  Oocupen,  and  odicr  Inhabitants  of  the  Parishes 
of  Caher  and  Aidfinan,  against,  any  Dfaninutiao  in  the 
Protedion  hitherto  granted  to  Agriculture.— By  Lord 
Dalmeny,  flrom  Provost,  Magtstrates,  and  Town  Council 

.  of  the  Royal  Buiigh  of  Stirling,  and  by  Visoount  Moipeth, 
from  Inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Ripon,  for  the  Total  and 
Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws. — By  Sir  John 

«  Yarde  BuUer,  Mr.  Sharmsn  Crawford,  and  Viscount  Mor- 
petb,  ftom  Residents  and  Visitors  of  Torquay,  and  Inb»> 
bitanti  of  Whitworth  and  Uppennill,  against  Enrolment 
of  Militia. — By  Sir  Thomas  Acland,  Arom  Members  of  the 
Board  of  OuardUns  oi  the  Tiverton  Poor  Law  Union,  and 
by  Viscount  Morpeth,  ftom  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the 
Bradford  Union,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Law. — ^By 
Lord  Dunfermline,  from  Provost,  Magistrates,  and  Coun- 
cil of  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Dnnftnoline,  for  Alteration  of 
Uie  Prisoot  (Scotiand)  Aat. 

BEQUESTS  FOR  PIOUS  AND  CHARITABLE 
PURPOSES  BILL. 

«  * 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  rose  to  more  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Pious  and  Charita- 
ble Bequests  BUI,  which,  he  remarked,  was 
based  upon  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  two  years  ago  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  law  with  respect  to 
bequests  for  pious  and  charitable  purposes. 
When  first  he  brought  this  subject  under 
the  oonsideraUon  of  the  House,  he  endea- 
voured to  demonstrate  the  great  pul>lic 
mischiefs  which  were  likely  to  accrue  from 
the  continuance,  and  the  gtest  advantages 
which  were  likely  to  be  realized  by  the  re- 
peal of  the  Statute  9th  Geo.  IL,  cap.  36. 
Nothing  had  occurred  since  that  time  to 
alter  his  views  upon  the  subject.  .  On  the 
contrary,  each  succeeding  year,  as  it  in- 
creased his  experience,  produced  fresh  evi- 
dence in  favour  of  the  opinions  which  he 
had  long  held  in  reference,  to  this  matter. 
The  State  had  refused  to  provide  for  thQ 
U 


Older,  M  fiMMdf  aid  it  bmR  Aift  At 

intentioiM  of  MB0fde&i  iodindhnls  k  A«r 

bdialf,  wore  jefe>led  and  ovortbimniu 

• '  The  hfgBit  liMiiliMw  begoerts  I  h>f 
known,'  Mid  fe,  Qroi%  ■  ilii  i\«At%  tl» 
tar  Uw  AworwHwi.  in  1845.  -cntinlj 
owing  to  tlw  Mlidtor  vlM>  made  tlw  Witt 
tag  to  infcnn  tho  liMtHor  that  tlwy 

ont  of  Bonm  on  nMrtme.  «r 
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ednfatioa  of  our  Ttsi  mmmifufltai Ly  aad 
mining  popfiiIftiio& ;  and  as  to  CbnrcE  Bx» 
tenoon,  that  onoe  popular  erj  of  a  Conaer- 
Tatire  Oppositioa,  wnj^  eren  the  Ion.  Gen- 
tkman  tl^  MeodMr  for  the  Uniyeiaitj  of 
Oxford  bad  not  yeniured  to  moot  it ;  and 
be  ibodd  lone  reeoDeet  the  mode  in  wbieb 
ihe  very  mo&rate  propoaition  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  NQrthamptonaliire»  for  pro- 
moting the  spiritoal  eonsolation  of   the 
inmates  of  tbose  institutions  wbidi  were 
tenned  '' workbonses"— in  Pariiamentary 
pluase,  bot  wbidi  were  styled  bastiles  bj 
people  oat  of  doors — had  been  defeated 
m  that  House.    That  was  one  side  of  the 
shield :  reverse  it,  and  what  did  thej  see  ? 
ETOiy  posnble  impediment  to  thwart  and 
defeat  that  privrnte  ebaritj  on  idiicb  the 
State  affected  to  rely  for  fulfilling  those 
objects.    It  was  impossible  to  review  the 
operations  of  the  present  law  respecting 
ebaritable  bequests,  without  percMring  that 
some  fundamentsl  cbanges  were  essentially 
neeesssry.    Tbe  present  state  of  the  law 
was  calculated  to  ffire  rise  to  many  evils. 
He  would  beg  to  mw  attention  to  one  in 
particular,  with  wbieh,  be  bad  no  doubt, 
the  House  was  fiuniliar*    He  alluded  to 
the  case  of  tbe  late  Dean  of  Westminster, 
wbose  ebaritable  intentions  bad  been  ren- 
dered almost  n^»tory  by  the  deficient 
state  of  tbe  law.   nie  Dean  had  bequeathed 
bond  JUk  personal  property  to  the  amount 
of  5,000{.,  for  tbe  purpose  of  erectmg 
m  cbureb  in  m  district  of  London  wbicb 
bad  been  veiy  much  neglected,  and  where 
the  deficiency  of  spiritusl  accommodation 
had  been  sensibly  experienced ;  but  the 
entire  of  this  beonest,  with  the  excep* 
tion   of   the   small   sum  of  5001.,  bad 
been  held  to  be  null  and  rmd,  under  the 
operation  of  the  Statute  which  be  now 
aought  to  repeal.    Chariteble  bequesto  bad 
also  been  made  in  faronr  of  the  most  popu- 
lous parte  of  Chelsea;  but  the  intentions  of 
the  donors  bad  been  there  also  defeated    a 
eircumstanee  which  eould  not  but  be  a 
source  of  deep  concern  to  the  phiknihropic 
and  benerolent.    It  was  fnU  time  that  the 
House  bad  taken  some  effectire  measures 
with  ft  view  to  remedying  the  evil  and 
eruel  effecto  which  resulted  from  the  pre* 
sent  stete  of  the  law.    Any  one  looking 
to  the  operation  of  the  law,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  would  be  tempted  to  suppose  that 
the  occupanto  of  boqntals,  schools,  alms- 
houses,   and  Uue-eoat  institutions,    and 
the  Chelsea  pensioners,  were  objeete  of 
aetual  arersion,  and  were  to  be  regarded 
as  nothing  better  then  enemies  of  piiUic 


Tbe  object  of  the  Bin  wbicbbenowBOi^to 
introduce,  was  to  remedy  these  defieets,  aad 
to  bring  the  language  of  those  idio  ruled  the 
country  into  unifbvmity  with  Ae  pontiva 
state  of  the  law.    He  would  proeeed  to  da* 
tafl  the  provinons  by  iduch  be  jwrepoaed 
to  cany  tiiat  object  into  effect.    The  first 
Clause  of  the  &11  rcnealed  the  Statote 
9th  6e<»ge  II.,  cap.  96,  and  the  2d  om* 
bled  an  British  subjecto  who  were  legally 
entitled  to  do  so,  to  demise  their  property, 
reel  or  persmial,  to  any  puUic  imipose  not 
in  oppoeitioB  to  the  pclicy  of  tae  eountiy, 
or  condeoined  by  ito  laws*    Tbe  Report  of 
the    Select    Committee  bad  stated  tiiat 
great  wei|^t  should  be  attached  to  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Hadfield,  the  emiaeat  aoEc^ 
tor  in  Manchester,  who  thought  that  if  H 
were  neeessary  to  guard  the  heir  firom  un- 
due i«fln^wi«A  m»oaa  the  disposition  of  his 
reel  property,  it  'v^m  yet  more  so  ^aoadhia 
personal  property*    The  measure  now  w^ 
der  the  consideration  of  the  House  vrovided 
for  this  sugffestion.      Ample  samuardb 
were  provided  by  the  5th  and  6th  Clsuses 
of  the  Bin«    llie  5di  Clause  eontained  a 
proviso  for  marshalling  asseta,  and  pro- 
vided that  nothing  in  the  BiU  should  be 
construed  so  as  to  enable  any  testator,  bj 
a  chariteble  gift  or  grant,  to  defeat  or  hin- 
der the  just  and  lawful  claims  of  his  credS- 
tors,  a  any  such  he  bad ;  and  the  6th 
Clause,  in  accordance  with  an  old  aad 
well-known    canon    law,    gave    to    the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time  being  the 
power  to  order  reasonsble  allowanee  out 
of  property  bequeathed  for  rdig^oas  or 
chariteble   purposes   to  certain  rektaona 
of  the   donor,    parent,    wife,  child,    or 
grandchild  left  unprovided  for  thereby. 
But  the  main  safeguard  was  m  ti^  third 
ckuse,  which  enacted  that  when  more  than 
half  the  donor's  proper^,  whether  personal 
or  real,  was  beoueslhed  for  charttaUe  pu^ 
poses,  certain  rormalities  of  a  very  stria- 
gent  character  should  be  indiipensably  re- 
quired.   Thus,  for  instsaee,  it  was  re- 
quired that  the  will,  deed,  or  other  inslm- 
ment  of  conveyance,  should,  for  the  puN 
pose  of  being  effectual,  be  executed  in  the 
presence  of  three  crediUe  witBosses  (cm 
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of  ibem  being  the  medical  attendaat),  who 
■honld  certify,  on  the  back  of  the  deed, 
that  the  testator  was  to  the  best  of  their 
opinion  of  a  sound  disposing  mind,  and  in 
the  enjoyment  of  ment  sano  in  corpore 
Mano.  The  two  objections  which  he  an- 
ticipated to  the  meastire  were  these — 
firsdj,  that  which  might  be  called  tho  po- 
litical objection,  the  old  hackneyed  objec- 
tioned  against  tying  up  land  in  mortmain, 
and  thus  divertmg  it  from  the  beneficial 
operation  of  commercial  competition.  And, 
secondly,  that  which  might  be  termed  the 
religious  objection,  and  nad  reference  to 
undue  inteiference  witii  testators  in  a  Ian* 
guishing  or  dying  state.  The  futility  of 
these  objections  had,  he  thought,  been 
completely  established  by  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  On  the  first  objectiouy  the 
Committee  reported—^ 

**  That  the  whole  urgumeiit  derived  from  the 
incapacity  of  land  in  mortmain  to  euftain  the 
ftudal,  ciTil,  and  military  incidents  ohiigatory  on 
the  land,  has  for  two  hundred  years  ceased  to  have 
force,  or  cTen  meaning,  as  applied  to  existing 
tennres." 

It  might  be  narrowed  then  into  the  asser- 
tion of  this  doctrine,  that  it  was  desirable 
tiiat  no  land  should  be  prevented  from 
coming  into  the  market.  Now,  in  the  first 
place,  he  denied  that  there  was  any  truth 
m  the  assertion  that  property  bequeathed 
for  charitable  and  refigious  purposes  did 
injury  to  the  State ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  even  admitting,  for  argument's  sake, 
that  the  contrary  was  the  fact,  he  main- 
tamed  that  the  benefits  likely  to  result  to 
the  community  from  the  establishment  of 
churches,  hospitals,  cathedrals,  and  alms- 
houses, and  their  due  maintenance  and 
ability  to  meet  the  growing  wants  of  suc- 
cessive ages,  were  such  as  completely  to 
outbalance  any  evil  of  that  trivial  descrip- 
tion. Surely  there  could  not  be  any  truth 
in  the  allegation  that  charitable  estates 
were  managed  in  a  manner  less  advantage- 
ous for  the  public  interests  than  any  other 
description  of  estates.  Surely  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  that  the  tenant  of  Mr.  A., 
a  clergyman  holding  under  a  charitable 
bequest,  farmed  his  knd  in  a  manner  less 
advantageous  for  himself  or  the  public,  than 
the  tenant  of  Mr.  B.,  the  squire.  He 
could  adduce  ample  evidence  to  show  that 
cathedral  and  chapter  lands  could  be,  and 
generally  speaking  were,  managed  quite 
as  well  as  any  other  description  of  estate 
whatsoever.  The  noble  Lord  read  some 
extracts  from  the  reports  of  the  Irish  So- 
ciety, inth  a  Tiew  to  show  that  in  the  Dra- 


pers* estate  at  Monevmore,  in  the  county 
Deny,  the  soil  was  well  cultivated,  and  thfkt 
the  utmost  care  was  taken  to  promote  the 
moral,  intellectual,  and  physical  welfare  of 
the  tenantry.  He  also  referred  to  oniniona 
expressed  by  the  Bishop  of  Lonoon — a 
good  authority  on  the  subject — ^to  show 
that  the  polito-economic  objection  with  re* 
gard  to  mortmain  was  ineffectual,  inasmuch 
as  that  lands  now  in  possession  of  the 
Church  were  liable  to  change  hands  as 
frequentiy  as  most  other  lands.  The  ob- 
jection was  in  fact  a  quibble  of  the  poli- 
tical economists,  who,  he  hoped,  would 
stand  aside,  and  not  seek  to  interfere  with 
the  progress  of  charity  and  benevolence. 
With  respect  to  the  reUgious  objection,  all 
he  would  say,  that  if  it  was  valid  with  re- 
spect to  real  property,  it  must  be  equally 
so  with  regard  to  personal ;  and  he  never 
yet  heard  any  one  assert,  inside  or  outside 
of  that  House,  that  a  case  had  been  es- 
tablished against  the  clergymen  of  anj 
Church,  whether  Protestant,  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, or  Dissenting,  showing  that  thej 
had  surreptitiously,  and  in  an  unwarrant- 
able manner,  procured  bequests  of  personal 
property  from  languishing  or  dying  per** 
sons.  He  had  heard  many  extraordinary 
charges  against  clergymen  of  every  per- 
suasion ;  but  he  had  never  heard  any  such 
charge  as  this.  He  had  heard  last  year  of 
twel^  beneficed  clergymen  havingVidden 
from  the  town  of  Exeter  on  a  Sunday  to 
hunt,  attired  in  scarlet  uniforms  and  top 
boots  ;  and  he  had  also  heard  that  Dissent- 
ing ministers  in  the  nortii  of  England  had 
been  accused  of  abetting  the  atrocious 
crime  of  assassination;  but  he  had  never 
known  it  to  be  alleged  against  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  that  they  had  tampered 
with  the  testator  on  his  death-bed,  or  in- 
duced him  to  bequeath  his  property  for 
any  charitable  purpose.  The  noble  Lord 
referred  to  opinions  expressed  by  the 
Bishop  of  London  with  respect  to  the  great 
improbability  of  any  sudi  interferencea 
being  attempted;  and  in  conclusion  observed 
that  Mr.  Jarman,  the  eminent  conveyancer, 
had  declared  that  the  present  state  of  the 
law  produced  litigation  and  constant  at- 
tempts at  various  evasions,  as  must  ever  be 
the  case  when  the  feelings  of  mankind 
were  not  in  unison  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Statute-book.  He  called  on  the  House 
now  to  repeal  the  law  which  operated  in 
the  injurious  manner  he  had  described-— a 
law  which  had  been  condemned  by  the 
authority  of  the  most  eminent  of  our  pre- 
sent conveyancers^-a  law  which  had  been 
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denounced  by  the  fervid  eloquence  of  a 
Palgrave,  by  the  legal  autbority  of  a  Had- 
field,  a  Jarman,  and  a  Burge  ;  and  which 
had  been  proved  by  the  fatal  experience  of 
one  hundred  years  to  be  alike  impotent 
for  goodi  most  apt  and  ingenious  for  evil. 
He  did  not  wish  to  disinter  the  old  laws  of 
mortmain:  requiescant  in  pace.  He  would 
not  disturb  their  slumbers ;  but  he  en- 
treated the  House  to  revert  to  that  wise 
and  generous  policy  that  had  obtained  in 
our  courts  of  legislature  and  judicature 
when  a  Bacon,  a  Coke,  and  a  Clarendon, 
were  the  luminaries  of  the  one,  and  the 
Tudors  and  the  Stuarts  reigned  over  the 
other,  to  enact  a  law  of  the  description  he 
now  proposed — a  law  which  was  sanctioned 
by  the  authority  of  great  modern  lawyers 
—which  was  according  to  the  better  feel- 
ings of  our  nature — and  which  was  calcu- 
lated to  diffuse  throughout  the  land  those 
great  and  manifold  blessings,  of  which 
Futh  was  the  mother,  Religion  the  hand- 
maid, and  Charity  the  fulfilment.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  hy  moving  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  :  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  I  am  disposed  to  meet  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord  with  all  the  re- 
spect that  is  due  to  the  attention  which  he 
has  bestowed  upon  the  subject,  to  the  be- 
nevolent motives  which  have  actuated  him 
in  bringing  it  forward,  and  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  which  gave  its  sanction 
to  this  measure.  Sir,  the  subject  having 
been  brought  before  that  Committee  with 
the  consent  of  the  Government,  I  have 
had  time  to  reconsider  the  opinion  I  for- 
merly expressed ;  and  I  am  bound  to  state, 
that  that  reconsideration  has  not  led  me 
to  the  conclusion  that  I  can  give  my  sup- 
port to  this  measure.  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion, even  if  I  were  able,  to  enter  into  those 
more  learned  considerations  in  connexion 
with  this  subject  with  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  invested  it ;  I  consider  it  quite 
sufficient  for  me  to  take  my  stand  on  the 
Act  of  George  IL,  which,  for  upwards  of 
a  century,  has  fixed  and  regulated  the  law 
on  this  subject.  On  the  face  of  the  pre- 
amble of  that  Act,  it  appears  that  past 
experience  had  shown  Uie  necessity  of 
special  intervention.  The  words  of  the 
preamble  are  short,  but  impressive.  They 
Bay— 

**  Whereas  gifts  or  alienations  of  lands,  tennnenti^ 
or  hereditaments  in  mortmain,  aro  prohibited  or  re- 
strmined  by  B<l^(na  Cbarta  and  divers  other  whole- 
some  laws,  as  prejudicial  to  and  against  the  com- 
mon utility :  ncTerthcless,  this  public  miMhief  has 
of  late  greatly  tnoreased  by  many  large  and  impro- 


vident alienations  or  dispositions  made  by  Ian* 
guishing  or  dying  persons,  or  by  other  persons,  to 
uses  cidled  charitable  uses,  to  take  place  after 
their  deaths,  to  the  disinherison  of  ^eir  lawfiil 
heirs." 

The  framers  of  that  Act  had  experience 
of  the  evil  since  the  Reformation ;  and 
in  passing  it,  they  assigned  a  reason 
for  doing  so  which  I  think  is  still  binding 
on  the  State.  Upon  this  ground,  and  rest- 
ing my  opinion  still  more  especially  on  our 
experience  since  the  passing  of  that  Act,  I 
am  not  disposed  to  disturb  the  present 
state  of  the  law  on  this  important  subject. 
First,  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  of  the  House,  to  the  immense 
mass  of  property  which,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  George  IL,  has  arisen,  as  it 
were,  de  novo,  in  this  country,  and  which 
is  not  subject  to  the  restraints  of  the 
Statute  of  Mortmain.  I  need  not  say  that 
all  personal  property  is  exempt  from  the 
restrictions  of  that  law.  Now,  what  is  the 
amount  of  that  property  in  this  country  ? 
I  have  here  a  statement  of  the  amount  of 
property  on  which  was  paid  the  legacy 
duty  in  the  year  1845.  It  appears  that, 
in  the  last  year,  no  less  than  45,599,714?. 
passed  under  will  from  dying  persons  to 
legatees,  the  whole  of  which  not  subject  to 
the  Statutes  of  Mortmain  or  the  restric- 
tions of  the  Act  of  George  II.,  might  have 
been  applied  to  charitable  purposes.  But 
what  is  the  whole  amount  of  the  same 
description  of  property  that  has  so  passed 
since  the  year  1  /  97  ?  The  language  of 
figures  is  scarcely  ample  enough  to  express 
it.  It  appears  to  have  been  1 ,339,419,51  II. 
Now,  really  Sir,  it  does  appear,  with  these 
facts  before  us,  that  no  facilities  have  been 
wanting  to  enable  those  who  were  so  minded 
to  leave  their  property  to  charitable  and  re- 
ligious uses.  This  applies  to  personal  pro- 
perty ;  it  now  remains  to  be  seen  whether, 
as  regards  the  transmission  of  real  property, 
the  obstructions  are  of  an  unreasonable 
character.  What  are  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  George  II.  in  this  respect?  By 
that  Act,  if  a  person  wishes  to  dispose  of 
any  portion  of  his  real  property,  even  the 
whole  of  it,  to  charitable  and  religious 
uses,  he  must  do  so  twelve  months  before 
his  death;  and  the  instrument  by  which  he 
does  it  must  be  enrolled  six  months  before 
his  demise?  What  is  the  policy  of  that 
provision  ?  Wliy,  that  if  he  desires  to  de* 
vote  his  real  property  to  such  purposes,  it 
shall  be  by  a  sacrifice  of  a  personal  nature 
made  daring  his  life.  The  best  test  of  his 
sincerity  is,  that  he  shall  give  up  his  pro- 
perty iriiile  he  lives — that  he  shall  not  be 


585      /  Bequests  for  Pious  and       {  Maech  4} 

enabled  to  make  that  charitable  disposition 
at  the  dose  of  his  life,  in  the  last  moments 
of  his  existence,  perhaps  under  the  false 
impression  of  an  understanding  clouded  by 
disease,  or  misled  by  priestcraft,  that  a 
misspent  life  may  be  atoned  for  at  the  ex- 
pense of  his  heirs.     Such  a  proceeding  is 
no  proof  whatever  of  a  repenting  heart  or 
an   awakened    conscience.     But,   on  the 
other  hand,   if  a  man  will  perform  the 
charitable  office  at  the  expense  of  a  per- 
sonal sacrifice  while  living,  that  is  an  act  of 
virtue  and  of  beneficence  to  which  no  law 
ought  to  be  a  barrier.     Does  the  Act  of 
George   II.   offer  any  such  obstruc^on  ? 
No,   on  the  contrary,  it  carefully  avoids 
any  such  discoiuragement.  The  noble  Lord 
must  allow  me  to  observe,  that  he  really, 
in  his  Bill,  marks  his  own  sense  of  the  very 
dangers  which  the  Act  of  George  II.  was 
framed  to  prevent.     Many  of  his  clauses, 
in  fact,  afford  the  strongest  evidence  against 
his  own  Bill.  For  instance,  the  third  clause 
contemplates  the  case  of  a  person  in  extre- 
mis giving  away  half  his  estate  to  the  pre- 
juiHce  of  his  heirs;    an  act  which   that 
clause  considers  primd  facie  evidence  of 
such  a  feebleness  of  understanding  that  it 
requires  that  one  of  the  witnesses  shall  be  a 
medical  man,  who  shall  endorse,  as  it  were, 
on  the  back  of  the  instrument,  that  the  tes- 
tator, at  the  time  he  signed  it,  was  a  per- 
son of  sound  mind.     Now,  here  is  the  best 
possible  evidence— -that  of  the  framers  of 
this  Bill  themselves — that  such  proceedings 
ought  to  be  regarded  with  the  utmost  jea- 
lousy, and  looked  at  in  the  true  spirit  of  the 
Act  of  George  II.  as  pregnant  proofs  of  a 
disordered  mind.     Again,  the  6th  Clause 
contemplates  a  case  still  more  extreme — 
that  of  a  party  on  his  death-bed  disinherit- 
ing all  his  heirs  and  relations,  leaving  them 
altogether  destitute.      In  such  a  case,  a 
power  is  given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
treat  these  beggared  orphans   and    this 
destitute  widow  as  paupers,  and  to  make 
out  of  the  estate   some    wretched  dole, 
pierely  to  support  existence,  as  an  act  of 
charity  due  from  the  tender  mercy  of  the 
law  to  repair  the  extreme  injustice  of  the 
testator.     As  to  the  7th  Clause,  I  am  not 
learned  in  the  proceedings  of  courts  of  law, 
but  I  understand  that  their  present  policy 
is  to  put  the  most  strict  construction  on  aU 
bequests  for  charitable  purposes.  They  as- 
sume, that  unless  the  bequest  can  be  sup- 
ported in  the  deed,  no  extension  whatever 
shall  be  given  to  the  meaning  or  supposed 
intention  of  the  donor^ — a  rule  contrary  to 
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carries  further  than  any  judgment  or  any 
law  has  yet  ventured  to  go.     I  confess 
that   I   have   a  very   strong  opmion  on 
the  general  question,  which,   however,  I 
will  not  urge   now,  further  than  to  say 
that  the  area  of  these  islands  being  limited, 
and   the  accumulation  of  wealth  desiring 
investment  in  land  being  great,  it  is  not 
desirable  more  than  at  present  to  tie  up 
land  and  to  place  it  extra  commerciutn;  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  deny  that  every  en- 
couragement ought  to  be  given  to  the  en- 
dowment of  charitable  institutions  by  pri- 
vate individuals.     On  the  other  hand,  I  be- 
lieve there  is  no  point  in  the  present  state 
of  our  law  more  cQfficult  to  define  than  what 
is  a  religious  use.     The  Statute  of  Henry 
VIII.  did  define  them  so  far — ^it  set  aside 
all  religious  uses  as  superstitious  that  were 
not  specified  in  the  Act;  and  then  it  pro- 
ceeded by  express  specification  to  narrow 
this  general  tenn  of  religious  uses.     They 
were  the  endowment  of  parish  churches, 
and  the  perpetual  support  of  a  priest  for 
ever.     But  what  does  the  noble  Lord  do  ? 
He  proceeds  by  his  second  clause  to  le- 
galize   grants    towards    all    religious    or 
charitable  purposes  whatsoever  which  are 
not  prohibited  by  any  law  or  Statute  in 
force,  and  are  not  contrary  to  public  po- 
licy.    Now,   settmg   aside    the  difficiuty 
of  defining  what  are  reli^ous  uses,  who 
is  to  define   "  what  is  not  contrary  to 
public  policy?"     Such  questions  are  diffi- 
cult indeed  for  the  Legislature  to  deter- 
mine; but  send  them  to  Westminster-hall, 
and  you  adopt  the  most  dangerous  possible 
course.     If  this  Bill  were  to  become  law, 
I  am  confident  that  alarger  number  of  suits 
would  arise  out  of  it  in  the  next  ten  years 
than  has  grown  out  of  the  legislation  of  the 
last  half  century.     A  question  of  what  is 
and  what  is  not  a  religious  use  may  be  a 
fit  one  for  lawyers  to  determine ;  but  the 
proposition    of   the   noble    Lord's  clause 
which  calls  in  the  courts  below  to  deter- 
mine what  is  or  is  not  contrary  to  public 
policy  is  a  subversion  of  the  judicial,  and 
a  dereliction  of  our  legislative  functions. 
Upon  the  whole,  then,  I  am  very  strongly 
of  opinion,  that  if  there  be  no  legisla- 
tive necessity  for  this  Bill — if   the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  century  shows  you, 
that  under  the  Statute  of  George  II.  there 
is  no  undue  limitation  as  regards  personal 
property,  there  is  nothing  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  moment  which  makes 
it  politic  for  us  to  remove  those  restraints 
wluch  experience  has  rendered  necessary. 


the  doctrine  of  c*y  pres,  which  this  Bill   On  the  other  band»  there  are  some  consi 
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deradoDB  whidi  lead  me  to  look  on  the  pre* 
sent  time  as  most  inopportmie  for  sudi  a 
ooane.  Bvfc  I  do  oot  wish  to  press  those 
eonsiderations  now;  and  I  have  therefore 
generally  stated  the  reasons  why  I  think 
we  ought  not  to  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing* and  whj,  without  meaning  the  slight- 
est disrespect  to  the  noble  Ix>rd,  I  uaQ 
(mpose  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  eon- 
cmded  bj  moiing  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  ux  months. 

Mb.  PHILIP  HOWARD  should  give 
to  the  second  rea^ng  of  the  BiU  his  sup- 
port, without  pledging  himself,  however, 
to  its  details.  There  was  one  ckuse  of 
the  existing  Act  which  had  been  alluded  to 
by  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, which  perhaps  would  require  grave 
and  mature  consideration  before  it  was 
altered,  and  that  was  the  clause  restricting 
the  grant  of  property  for  charitable  pur- 
poses unless  the  grant  should  have  been 
made  a  year  previous  to  the  death  of  the 
testator.  He  (Mr.  Howard)  thought, 
taking  it  all  in  all,  it  was  desirable  that  a 
due  regard  should  be  had  to  the  interests 
of  heirs  and  the  public  by  restraining  the 
testator  from  grantmg  large  sums  of  money 
during  a  time  when  he  was  in  a  feeble  state 
of  health.  Whether  the  time  should  be  a 
year  or  half  a  year  was  a  subject  for  con- 
sideration ;  but  he  thought  the  principle  of 
that  law  was  sound,  and  that  it  woidd  be 
impolitic  to  deviate  from  it.    With  this 

SMcation,  he  was  disposed  to  give  the 
est  praise  to  the  measure.  It  was  to 
avoid  legal  chicaneiy,  and  to  give  to  charity 
a  due  and  legitimate  channel,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  brought  forward  his  BiU, 
and  he  had  given  to  it  the  most  mature 
consideration ;  and  it  came  nrefaoed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House  by  the  labours 
and  investigation  of  a  Committee,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  principle  at  least  of  the 
Bin  would  receive  the  solemn  sanction  of 
the  British  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  MONCKTON  MILNE S  could  not 
agree  with  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary,  that 
the  Aot  of  George  II.  had  worked  well  in 
this  country.  He  could  not  agree  with 
him,  because  he  did  not  see  that  the  Act 
had  effected  the  peat  moral  purpose  of 
giving  to  the  religious  and  charitable  insti- 
tations  of  the  country  a  full  and  large  share 
of  the  saperiluity  of  the  wealth  of  the 
oountry,  nor  on  the  other  hand  that  it  had, 
by  any  simple  or  disUnct  mode  of  proce- 
.dnre,  prevented  a  great  amount  of  chica> 
nery  or  legal  embarrassment.    The  right 


hoB.  Baraiet  said  he  weald  not  go  init 
the  history  of  the  mortmam  law,  nor  ahenU 
he;  for  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would  take  the 
trouble  of  readtng  the  Repoii  that  had  beea 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  they  wmU 
find  in  it  almost  all  the  important  infnmii 
tion  that  was  to  be  obtainea  on  the  sabieel. 
He  should  feel  veiy  much  smprised  if, 
after  studying  it,  they  should  not  eome  to 
the  conclusion  that  tlus  law  of  George  II. 
was  adapted  to  a  difiFerent  state  of  sodety 
from  that  in  which  we  now  lived.  It  mighi 
be  considered  as  a  direct  effect  of  the  greai 
feudal  system  of  which  we  had  lived  to  see 
the  entire  extinetioiu  The  leading  cha* 
raeterutie  of  that  system  was  the  batde 
that  was  always  going  on  between  th* 
landed  proprietors  and  the  diffioreni  corpo- 
rations ;  and  the  landowners  having,  as 
they  now  had,  the  power  of  making  Ae 
law  in  thebr  hands,  used  that  power  smne- 
what  more  unmercifully  than  tney  had  done 
of  late  years.  The  corporations  of  thatperiod 
were  treated  with  a  great  deal  more  harsh- 
ness than  even  such  corporations  as  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League  were  treated  in  the 
present  day.  The  object  of  these  laws  was 
to  prevent  corporations,  either  eoelesiae- 
tical  or  lay,  from  accnmuUtmg  large  masses 
of  property  to  the  injury  and  delnment  of 
the  landed  interest  or  this  eountiy.  That 
was  the  real  basis  of  the  matter,  in  its 
political  consideration.  He  coold  not  b«l 
allow  that  it  had  also  its  rehgioos  bear* 
ing.  It  was  to  be  remembered  that  at  the 
period  of  the  reformation  nearly  one-thivd 
of  the  land  of  the  country  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Church;  and  if  it  had  so  remained 
vested  in  the  Church,  the  proposition  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Manners)  would 
be  not  only  very  superfluous,  bat  exceed* 
ingly  unjust.  It  was,  however,  to  be  con* 
sidered,  that  the  Reformation  in  England 
had  produced  effects  that  it  had  not  pro* 
duced  elsewhere.  It  caused  the  alienation 
of  those  great  mssses  of  property  from  im- 
portant public  purposes  to  be  squandered 
on  favourites;  and  with  profligacy  nnexam* 
pled  the  nobility  had  plundered  the  wealth 
of  the  Church.  In  part  of  Germany,  and  es- 
pecially in  Saxony,  the  landed  estates  of 
the  Church  had  been  transferred  to  ctvfl  and 
religions  corporations  for  great  pnbiie  pin^ 
poses,  and  had  laid  the  foundatum  of  that 
system  of  German  education  from  whidi  Ger- 
many now  derived  such  signal  advantage,  and 
from  the  loos  of  which  England  now  stood  in* 
tellectually  in  such  a  melancholy  poailioB. 
When  he  considered  these  things,  and  thai 
there  had  been  an  afieoalioB  of  uiose  1 
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«f IPQfor^  fNmyjaXSc purooies, lie  mnit 
tmjibMX  anjkwwnioliplaoeci  ftn  impediment 
vofoa  aoj  individnal,  to  prerent  bim  from 
aaldiig  asaorifioeforihoae  public  pnxposesj 
wMtiiiiyiiikiuiftiidiinBeoesBAryUw.  He 
did  not  thiak—when  they  cooiidered  ihe 
Btata  of  piibUo  epimon  in  tlie  time  of  George 
II.,  Mid  whea  mj  saw  how  little  the  in- 
tereete  of  the  people  were  regarded  at  that 
time  in  this  country — ^that  the  preamble  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  aieerting  that  great 
erila  had  flown  from  certain  meaanrei, 
eoidd  tfow  be  eoniidered  aa  a  Talid  arga- 
meat  against  the  propoaitiatt  of  the  noUe 
Iiord*  With  reapect  to  the  remark  of  the 
light  hon.  Banmet,  that  dilBcultiea  would 
uriie  leapeoting  the  inteipretation  of  the 
words  **  superstitious  uses,"  he  could  not 
demr,  that,  as  the  law  stood  now,  those  dif* 
flcmies  ni^t  occur;  but  he  would  be  most 
happy  to  iSd  in  briiiiging  in  some  Act  to 
clear  up  those  diflicolties.  He  thought 
they  could  hardly  now  detennine  what  were 
to  be  eaUed  superstitions  uses.  The  term 
had  reference  to  a  period  in  this  country 
when  the  law  took  upon  itself  to  judge  for 
the  eooseiencea  of  men;  that  time  had 
passed,  and  they  should  now  leave  the  de- 
finition to  the  conscience  of  each  indivi- 
dusL  With  respect  to  uses  relatbg  to  mat* 
tcra  of  public  j^licy,  he  thought  that  was  a 
matter  wUch  it  would  not  1m  difficult  for 
the  Judges  to  decide.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
thai  the  Oovenunent  would  allow  this  Bill 
to  go  into  Committee,  or  if  they  did  not 
ecnsent  to  do  se,  that  they  woiud  them- 
sdves  propose  some  measure.  He  should 
me  his  ftili  smort  to  the  Bill;  and  he 
Coped  his  hon.  Fnendthe  Solicitor  Oeneral 
would  iqn[>ly  his  great  legal  acuteness  to 
hnproviiig  it  in  Committee,  rather  than  re- 
ject it  altogether. 

Sm  0.  O&ET  would  not  haye  thought 
H  neeessaiy  to  trouble  the  House  with  any 
lemarks,  concurring  aa  he  did  with  the 
light  hui.  Banmet  in  opposition  to  the 
present  BiU,  had  he  not  been  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Law  of  Mortmam  to 
wUeha&uaion  had  been  made.  He  wished 
to  state  how  far  he  was  responsible  for  the 
Beport*  When  that  Committee  was  ^k 
m^ted  it  was  late  in  the  Seasion;  and 
dnriag  the  time  that  he  (Sir  6.  Grey)  was 
in  town  and  attending  Ae  House,  he  had 
attCBded  the  meetingB  of  the  Committee, 
He  had  heard  a  great  mass  of  endence 
adduced  by  the  noble  Lord  before  the 
Committee ;  but  he  was  compelled  to  leave 
towtt  beiwe  the  jarsnination  rf  the  Sea* 
•ad  the  Report  of  the  Coomiittee  waa 


made  after  he  left  town.  The  Committee 
oensiated  of  aiz  or  aeven  indinduala ;  and 
various  paragrapha  of  the  Report,  he  be- 
lieved, were  only  adopted  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman.  Though  he  (Sir 
G.  Orej)  thought  the  subject  deserfing  of 
attention ;  though  he  was  prepared  to  say 
that  the  law  was  not  in  a  perfectly  satis- 
factory state ;  and  though  he  was  prepared 
to  support  some  reasonable  and  practical 
amendment  of  that  law,  still  he  was  not  in 
any  degree  responsible  for  the  Report  of 
that  Committee ;  and  aa  a  memoer  of 
that  Committee  he  was  now  prepared  to 
offer  the  most  decided  opposition  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  BilL  The  evidence 
adduced  before  the  Committee  certainly 
proved  that  there  were  some  anomalies  in 
the  existing  law,  and  he  was  prepared  to 
remedy  such  anomalies.  He  must  remark 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
conect  in  stating  that  there  was  an  un- 
limited power  given  even  over  personal 
estate ;  for  it  had  been  held  by  courts  of 
law  that  money  invested  in  mortgage,  in 
turnpike  trusts,  and  in  railways,  was  in  an 
analogous  position  to  land.  It  appeared 
that  partial  rekumtions  of  the  law  had 
from  time  to  time  taken  place,  for  the  pur* 

Cof  allowme  churches,  parsonage 
ea,  and  achoda  to  be  built;  and  he 
would  be  prepared  to  aupuort  a  propoaitioa 
for  the  amendment  of  the  law,  and  the 
consolidation  of  those  enactments.  Lord 
Hardwicke  had  stated  very  distinctly  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  Legislature  to 
pass  the  Act  of  George  IL  The  chief  rea- 
son was  to  prevent  the  locking  up  of  land, 
and  also  to  prevent  persons  from  being 
prevailed  iqwn  in  their  last  moments  to 
give  away  their  property.  One  of  the 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Mortmmn 
Committee,  Mr.  Matthew,  gave  the  follow- 
ing evidence  aa  to  the  extent  to  which  a 
rdaxation  of  the  existing  law  was  desirable. 
The  Chairman  having  put  the  question— 

**  What  la  yosr  opinioa  would  be  the  praoti' 
eal  effeoi  of  a  repcid  or  alteratioD  of  the  9th 
GeoiselLr 

Mr.  Matthew  replied*-^ 

**That  wonld  depend  oa  the  extent  of  the 
alteratioii  or  repeel.  If  it  were  abioliitelj  re* 
pesled,  I  tfaiiik  the  practical  tiBeet  would  be  thst 
»  grest  deal  of  land  would  be  oonTOfcd  impni* 
dmtlf  to  charitable  uses,  and  that  a  ^kmI  deal  of 
niichief  whieh  the  Statute  of  Mortmam  aimed  at 
woohl  be  the  oonaequence ;  but  I  think  an  altera- 
tion, if  prudently  made,  to  as  to  sive  lufficient 
Ubertj  and  a  limited  extent  for  the  see  Mttiement 
of  such  charitable  estatei  as  I  have  mentioned, 
would  be  of  Terj  oonaiden>ble  benefit ;  by  beneflt 
I  sMMi  net  msrely  promoting  the  particnbir 
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were  ttie  greatest  innoyators  of  the  Aet  of 
George  II.?     Why,  the  GoTemmeiit'  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  beloiiged, 
both  m  IreUind  and  Enghmd.     Had  they 
not  passed  the   Charitable  Bequevta  for 
Ireland,  which  allowed  property  to  be  ap» 
plied  to  such  purposes  ;  and  had  sot  what 
was  commonly  called  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
Act  for  England  allowed  grants  of  real 
property    for    the    building    of    district 
churches,  and  for  providing  ministers  wM 
perpetual  curates,  notwithstanding  the  law 
of  mortmain?      This  anomaly  was  thus 
created,  that  there   might  be  a  mother 
church  with  a  small  endowment,  to  which 
no  grant  could  be  made,  while  a  ^ysirict 
church  in  the  same  parish  might  be  endowed 
ab  lihitum  under  Sir  Robert  Peel*s  'Aet. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  also  had 
power  to  receiye  land  in  spite  of  the  law  of 
mortmain.  As  to  ihe  doctrine  of  "  e*f  pf^ 
uses,'*  all  land  was  liable  to  beoom<»  of 
greater  value  than  when  left  by  the  tes- 
tator ;  and  the  Court  of  Chancery  wmiM 
interfere  to  apply  the  surplus  funds,  with- 
out abuse,  and  extend  the  institutions  to 
which  they  applied  in  a  spirit  conformaMe 
to  that  of  the  original  donor,  and  prevent 
misappropriation  by  trustees.     There  was 
a  large  property  in  the  town  of  Ludlow 
now  in  Chancery,  in  which  the  Court  was 
prayed  to  make  such  an  appropriation  as 
would  prevent  the  money  from  being  squia* 
dered  without  benefit  to  the  institutioBS. 
There  was  also  an    aneient  hospital  in 
Northampton,  in  whieh  the  Court  of  Chan* 
eery  had  increased  the  number  of  poor 
men  who  were  to  be  maintained,  and  ap* 
I  plied  part  of  the  funds  to  building  scImmhs 
and  churches  in  the  district.     Now  he 
codd  not  think  it  would  be  necessary  thai 
beouests  should  be  disposed  of  by  the  ji^ 
risdiction  of  the  Court  of  Chaasery.     If 
this  Bill  were  proposed  to  be  an  imperiiA 
law,  there  might  be  some  grounds  lor  the 
objection  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Seoretarr  for  the  Htnne  Department ;  but 
as  the  Bill  did  not  i^ly  to  Scotland  or 
to  Ireland,  he  did  not  see  why  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  should  hold  out  to  the  House 
the  SUtue  of  9  George  XL,  as  the  palla* 
dium  of  the  Constitution.     In  SooUaiid, 
though    at  the  time  of  the  Reformation 
no  country  possessed  a  population  who  ran 
riot  to  a  greater  extent,  there  die  eeclasisi 
tieal  institutions  had  been  then  eonpletdy 
overthrown  by  the  interest  of  die  nobili^ 
and  the  vehemenee  of  potpular  prejudioes* 
and  ret  in  no  oountfj  was  there  a  mere  ilfiet 
Uw  of  entail,    in  spite  of  that,  however. 


^  - 

viewt  of  partiouUr  religioas  bodies,  bvt  of  the 
eoantry  generally,  as  tending  to  fitcilitate  the 
means  of  religioua  and  secular  instruction  in 
many  places  where  it  is  vastly  and  pressingly 
needed." 

Again — 

**  I  much  doubt  whether  it  would  be  wise  to 
relax  this  Statute  on  the  subject  of  wills.  It 
appears  to  me  that  it  might  gi^e  a  very  undesirable 
opportunity  to  ecclesiastics  and  other  persons,  of 
whatsoever  denomination  they  might  be,  to  sur- 
round the  death-bed  with  a  very  improper  impor- 
tunity, producing  the  evils  which  this  Act  sought 
to  remedy." 

Within  those  limits  there  was  room  for  im- 
proving the  law.  A  good  deal  had  already 
oeen  done  to  promote  the  erection  and  en- 
dowment of  churches ;' and;  if  greater  fa- 
cilities could  be  afforded  to  parties  who 
wished  to  make  provisions  for  the  instruc- 
tion, religious  and  secular,  of  a  growing 
population,  he  thought  that,  without 
trenching  on  the  principle  of  the  Act  9 
George  IL,  an  amendment  of  the  existing 
law  was  desirable;  but  he  could  not  ap- 
prove of  the  measure  now  proposed.  In 
t^e  3rd  Clause  of  the  noble  Lord  s  Bill,  the 
certificate  of  three  witnesses  was  reaaired 
in  the  case  of  a  death-bed  bequest.  What 
did  the  noble  Lord  intend  these  three  wit- 
nesses to  certify  ?  Not  only  that  the  testa- 
tor was  of  sound  disposing  mind,  but  that 
he  had  executed  the  deed  of  his  own  free 
will,  and  without  any  undue  solicitation. 
What  could  the  medical  man  know  on  the 
latter  point  ?  In  conclusion,  he  begged  to 
repeat,  that  he  concurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet(Sir  J.  Graham)  in  opposing  the  Bill. 
Viscount  CLIVE  said,  that  theright  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  had  treated 
the  question  in  a  very  different  manner 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  having  been  on  the  Committee, 
was  willing  to  grapple  with  the  question,  to 
agree  to  relaxations  of  the  law,  and  bring 
it  into  a  state  in  unison  with  the  wants 
of  the  times  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Home  Secretary  said  he  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question,  he  would 
reject  the  Bill,  and  stand  upon  the  expe- 
rience of  the  century  during  which  the  Act 
of  George  II.  had  been  in  force,  forgetting 
that  in  twenty-five  years  from  the  passing 
of  that  Act  its  provisions  and  workings 
were  found  so  oppressive,  and  so  calculated 
to  put  a  stop  to  charitable  and  good  works, 
that  a  special  Act  was  passed,  exempting 
Qticon  Anne*s  Bounty  from  its  operation  ; 
for  the  building  of  churches  had  been 
stopped  by  it.     Who,  in  modern  times. 
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tHe  only  restriction  upon  bequests  to  pious 
and  charitable  uses  and  purposes  was,  that 
the  bequest  must  be  by  deed  or  will  exe- 
cuted thirty  days  and  twelve  months,  as 
the  present  Bill  proposed,  before  the  death 
of  the  dondr  or  testator.  On  this  point, 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Select  Cdm- 
mittee  bythe  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland 
was  very  important.  He  stated,  that  he 
did  know  an  instance  in  which'  this  power 
had  ever  been  abused,  or  where  property 
had  ever  been  left  to  a  charitable  in- 
iftitution,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  lawful 
h^irs  of  the  testator.  Considering  the 
great  infringements  which  had 'been  made 
in  this  law  by  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
odnsidering'  the  state  of  spiritual  destitu- 
tiltion  which  prevailed;  considering  that 
ihe  Sti^fctfte  of  9  George  II.  neither  applied 
to  Irela^nd  or 'to  Scotland;  considering, 
aUks  that  according  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Sury/it  was  shown  that  in  the  Colonies, 
or  at  least  in  Jamaica,  which  was  free  from 
diose  restrictions,  the  most  beneficial  re- 
sultB  had  been  attained,  he  did  not  think 
that  he  was  asking  too  much  of  the  Hoiise 
to  alter  and  amend'  the  laws  relating  to  the 
diapotoitt<m  of  property  to  pious  and  chari- 
tMe  purposes.  By  this  means  private 
benevolence  would  be  promoted,  and  a 
supply  of  the  means  of  instructing  an  in- 
dreaaing  but  impoverished  population,  ac- 
quired. They  did  not  seek '  by  this  BUI  to 
bntden  the  country  with  the  repayment  of 
loans  for  the  construction  of  workhouses, 
but  to  obtain  a  supply  of  that  sort  of  cha- 
rity which  will  neither  degrade  the  reci- 
pient, nor  impose  a  burden  upon  the  indus- 
trious classes  of  the  community.  He 
hoped  therefore  that  the  House  would  not 
hesitate  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  with  a  view  to  make 
such  reasonable  alterations  and  amend- 
ments in  the  law  as  would  prevent  charitable 
purposes  from  being  defeated  by  mere  tech- 
nicalities. 

SmR.  H.  IKGLIS,  while  he  admitted 
thaf  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down,  had  supported  with  great  zeal  and 
al^ity  this  Bill  to  which  his  own  name  was 
attached,  thought  his  noble  Friend  did  not 
seem  to  comprehend  ihe  extent  to  which 
the  aseasure  would  go.  His  noble  Friend 
said  that  the  provisions  of  the  BiU  would  not 
extend  to.  Sootland,  to  Ireland,  or  the  Co- 
lonies. Now,  to  exclude  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, and  the  Colonies  from  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  it  ought  to  contain  a  clause  of 
exception,  such  as  was  invariably  inserted 
in  all  Bills  intended  to  have  a  special  and^ 


limited  operation.  This  Bill,  however, 
contained  no  such  clause;  and  therefore  he 
apprehended  no  lawyer  would  contend  that 
the  Bill,  if  passed,  would  not  take  effect  in 
all  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  Be- 
cause the  Charitable  Bequests  (Ireland) 
Bill  had  been  passed  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment, that  afforded  no  reason  for  say- 
ing that  this  Bill  ought  to  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Legislature.  He  had  strongly 
objected  to  the  Charitable  Bequests  Act  for 
Ireland,  and  he  strongly  objected  to  the 
present  Bill;  and  he  thought  that  many 
hon.  Members  who  had  supported  the  fii^t- 
mentioned  Bill,  might,  with  great  justice, 
object  to  the  present  measure.  His  h6n. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Monckton  Milnes),  whom  he  did  not  now 
see  in  his  place,  had  spoken  of  amateur 
lawmakers  bringing  in  Bills  which  the 
profession  could  not  comprehend,  and  which 
the  Judges  could  not  understand;  and  he 
had  volunteered  an  opinion  in  the  presence 
of  the  two  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  also  of  two 
other  distinguished  members  of  the  same 
profession,  that  this  Bill  was  much  more 
intelligible  to  barrister^,  arid  would  be  ca- 
pable of  being  decided  upon  by  Judges  of 
the  land.  '  He  wished  to  meet  his  hon. 
Friend  at  the  outset,  and  to  question  his 
facts.  His  hon.  Friend  had  chosen  to  draw 
a  comparision  between  the  progress  of  the 
Reformation  in  England  and  its  progress 
in  Germany;  and  he  had  said  that,  while 
in  England  the  great  mass  of  ecclesiastical 
property  had  been  confiscated  to  a  profli- 
gate nobility,  in  Germany  it  had  been  ap- 
plied to  the  sacred  purposes  of  education. 
He  begged  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend  if  he 
knew  what  had  become  of  the  two  noblest 
ecclesiastical  institutions  in  Suabia,  and 
whether  he  was  aware  that  one  of  them 
had  been  converted  into  a  glass  manufac- 
tory, while  the  other  was  devotied  to  the 
manufacture  of  cotton?  His  hon.  Friend 
had  exhibited  in  the  statements  he  had 
made  to  the  House,  but  little  acquaintance 
with  facts.  He  admitted  that  at  the  time 
of  the  Reformation  one-third  of  the  landed 
property  of  England  was  in  the  possession 
of  ecclesiastical  bodies — that  was  the  lowest 
estimate  that  had  ever  been  made ;  others 
had  reckoned  it  as  much  as  two-fifths.  In 
the  abbey  of  Glastonbury  the  value  of  land 
was  estimated  in  the  year  1719  at  no  less 
than  500,0002.  per  annum;  and  it  was  in 
order  to  put  an  end  to  grants  to  so  vast  an 
amount  being  contmued,  that  the  Statute 
of  George  II.' was  passed.    But  every  Act 
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pMsed  bjT  ibe  Legiaktarewis  met  by  lome 
new  device  inyented  by  tbe  ecdeBieaticel 
bodies  in  order  to  eyade  tbe  law;  and  bence 
further  legiaUtion  was  called  for  at  tbe  end 
of  about  eyery  ten  years.  Hia  noble  Friend 
wbo  bad  introduced  tbis  Bill  would  remem* 
ber,  that  about  four  years  ago  be  (Sir  R. 
H.  Inglis)  bad,  by  some  observation^  in« 
duoed  his  noble  Friend  to  suppose  be  was 
not  unfavourable  to  some  slteration  in  the 
laws  of  mortmain*  He  admitted  that  there 
ware  some  difficulties,  such  as  those  which 
bad  to-day  been  pointed  out  by  the  right 
hen.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Devonport 
(Sir  0,  Qrey) ;  but  to  euro  those  diffioid- 
ties  he  was  not  prepared  to  sanction  a 
measure  so  vast  and  sweeping  as  that  now 
under  consideration.  Besides,  he  thought 
that  the  olgeotions  urged  by  the  right  hon« 
Baionet  the  Home  Secretary,  in  reference 
to  the  political  economy  of  the  question, 
bad  not  been  met  by  any  bon.  Member  who 
had  yet  addressed  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  put  the  question  of  cha* 
rity  on  its  tine  ground;  and  he  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  the  f oundati<m  of  charity, 
public  as  well  as  private,  was  self-denial. 
And  where  was  the  self-denial  exercised 
by  any  individual  who  would  deprive  his 
family  of  their  just  expectations  that  they 
would  succeed  to  the  wealth  which  formed 
the  accumulation  of  his  life,  by  bequeathing 
it  to  strangers,  however  exemplary  the 
oharaoter  mi  conduct  of  those  stiMigers 
mi^t  be,  and  deserving  of  support  the 
ehmty  of  which  they  might  be  the  trustees  } 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
George  Orey)  had  directed  attention  to  the 
provisions  rf  the  3rd  Clause  of  the  Bill, 
hut  still  he  hoped  to  be  allowed  to  oflhr 
one  more  obsenralion  upon  a  minor  point 
in  thai  danse,  but  which  was  wort^  of 
^  consideration  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
framer  of  the  BiU.  The  Bill  contained  no 
interpretation  clause,  as  usual,  declaring 
Ibat  the  word  *'  man"  should  be  taken  to 
mean  **  woman«"  and  other  equally  singular 
inooBgruities.  This  inteipretatien  dause 
was  omitted  from  this  Bill  s  and  though  it 
provided  effectually  against  the  exercise  of 
an  unsound  discretion  on  the  pari  of  a 
loalator,  it  left  a  testatrix  altogetoer  nnpro* 
teeted.  The  females  want  protection.  Bid 
the  House  remember  a  case  that  had  bum 
recently  before  the  public  be  alluded  to 
tbe  case  of  Ann  Pranees  Calbeck.  This 
lady  had  livedfor  thirty  yearsin  tbe  bouse 
ef  her  brother  upea  teinscf  tbe  greatest 
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would  Bucceedat  her  death  to  her  pteyet^f. 
It  appeared,  however,  that  she  naa  bum 
ordered  by  her  spiritoal  director  to  draw 
up  a  win  in  favour  of  a  religious  eommunitv 
among  whom  she  worshipped,  and  vriiida 
on  her  death  succeeded  to  her  praperty. 
The  will  was  drawn  up  not  in  her  writii^, 
but  at  her  verbal  dictation  to  the  Bcmaa 
Catholic  Dean,  the  Bev.  Dr.  Me^.  [Mr. 
0*ComsLii:  It  is  contradicted  by  a  letter 
of  Dr.  Meyler.]  Did  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  the  county  of  Cork  mean  to 
state  that  the  wiU  was  executed  on  tha 
written  instructions  of  the  testatrix  t  [lb« 
O'CoinaBU, :  I  will  state  the  foots  of  tha 
case  by  and  by,]  The  will,  it  appeeied> 
was  executed  at  the  ebiHP^  of  the  Ber. 
Dr.  Meyler,  and  was  left  in  his  pQssnssiSBb 
instead  of  remaining  in  the  eusto^jr  of 
the  testatrix,  so  that  if  she  had  eha^ged 
her  mind  she  would  have  had  no  means  and 
opportunity  of  evrjiag  the  change  into 
effect.  But  it  remained  in  the  posssssioK 
of  the  Bev.  Dr.  Meyler :  it  was  admitted 
to  be  proved;  and  tho^i^  the  fother  of 
the  lady  endeavoured  to  set  it  aside,  ha 
was  defeated.  To  these  foots  he  beMeted 
that  no  contradiction  could  he  cffered ;  and 
he  contended  that  this  case  diowed  tha 
neosasity  of  the  fBmals  sax  hehur  nrafteeiad. 
They  were  not  so  protected  by  the  IsnM 
of  the  dause  in  the  Bill  by  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newark.  It  was  said  the* 
this  Bill  came  forward  badwd  Iqr  ^  !•• 
commendation  of  the  Select  Commitlea 
which  had  been  i^pointed  to  inquire  inla 
this  sulgeot.  On  refening,  howuver,  ta 
the  Ust  dause  of  the  Bcpcrt  of  tha*  Gem* 
mittee,  he  found  that  they  stated—"  Tov 
Committee  do  not  fed  anthoriaed  by  the 
terms  of  the  reference  to  report  m  fevour 
of  any  speeido  dteration  of  the  lasr  ef 
mortmain;"  and  the  predig^  ef  a  BiU 
coining  forward  on  the  reecmmsndalacn  ef 
the  Committee  was  ne|;atived  vriien  it  waa 
seen  that,  on  a  division,  the  Coflsmittea 
voted  three  to  three,  and  thai  the  aeUe 
Chairman  had  dosed  the  proceedings  by 
giving  his  castiiig  vote.  Under  sm  eiiw 
cumstanoes»  whOe  he  thought  the  Gens- 
mittee  were  entitled  to  evetr  credit  for  tha 
work  they  had  dcM,  yel  ne  hoped  hen. 
Members  would  not  be  led  to  give  an  i»> 
cautious  vote  in  fovcnr  ef  the 
reading  of  the  BiU.  Let  them 
that  iSne  provisieas  of  this 
fotended  to  take  etfect  in  all 
kibited  by  law,  cr  which  were  not 
to  publie  policy.    Now,  the  pdbKe  psisgf 
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as  ike  practicai  men  of  the  House,  and 
charging  others  with  emharrassing  the 
Government,  and  not  going  mth  their 
party.  Ho  did  not  think  that  the  speech 
they  had  just  heard  from  the  Member  for 
Finshm-y,  was  a  yery  happy  example  of 
what  was  practical — considering  that  he 
advised  tlus  question  to  he  settled  by  tak- 
ing a  show  of  hands  throughout  the  coun- 
try; but  really  if  those  hon.  G^itlemen 
had  done  any  good  in  their  public  career, 
which  he  did  not  deny,  he  thought  it  was 
chiefly  by  a  system  of  isolation  on  which 
they  proceeded,  never  heeding  what  was 
practical,  or  what  was  convenient  to  any 
party,  but  boldly  stating  and  acting  upon 
what  they  considered  right.  Now  in  this 
instance  he  really  thought  they  might 
allow  him  to  act  upon  the  similar  principle, 
without  casting  imputations  as  they  had 
upon  him  and  his  friends,  and  as  if  they 
were  not  as  able  to  judge  of  what  was  right 
as  themselrea.  He  did  not  dispute  the 
propriety  of  the  course  pursued  by  some  of 
his  friends  on  this  occasion;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  anticipated  in  making  the 
Motion,  that  they  might  oppose  him — act- 
ing npon  the  belief  that  they  served  the 
cause  better  by  voting  for  the  measure  as 
it  was,  than  by  seeking^  to  amend  it  then. 
He  did  not  imply  that  they  were  less 
friendly  to  the  principle  of  an  amendment 
on  that  account,  and  he  had  said  nothing  to 
provoke  the  practical  natures  of  those  hon. 
Members.  He  had  for  some  years  past 
taken  leave  to  act  upon  his  own  judgment 
on  this  question;  and  though  he  had  unfor- 
tunately always  been  reproached  for  doing 
so,  and  always  told  that  there  was  some- 
thing wrong  in  his  Motion,  yet  he  could 
not  think  that  this  was  precisely  the  year 
to  make  him  regret  what  he  had  done. 
He  had  advocated  this  very  principle  of 
immediate  repeal  for  some  years  past,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  he  was  to  abandon  it 
now:  indeed,  judging  irofsn.  the  speeches 
of  the  majority  of  those  who  had  spoken, 
and  from  the  opinions  known  to  exist  out 
of  doors,  he  never  felt  more  satisfied  of  the 
wisdom  and  propriety  of  that  course.  He 
begged  farther  to  say,  that  he  had  good 
reason  to  suppose,  until  he  heard  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn, 
that  it  would  have  been  adopted  by  the 
House ;  for  from  l^e  moment  the  measure 
was  proposed  by  the  Government,  the 
protectionist  party  had  in  every  direc- 
tion asserted  that  it  would  be  far  bet- 
ter if  the  Com  Laws  were  to  be  re- 
pealed that  it  should  be  done  at  once. 


He  had,  indeed,  been  taunted  by  those 
Gentleman  with  a  reluctance  on  his  part 
to  bring  it  forward  now  that  he  had  a 
chance  of  carrying  it :  they  defied  him  to 
make  the  Motion,  as  they  should  support 
it.  Now  it  seemed  that  they  had  dis- 
covered that  though  it  was  for  the  interest 
of  the  farmer,  as  they  had  avowed,  to  have 
it  immediately,  yet  that  there  was  some  in- 
terest which  would  not  be  favoured  by  that 
-^the  landlord's  interest  and  the  farmer *s 
interest  did  not  seem  to  be  identical  in  this 
matter:  they  were  going  upon  another  tack, 
and  assuming  that  they  could  defeat  the 
measure  altogether.  The  farmers  were 
now  to  be  encouraged  to  believe  that  pro- 
tection could  be  maintained,  and  they  were 
all  going  to  vote  for  the  protection  offered 
them  by ^  the  Government.  He  asked  if 
that  did  not  afford  the  strongest  reason  for 
adopting  his  Amendment?  What  was  it 
that  made  it  so  desirable  that  the  Corn 
Laws  should  be  repealed  immediately  in- 
stead of  in  three  years^  time,  but  that  the 
farmers  and  the  landlords  should  at  once 
prepare  themselves  for  the  change-^shoukL 
no  longer  delude  themselves  by  trusting  to 
protection — ^but  for  the  evil  make  such  ar- 
rangements and  improvements  as  should 
enable  them  to  meet  the  competition  ?  No- 
body in  his  senses  could  doubt  that  these 
laws  must  now  soon  be  repealed ;  and,  cer- 
tainly, the  contrary  would  not  be  believed 
by  foreigners ;  yet  what  was  the  plan  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn,  but  to 
encourage  the  farmers  here  to  make  no 
preparation  for  the  change — ^to  believe  it 
was  not  necessary  ?  while  foreigners,  con- 
fidently expecting  the  market  to  be  open, 
would  lose  no  time  in  providing  for  that 
supply  which  defective  agriculture  and  bad 
arrangement  between  landlord  and  tenant 
rendered  so  necessary  for  this  country. 
The  foreign  grower,  having  no  faith  in  the 
noble  Lord's  threat,  and  having  confidence 
in  the  success  of  a  policy  supported  by  the 
leading  men  of  both  parties,  would  be  pre- 
paring ;  while  the  farmers,  deluded  by 
their  friends,  would  be  foimd  slumbering, 
when  the  period  for  entire  freedom  arrived. 
Some  of  those  who  had  opposed  free  trade, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Devonshire, 
said,  that  seeing  the  change  was  inevitable, 
they  should  be  no  parties  to  encourage  the 
farmer  to  expect  the  contrary ;  but  this 
friendly  course  to  the  farmer  was,  it 
seemed,  not  to  be  adopted  by  the  majority: 
it  became  the  House,  then,  not  to  lend  itself 
to  the  delusion  again  about  to  be  practised 
upon  that  unfortunate  class.   The  time  was 
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with  charitable  bequesto?  They  wanted 
more  religious  instructioii.  "  You  and  I," 
said  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  **  differ 
upon  points  of  religion;  but  we  agree 
upon  this — ^that  it  is  our  first  dutj  to  give 
religious  instruction  to  the  rising  gene- 
ration. Do  not  attempt  to  stop  Uie  hand 
of  charity.  Of  whatever  sect  or  persuasion 
we  may  be,  let  us  encourage  bequests  for 
giving  instruction  to  the  young ;  and  let 
us  not  by  a  one-sided  or  rather  left-handed 
Act  of  Parliament  obstruct  the  diffusion  of 
spiritual  instruction.  If  the  noble  Lord 
succeeds  in  removing  this  obstruction,  he 
will  gain  credit  with  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  with  the  Christian  world  at 
large." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
could  not  suffer  this  discussion  to  close 
without  offering  a  few  observations  upon 
the  subject.  He  believed  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  paid  the  greatest  attention  to  the 
subject ;  and  it  was  with  very  great  regret 
that,  after  the  most  careful  consideration, 
he  could  not  consent  to  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  necessary  to  under- 
stand the  question.  They  were  called  upon 
to  decide  upon  the  propriety  of  repealing  the 
Act  9  George  II.,  c.  06,  and  to  substitute 
some  other  provision  in  lieu  of  it.  The  House 
had  been  referred  to  a  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1844  on  Mortmain,  for  an  ejqila- 
nation  of  all  the  details  of  the  subject,  and 
for  proper  information.  He  had  turned  to 
that  Report,  and  he  had  found  a  most  re- 
markable inaccuracy  in  the  very  outset  of 
it ;  for  he  found  it  there  stated  that  the  9 
George  II.,  c.  36,  was  treated  and  acknow- 
ledged as  the  eiisting  law  on  the  subject 
of  mortmain.  But  it  was  not  only  not  the 
eiisting  law  on  the  subject  of  mortmain, 
but  the  Act  was  not  at  all  applicable  to 
mortmain ;  and  if  tho  House  looked  at  the 
evidence  of  Sir  Francis  Palgrave  (who  had 
been  characterised  as  the  modem  Selden) 
they  would  find  such  a  clear  and  distinct 
explanation  of  the  Statute  of  9  George  II., 
c.  36,  as  should  have  prevented  any  mis- 
take.    Sir  Francis  said — 

"  lo  th«  flnt  pl«oc,  the  ti»nii  moKmsin,  in  the 
Wf  in  which  it  ie  uMd  in  oommon  diaoounp,  and 
Mnerally  employed,  is  in  tome  degree  inaoeurmte. 
Mortmain,  in  a  legal  senae,  meant  aimply  the 
acquisition  of  real  property  by  corporate  bodion 
haring  perpetual  racoeflsion :  but  in  common  lan- 
guage it  it  applied  to  the  rettriotions  imposed  hy 
the  9th  George  II.,  which  prcTeni  the  giring  of 
landed  property  to  charitable  purpoecs.  It  is  very 
important  to  eall  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  this  distinction,  because  the  erroneous  or  con- 
versational sense  has  been  sanctioned  by  great 
authorities;  for  esavpie,  by  Sir  William  Grant, 


PwrpuesBOl.     600 

who,  in  a  case  arising  upon  the  9th  of  Geoife  IL 
{•*  Attorney  General  v.  Stuart,"  2  MeriTale,  361 )» 
says,  'I  conceive  the  object  of  the  Statute  of 
Mortmain  is  wholly  political  ;*  and  if  so  high  an 
authority  could  misoonetrue  such  a  Statute, 
others  may  not  have  seen  aeouimtely  the  ****^ng 
of  earlier  Statutes  which  have  a  yerj  material 
influence  upon  the  question.  Tou  think  Sir 
William  Grant  misconstrued  it  by  ascribing  it 
to  political  influence  ?  His  misconstruction  ooi»- 
siste  in  denominating  this  Statute  a  Statale 
of  mortmain,  whereas  it  is  not  mortmain ;  it  is 
a  Statute  for  prerenting  the  alienation  of  land 
to  charitable  uses;  preventing,  of  course,  real 
property  being  given  to  charitable  corporations,  as 
well  as  to  trustees  for  charities.  The  Statute  9ih 
George  IL  has  no  peculiar  reference  to  eonummi- 
ties  ^ving  perpetual  succession.  It  does  not  pre» 
vent  bequeathing  land  for  purposes  not  being 
charitable ;  for  exsmple,  to  the  city  of  London,  or 
to  any  non-charitable  institution  or  society  en- 
powend  to  take  land.  The  Statutes  of  mortmain 
apply  generally  to  all  corporations  having  per- 
petual succession." 

Now,  it  would  he  most  important  for  the 
House  to  hear  this  distinction  in  mind 
throughout  the  whole  discussion:  thej 
must  distinguish  between  the  mortmain 
Acts  and  the  9th  Oeorge  II. ,  c.  36,  which 
was  no  Mortmain  Act  at  all,  bat  was  passed 
to  prevent  devises  of  land  altogether*  and 
gifts,  except  under  restrictions,  for  eharita* 
ble  purposes.  With  regard  to  the  Mortmain 
Acts  :  the  first  was  Magna  Charta,  as  con- 
firmed by  the  9  Henry  III.,  which  first 
imposed  restrictions  upon  gifts  of  land  to 
religious  houses;  and  it  only  prevented 
religious  houses  from  taking  such  gifts,  and 
leasing  the  lands  so  taken  back  again  to 
the  donor,  whereby  certain  incidents  of 
tenure  were  lost  to  the  Lords.  That  Act 
was  intended  to  prevent  snch  gifts  to 
religious  houses ;  it  only  applied  to  the 
regular  and  not  to  the  secular  clergy;  and 
one  of  its  objects  was  to  secure  certain 
civil  rights  to  the  lords  and  the  State.  It 
was  curious  to  trace  the  history  of  the 
struggle  between  the  eeclesiasticwl  bodies 
and  ^e  Legislature  on  the  subject  of  the 
Statutes  of  mortmain.  The  ecdesiastjcaj 
bodies  were  desirous  of  evading  the  Sta- 
tutes ;  and  the  object  of  moat  of  the  legis- 
lative enactments  waa  to  provide  a  remedy 
for  particular  devices  as  they  grew  up.  The 
next  device  of  the  ecclesiastical  bodies  waa 
to  take  long  tenns  of  years,  which  waa  the 
origin  of  the  long  terms  in  oar  family  settle- 
ments. The  7  Edward  I.  provided  that  no 
person,  religious  or  other,  shoold  aeqoire 
for  a  term  of  years  land  in  mortmain, 
ander  penalty  of  forfeitore ;  and  the  13  Ed- 
ward I.,  introdaoed  aprovision  on  the  aame 
subject,  and  it  provided  against  aoother 
evaaon*  by  what  was  tenned  oommoo  roco- 
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rerles,  enacting  that  the  questions  as  to 
the  right  of  the  plaintiff  or  demandant 
should  be  decided  by  a  jury.  The  clergy 
then  devised  the  distinction  now  preserved 
between  the  use  and  the  possession  of  lands, 
which  was  not  granted  to  themselves,  but 
to  nominal  feoffees,  the  religious  houses 
reserving  all  the  profits  to  themselves.  The 
15  Richard  II.,  c.  5,  introduced  a  provision 
by  which  no  such  purchase  could  be  made 
in  future,  and  enacted,  that  such  lands 
already  purchased  should  be  amortized  by 
the  King,  or  the  landlord.  And  this  Act 
of  13  Richard  II.  for  the  first  time  ap- 
plied the  mortmain  Acts  to  secular  corpo- 
rationa,  as  well  as  spiritual  corporations. 
The  23  Henry  VIII.,  afterwards  pre- 
vented gifts  in  mortmain  for  superstitious 
uses.  Thus  the  law  continued  both  as 
to  mortmain  and  superstitious  uses,  with 
the  exception  of  the  7th  and  8th  Wil- 
liam III.,  which  empowered  the  Crown  to 
grant  leases  to  corporations  to  hold  lands 
in  mortmain,  and  provided  that  no  gift  or 
devise  to  a  spiritual  or  lay  corporation 
ahtfuld  be  valid  without  a  license  from  the 
Crown ;  but  there  might  be  a  gift  or  devise 
of  land  or  of  money  for  chantable  purposes 
without  any  restriction  whatever.  Such 
being  the  state  of  the  law,  the  Act  9  George 
II.  passed.  The  Committee  had  said  that 
"  they  had  failed  to  arrive  at  any  certain 
knowledge  of  the  true  grounds  on  which 
that  Act  was  passed."  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  had  looked  at  the  Act  itself,  and 
it '  was  evident,  by  the  words  of  the  Act, 
what  motive  had  induced  the  Legislature  to 
pass  it.  He  found  that  although  the  title 
was  general  (the  title  was  no  part  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament),  the  preamble  and  the 
enacting  part  showed  what  were  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Legislature,  and  the  mischiefs 
they  meant  to  guard  against.  The  pre- 
amble has  this  recital : — 

' "  Whereas  gifts,  or  alienations  of  lands,  tene- 
ments, or  hereditaments,  in  mortmain,  are  prohi- 
bited or  restrained  by  Magna  Charta,  and  divers 
other  wholesome  laws,  as  prejudicial  to  and  against 
the  common  utility ;  nevertheless,  this  public  mis- 
chief has  of  late  greatly  increased  by  many  large 
and  improvident  alienations  or  dispositions  made 
by  languishing  or  dying  persons,  or  by  other  per- 
sons, to  uses  called  charitable  uses,  to  take  place 
after  their  deaths,  to  the  disherison  of  their  lawful 
heirs." 

Now,  when  he  saw  that  the  preamble, 
which  was  frequently  called  in  the  profes- 
sion the  key  to  the  meaning  of  the  Legis- 
lature, states  that  these  alienations  were 
made  by  persons  to  the  disherison  of  their 
lawf^  lieirs,  he  copld  not  doubt  what  was 


the  mischief  it  was  intended  to  prevent/ 
The  enactment  was  applied,  therefore,  pre- 
cisely and  specifically  to  the  mischief.  The 
Act  prohibits  altogether  any  devise  of  land, 
or  that .  which  savours  of  the  realty,  for 
charitable  uses ;  but  it  ietllows  gifts  of  land 
to  be  made  for  that  purpose,  if  made  by 
deed  executed  twelve  months  before  the 
death  of  the  donor,  and  enrolled  within  six 
months  after  its  execution.  It  had  been 
apprehended  that  persons  might  be  in- 
fluenced in  moments  when  the  mind  was 
weakened  and  the  body  broken  down  by 
disease,  to  give  away  their  property.  But 
this  danger  was  not  thought  proper  to  be 
guarded  against  in  the  case  of  personal 
property,  which  had  no  local,  permanent, 
or  visible  character ;  the  Legislature  show- 
ing their  feeling  on  the  subject  by  mak- 
ing a  distinction  between  the  two  species 
of  property,  and  preventing  the  testator 
from  exercising  the  power  of  giving  away 
his  real  or  landed  property,  while  no  such 
restriction  was  imposed  upon  him  with 
regard  to  personal  property.  Let  it  not  be 
imagined  that  at  the  time  this  Act  was 
passed  there  was  any  apprehension  that 
Roman  Catholic  priests  would  influence 
dying  penitents,  and  that  this  was  the  dan- 
ger intended  to  be  provided  %gainst.  On 
Uie  contrary,  when  the  Act  of  9  George  II. 
was  framed,  Roman  Catholics  did  not  enjoy 
the  power  of  holding  or  using  land ;  for  it 
was  not  until  the  18tli  of  George  III.,  or 
forty-two  years  afterward,  that  they  were 
allowed  to  take  land.  The  object  of  the 
Legislature  was  to  prevent  the  undue  in- 
fluence which  was  likely  to  be  exercised 
at  the  approach  of  death  in  favour  of 
pious  and  charitable  uses.  Such  being 
the  law  of  the  case,  the  question  na- 
turally arose,  did  any  great  mischief 
result  from  the  provisions  of  the  9th  of 
George  II.,  which  called  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Legislature  at  the  present 
moment  ?  In  satisfying  himself  upon  that 
point,  he  naturally  turned  to  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  which  had  sat 
on  this  subject;  and  after  reading  over  the 
whole  of  that  evidence  as  carefully  as  his 
other  engagements  would  permit,  he  had 
laid  it  down  with  the  impression  that  there 
had  been  no  case  made  out  of  any  crying 
mischief  which  called  for  this  or  any  other 
remedy  that  could  be  proposed.  When  he 
attempted  to  ascertain  what  were  the  views 
of  the  different  individuals  who  appeared 
before  that  Committee,  he  could  not  help 
feeling  how  difScult  and  dangerous  a  tasK 
it  was  \Q  attempt  ioterferipg  with  the  law, 


e03     ApMrtiybrKoiitoiMi      {OOHMOKB}     OhmrUMi  Pmpom  Bltt.    904 

a&d  liow  Apprebenflirt  penons  ougbt  to  be 
of  the  eonaequenceB  of  sttch  intenerence— - 
eonBeouenoes  which  it  was  often  ahnost  im- 
poenble  to  htTe  anticipated.  He  found 
that  one  witness  was  for  upholding  the  ex- 
isting law  in  its  fnll  vigour;  that  another 
was  for  making  it  infinity  more  stringent; 
while  a  third,  a  man  whom  they  all  es- 
teemed and  respected,  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don, was  disposed  to  relax  the  law  in 
favour  of  the  Established  Church,  but 
not  one  step  further.  And  when  the  no- 
ble Lord  stated  that  all  the  conTeyanoers 
denounced  the  Act  of  the  9th  of  George 
II.,  he  should  hare  made  an  exception 
wiUi  regard  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  flodg- 
son  and  Mr.  Mathews,  both  of  whom  were 
opposed  to  a  repeal  of  that  Act,  especially 
with  regs^  to  wills,  though  they  would 
slightly  alter  its  provisions  with  respect  to 
deeds.  He  altogether  denied  that  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Legislature  in  later  times  had 
been  to  relaxthe  laws  of  mortmain.  Although 
in  the  case  of  the  Queen  Anne's  Bounty, 
and  some  other  favoured  instances,  the  law 
might  have  been,  to  a  certain  extent,  re- 
laxed, yet  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
very  lately  the  Legislature  had  given  its 
sanction,  in  the  passmg  of  the  Charitable 
Bequests  Act,  to  an  extension  of  the  law 
to  Ireland.  By  the  Act  to  which  he  al- 
luded, the  principle  of  the  Act  9th  George 
II.  was  applied  for  the  first  time  to  Ire- 
land, as  in  that  country  no  restriction  of 
the  kind  had  previously  existed.  He  would 
beg  to  refer  the  noble  Member  for  Shrop- 
shire (Lord  Clive)  t6  that  fact,  in  answer  to 
his  allegation  that  the  principle  of  the  law 
had  been  relaxed.  As  the  arguments 
against  the  measure  had  been  neariy  ex- 
hausted by  hon.  Gentiemen  who  had  pre- 
eeded  him,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
by  going  further  into  them.  It  had  been 
stated  uat  there  were  no  instances  of  the 
ministers  of  any  religious  denomination  in- 
tuencing  dying  persons  to  leave  property 
for  religious  purposes;  but,  on  this  sub> 
ject,  he  woula  beg  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  of  the  answers 

Kn  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sherburne  and  the 
.  Mr.  Trappe.  The  former  rev.  Gen- 
tleman stated  this  in  his  evidence  (Ques- 
tion 1,104),  in  answer  to  the  following 
Sestion  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
M5t:— 

'*  Would  jou  admit  It  to  be  a  doetrine  of  70V 
dmreh,  upon  whieh  yov  would  pnetteaUy  Ml, 
that  it  would  be  joor  datj,  in  esae  joa  tend  a 
Mnltent  upon  hia  death-bed,  to  incUna  bin  to  leave 
beqaeeta  lo  charitable  and  religious  porpoeet,  for 
the  adTsntagQ  and  good  of  his  sow  f*-I  never 


have  roooBuneoded  anjthiag  of  the  kind,  and  the 
probabilitj  is,  that  J  shall  never  do  so ;  but  then, 
if  a  person  looks  upon  certain  spiritual  deeds  as 
beneficial,  and  he  is  unable  to  do  those  of  one 
kind,  he  may  pronerlj,  I  think,  do  thoee  of  aaa* 
tber ;  a  person,  for  example,  cannot  pray  anioh« 
and  he  cannot  do  many  other  things  of  the  saoM 
kind  when  he  is  very  ill,  but  he  can  gifo  alms 
sometimes,  and  he  can  do  such  things  as  are  veiy 
well  deserring  of  recommendation ;  but  as  to  nrg- 
ing  a  person  to  do  anything  of  the  kind,  I  would 
never  do  it ;  but  if  a  person  should  say  to  ae^ 
'Isitnotwelltodoso?'  I  should  say,  it  is  weU. 
"My question  was,  whether  such  conduct,  or 
persuasion  of  the  penitent,  would  be  considered  as 
dogmatically  inconeet  f— I  think  it  would  not  be 
dogmatically  correct." 

Again,  the  Rev.  F.  Trappe  stated,  in  p. 
149  of  the  evidence,  in  answer  to  the 
Churman  (Lord  John  Manners) — 

"  Is  it  your  opinion  that  the  Catholic  devgy 
have  the  means  of  exercising  undue  influence  to 
procure  money  from  their  penitents,  to  the  iiguiy 
of  their  fomilies  ?— -If  they  are  so  profligate  as  lo 
avail  themselTes  of  it,  they  certainly  have  the 
means ;  and  I  am  quite  certain,  in  practice,  that  I 
could  often  have  got  large  sums,  if  I  had  tried. 

"  Have  you  any  reason  to  beliere  that  any  fUh 
man  Catholic  olergrman  does  use  that  influence  f 
-—Yes,  I  have  had  reason  to  believe  so ;  net  in 
very  great  sums. 

**  Do  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  interfore  ia 
makinff  wills  for  their  penitents,  so  as  to  get  pro- 
perty for  themselves,  or  for  charitable  purpoees  f 
— I  believe  so ;  and  I  have  heard  of  tnstaaoes  froai 
such  reepeotable  authority,  that  I  can  entsctsfai  no 
doubt  that  it  is  sometimee  done/' 

Mow,  it  appeared  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Trappe 
was  under  suspension  at  the  time  he  gav« 
that  evidence;  but  then  he  waa  mther  • 
respectable  person,  or  he  waa  not.  If  he 
were  respectable,  his  evidence  must  have 
weight;  tf  he  were  not,  then  the  House 
should  consider  the  danger  of  such  persons 
surrounding  the  death-bed  of  penitents. 
He  thought  it  unnecessary  to  enter  into 
the  different  dauses  of  the  Aet.  The 
noble  Lord  had  relied  on  the  fact  of  par- 
ticular formalities  being  required  m  some 
cases;  but  then  the  cautions  and  safe- 
guards suffgested  bj  the  Bill  were  only 
to  be  used  on  occanons  when  the  donor 
was  giving  away  by  wiD  or  deed  more  than 
half  his  entire  property,  estates,  or  effects, 
whether  real  or  personaL  It  appeared  to 
him  that  no  case  whatever  had  been  made 
out  against  the  9th  of  Qeor^  II.;  thai 
the  points  relied  upon  were  incontisteni 
and  unsatisfactory ;  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  had,  therefore,  faQed  in  laving  n 
foundation  before  the  House  fcr  the  enai^gea 
moposed  by  this  BOl.  He  tiumght  it  wodd 
be  most  dangerous  for  persons  Inops  coii- 
eUii  to  be  permitted  to  dispoee  of  iMr 
property,  red  as  wdl  ••  perwMli  lo  Ae 
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yt^fiidiee  of  Ihw  hdn  and  rekiioiiB$  and 
on  tliMa  gronndA  he  cerUinly  ootild  not 

S'ye  hia  eonsent  to  the  oecona  reading  of 
eBilL 

Mb.  CHARLES  BULLER  said,  long 
aa  this  discnssion  had  been  protracted^  he 
wodd  make  no  apology  to  uie  House  for 
trespaasing  for  aome  minntes  on  their  at* 
tention  in  reference  to  the  anbject  before 
ihem»  not  onlj  becaiue  his  name  appeared 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  but  also  because, 
since  the  first  introduction  of  this  subject 
to  the  Honse»  he  had  al^ajs  supported  the 
noble  Iiord  upon  it,  and  because,  almost 
without  ezeeption,  his  hen.  Friends  on  that 
(the  Oppontion)  side  of  the  House  had 
given  no  support  to  this  Bill.  He  wished, 
therefore,  to  state  the  reasons  which  had 
urged  him  to  give  his  most  cordial  support 
to  the  propoMl  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
would  not  follow  the  aivuments  either  <A 
the  hon.  Member  fcrthe  Unirersity  of  Ox- 
ford, or  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  or  the  speeches 
made  by  other  hon*  Members,  with  respect 
to  the  minute  details  of  the  Bill,  as  these 
were  points  which  could  best  be  discussed 
when  the  Bill  got  into  Committee,  which  he 
did  not  despair  of  se^g.  That  to  which 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  House  more 
directly  was  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  and 
thadbjectswhichithadinyiew.  He  might 
aay  generally  tiiat  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  effect  a  uniformity  of  the  law  with 
respect  to  real  and  personal  property. 
That,  he  should  say,  was  an  object  which 
was  in  all  instances  desirable  to  effect  to 
aa  great  an  extent  as  possible,  in  order 
that  the  holders  of  different  kinds  of  pro- 
perty  might  not  be  confused  by  the  con- 
licting  operation  of  the  laws  made  for  their 
regulation.  In  the  matter  at  present  be- 
fore the  House,  he  thought  that  a  sufficient 
ease  had  been  made  out  from  the  evidence 
to  show  that  it  would  be,  at  any  rate,  de- 
vrable  to  put  the  law  with  regard  to  real 
and  to  personal  property  upon  the  same 
footing;  and  for  wis  obyious  reason,  that 
ike  distinctions  made  by  the  law  between 
real  and  personal  property  were  not  always 
nnderstood  by  the  lawyers  themselves,  and 
were  most  undoubtedly  not  understood  by 
ihe  public  generally.  In  proof  of  this  fact, 
he  need  onfy  observe,  that  many  instances 
had  occurred  in  which  property,  treated  as 
personal  property,  had  been  found  after- 
wards to  come  under  the  restrictions  apply- 
ing to  real  property.  Now,  that  was  an 
#vU  which  they  had  a  right  to  remedy.  He 
irould  saj  that  in  England  the  law  eboidd 


be  so  dear  in  this  resnect  that  all  persona 
should  be  enabled  to  know  what  property 
they  might  devise  for  charitable  purpeses» 
and  what  property  they  could  not  so  treats 
To  do  this,  were  they  to  make  the  disposi* 
tion  of  real  property  as  free  as  in  the  case 
of  personal  property,  or  were  they  to  place 
on  the  latter  the  restrictions  which  existed 
with  regard  to  real  property?  for  hon.  Gen* 
tlemen  opposite  ought  to  cany  their  argu- 
ment to  that  extent.  They  were  gmlty  of 
an  inconsistency  in  putting  forwara,  as  the 
ground  on  which  they  opposed  ^s  Bill« 
die  necessity  of  continuing  restrictions  in 
the  case  of  real  property,  while  they  de« 
clined  extending  the  same  restrictions  to 
personal  property.  Were  they  to  diow 
that  jealous  care  of  real  property,  while 
they  neglected  personal  property,  which  re* 
quired  weir  care  still  more  ?  Were  they 
impressed  with  the  idea  ihat  while  the 
churchman  was  to  watch  by  the  bed  of  the 
rich  proprietor  of  land  in  his  last  moments, 
unable  to  take  any  advantage  of  the  dispo* 
sitions  of  nature  at  that  airfiil  hour — ^while 
the  law  gave  that  protection  to  the  owner 
of  real  property— no  provision  was  to  be 
made  for  that  far  more  numerous  class 
whose  sole  possession  consisted  in  personal 
nroperty  ?  The  landed  proprietors  of  Bug* 
land  were,  after  all,  a  comparatively  small 
number  in  respect  to  the  holders  of  per- 
sonal property;  and  on  which  of  the  two 
classes  would  frauds,  if  perpetrated  at  such 
moments,  operate  most  severely?  Most 
undoubtedly  on  those  who  were  dependent 
on  personal  property.  If  they  could  ner- 
snade  the  rich  genueman  having  10,0002, 
a  year  in  landed  property,  to  leave  a  por- 
tion of  that  property  to  the  Church,  or  for 
any  charitable  uses,  the  evil  would  be  far 
less  felt  than  in  the  case  of  the  poor  man 
who  might  take  a  part  of  his  small  pro* 
perty  from  his  family  to  apply  it  to  siinilar 
uses.  Surely  the  protection  extended  to 
the  rich  man,  ought,  by  a  just  and  wise  Le* 
gislature  to  be  also  insured  to  the  poor 
man,  whose  only  property  consisted  in  per- 
sonid  estate.  The  retired  tradesman,  the 
retired  professional  man,  the  retired  mer- 
chant, and  the  annuitant  who  lived  on  the 
interest  derived  from  funded  property, 
might  each  give  away  his  property  &r 
charitable  or  religious  uses  wiuiout  the 
slightest  hindrance;  but  the  moment  the 
landed  proprietor  was  concerned,  then  the 
Legislature  at  once  interfered,  and  de- 
clared that  he  should  not  disinherit  his 
heirs.  He  maintained  that  if  the  one  class 
were  subjected  to  these  disabilitieSi  die 
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otber  class  ought  to  be  treated  in  a  similar 
manner;  and  therefore  if  there  were  any 
force  in  the  objections  put  forward  against 
this  Bill,  it  was  gross  inconsistency  in  that 
House  not  to  extend  the  same  protection  to 
the  holders  of  personal  property,  which,  as 
landed  proprietors,  they  extended  to  them- 
selves. They  had  the  unequivocal  declara- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  that 
all  personal  property  was  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  existing  law,  of  which  they 
complained;  but  they  had  at  the  same  time 
the  fact,  of  not  the  slightest  complaint  or 
allegation  of  improper  interference  with 
dying  persons  by  their  religious  attendants. 
He  would  submit,  therefore,  that  these  facts 
proved  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  be  in- 
sincere—-if  he  might  use  the  term  without 
offence — in  the  course  which  they  adopted. 
They  elevated  the  supposed  dangers  to  a 
disproportionate  magnitude  when  they  wish- 
ed to  resist  an  alteration  of  the  law;  but 
they,  at  the  same  time,  showed  by  their 
conduct  that  they  felt  perfectly  convinced 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  community 
went  on  perfectl  v  well  without  requiring  the 
safeguanl  of  wis  law,  the  necessity  of 
which  was  so  strongly  contended  for. 
With  regard  to  the  45,000,000{.  a  year  of 
personal  property  which  was  bequeathed 
m  this  country,  thero  were  no  complaints 
alleged.  Was  it  not,  therefore,  fair  to 
suppose  that  the  owners  of  personal  pro- 
perty were  quite  sufficiently  anxious  to  pro- 
vide for  their  heirs  ?  And  this  feeling 
experience  showed  to  be  ten  times  as  strong 
in  regard  to  the  transmission  of  real  pro- 
perty. These  were  the  grounds  on  which 
he  supported  this  alteration  of  the  laws  of 
mortmain.  He  did  not  think  that  it  was 
a  mischievous  thing  in  any  country  for  per- 
sons on  their  death-bods,  or  at  other  times, 
to  appropriate  any  portion  of  their  property 
to  public  purposes.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  feeling  was  strong  enough  among  man- 
kind generally  to  take  care  of  their  heirs 
and  relations.  Not  only  that  natural  feel- 
ing, but  also  the  custom  of  this  country  in 
maintaining  the  law  of  primogeniture,  tend- 
ed to  prevent  persons  from  being  too  much 
inclined  to  separate  their  property  in  order 
to  devote  porti<ms  of  it  to  public  or  chari- 
table uses.  He  thought  that  it  would  be 
more  consistent  with  the  real  wants  of 
the  age  to  give  every  possible  encourage- 
ment to  the  appropriation  of  property  for 
public  purposes.  There  was  certainly  no 
mdisposition  among  their  countrymen,  or 
no  duinclination  to  devote  their  energies 
and  their  lives  to  the  accamulation  of  large 


roperties  for  themselves  and  thttr  ftmi* 
The  feeling  was  also,  he  thought, 


OS. 
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prevalent  in  favour  of  leaving  the  great 
bulk  of  the  property  with  the  eldest  son, 
in  order  to  try  to  found  wealthy  families,  and 
to  vie  with  the  aristocracy.  The  same 
feeling  respecting  the  transmission  of  large 
properties  also  prevailed  among  the  aristo- 
cracy. That  feeling  was  one  which,  in  his 
opinion,  no  wise  and  enlightened  heguib^ 
ture  should  wish  to  encourage.  On  the 
contrary,  they  ought  to  promote  any  ten- 
dency which  might  exist  in  favour  of  de- 
voting some  portion  of  private  accumula- 
tions to  the  great  wants  of  the  country. 
They  had  the  fact  of  great  annual  subscrip- 
tions being  collected  for  religious  and  cha- 
ritable purposes;  but  they  had  no  instaneea, 
like  those  in  former  ages,  of  xndividualfl 
founding  magnificent  churehes  and  col- 
leges, and  other  public  institutions.  The 
disposition  to  grant  property  for  pnUie 
puiposes  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  laudable 
disposition,  and  one  that  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged. He  would  say,  too,  that  thej 
had  no  reason  to  apprehend  that  this  disk 
position  would  be  carried  to  too  great 
lengths.  The  feeling  of  the  present  age 
was  not  in  favour  of  founding  colleges  or 
other  great  public  institutions,  merely  with 
a  view,  on  the  part  of  the  donor,  of  leaving 
his  name  to  posterity.  The  Act  of  the 
9th  George  11.  was  in  his  view  quite  suffi- 
cient to  show  that  they  need  apprehend  no 
danger  from  its  repeal;  and  he  would  also 
submit  that  every  argument  of  public  policy 
would  lead  to  the  necessity  of  establishing 
uniformity  in  the  law.  He  believed  that 
there  was  nothing  would  prove  more  bene* 
ficial  to  the  Established  Chureh  than  an 
alteration  of  this  law;  and  on  this  point  he 
differed  altogether  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford* 
He  had  always  looked  back  to  die  policy 
of  their  ancestors  as  a  wise  one,  whidi  en* 
couraged  in  eveiy  possible  wav  the  making 
the  Chureh  independent  of  the  support  S 
individuals,  and  to  provide  for  its  ministers 
by  appropriating  property  for  their  use 
which  they  would  hold  in  the  same  manner 
as  other  possessors  of  property.  His  hon. 
Friend,  with  his  usual  liberality  on  such 
subjects,  said  that  he  thought  the  principle 
of  Uie  law  of  mortmain  ought  to  be  relaxed 
in  favour  of  the  Established  Chureh,  but 
not  in  favour  of  other  religious  persuasioiis. 
There  again  he  should  dUTer  horn  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  would  treat  all  rdigioua  com- 
munities in  the  same  manner.  W  as  it  right 
that  all  the  property  bdonging  to  diia«ii> 
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ing  bodies  should  be  beld  by — ^he  would  not 
call  it  evasion  of  the  law — ^but  by  a  con- 
stant application  of  the  provisions  of  the 
law,  which  enabled  ihem  to  hold  property 
in  perpetuity  by  continual  re-settlements  ? 
That  was  not  a  desirable  state  of  things  to 
have  conUnued  vdth  reference  to  the  Wes- 
leyans,  and  other  religious  bodies,  who 
had  to  depend  on  the  liberality  of  their 
flocks.  It  would,  he  thought,  be  far  better 
to  do  away  with  all  that  cumbrous  machi- 
nery, and  tell  these  bodies  at  once  that 
they  might  come  under  the  operation  of 
the  law.  He  did  not  think  that  it  had 
been  at  all  shown  that  the  properties  of 
public  bodies  were  worse  managed  than 
those  of  individuals.  If  they  looked  to 
Greenwich  Hospital,  and  to  the  Universi- 
ties and  Colleges,  they  would  find  that 
these  institutions  were  attended  to,  not  for 
the  good  of  the  immediate  possessors,  but 
for  the  benefit  of  the  institutions  in  perpe- 
tuity. He  would  not  say  that  the  estates 
of  corporate  bodies  were  as  well  conducted 
as  those  of  some  enterprising  individual 
proprietors ;  but  taking  them  on  the  whole, 
he  would  maintain  that  they  were  as  well 
conducted  as  those  of  other  proprietors. 
Having  stated  these  grounds  for  the  ge- 
neral support  of  the  Bill,  he  would  enter 
into  no  very  minute  inquiries  into  the  de- 
tails referred  to  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General,  and  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford.  He  could  not,  however,  avoid 
alluding  to  the  assertion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  the  Legislature 
had  by  a  recent  enactment  extended  the 
principle  of  the  9th  George  II.  to  Ireland. 
He  would  be  perfectly  content,  for  his  own 
part,  if  the  House  were  prepared  to  extend 
to  England  the  principle  of  the  Irish  Cha- 
ritable Bequests  Act,  with  all  its  restric- 
tions. As  he  understood  it,  the  Act  of  the 
9th  George  II.  required  that  the  grant  for 
religious  or  charitable  purposes  must  take 
effect  immediately.  One  of  the  great  me- 
rits of  that  Act  had  been  stated  to  be  that 
it  tested  the  sincerity  of  the  donor,  by  re- 
quiring that  he  should  deprive  himself  of 
the  enjoyment  of  the  property  during  his 
lifetime.  Now,  he  did  not  want  anv  such 
test  of  charity  or  of  any  other  virtue  what- 
ever. He  thought  the  restriction  a  very 
unwise  one,  and  one  which  afforded  no  fair 
trial  of  the  existence  of  the  virtue.  But 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said,  that  the 
restrictions  of  the  9th  George  II.  were  ex- 
tended to  Ireland  by  the  Bequests  Act. 
[The   Attobney  Genebal:    I   said   the 
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principle  of  the  Act  was  extended  to  Ire- 
land.] He  thought  it  was  not  so.  The  Irish 
Act  only  provided  that  bequests  should 
be  made  three  months  before  the  death  of 
the  testator,  while  it  did  not  require  that 
the  bequest  should  take  effect  immediately. 
In  Ireland  the  testator  was  not  deprived  of 
a  single  comfort  during  his  lifetime,  as  the 
bequest  was  not  to  take  effect  until  after 
his  death;  and  he  was  therefore  justified  in 
saying  that  the  provision  of  that  Act  was 
totaUy  different  from  that  in  force  in  Eng- 
land. As  to  other  objections  that  had  been 
raised,  they  were  such  as  could  be  best  con- 
sidered in  Committee,  and  he  would  not, 
therefore,  enter  into  them  at  present.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  not  now  go  back 
to  the  feelings  exhibited  by  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  it,  when  this  subject  had 
been  brought  forward  on  former  years;  and 
he  would  call  upon  his  noble  Friend,  if  he 
were  even  now  defeated  in  his  object,  not 
to  relax  his  efforts  or  to  abandon  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  he  relied,  and  which  he 
(Mr.  BuUer)  was  convinced  would  idtimately 
triumph. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  would 
vote  against  the  Bill,  as  being  wholly  un- 
called for,  and  opposed  both  to  the  prin- 
ciple and  the  policy  of  the  law  of  England. 
His  hon.  Friend  who  had  last  addressed 
the  House,  had  correctly  stated  that  the 
difference  that  existed,  was  between  law 
that  affected  real  and  personal  property ; 
but  he  wondered  that  it  had  not  occurred 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  C. 
Buller)  that  it  would  be  utterly  impossible, 
consistently  with  the  law  of  England,  to 
assimilate  real  and  personal  property.  A 
distinction  between  them  ahnost  univer- 
sally pervaded  the  law.  With  respect  to 
the  disposition  allowed  by  this  Bill  of  real 
and  personal  estates  for  charitable  pur- 
poses, that  which  was  personal  and  was 
devoted  to  charitable  purposes,  was  not 
against  the  policy  of  the  law  ;  but  if  the 
same  provisions  were  brought  to  bear  on 
real  estates,  they  would  be  contrary  to  the 
first  principles  and  the  policy  of  the  law. 
When  he  looked  at  the  first  clause  of  the 
BiU,  and  found  that  this,  its  essential  pro- 
vision, enabled  any  person  to  dispose  by 
will  or  deed  of  real  as  well  as  of  personal 
estates  to  any  amount,  and  without  any 
restriction,  he  thought  it  could  hardly  have 
occurred  to  the  framer  of  the  clause  to 
what  extent  its  operation  would  militate 
against  the  principles  of  the  law ;  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  amend  this  clause 
without  altering  the  whole  principle  of  the 
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Bill.  He  found  a  direct  power  given  to  a 
testator,  at  his  own  free  will  and  pleasure, 
to  dispose  of  real  estates  of  any  amount 
to  any  corporation  without  restriction. 
This  struck  directly  at  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown,  and  at  the  real  interests  of  the 
puhUc.  It  was  the  known  law  of  the  land 
that  no  corporation,  except  those  created 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  with  an  express 
provision  to  that  effect,  could  use  or  dis- 
pose of  lands  without  the  direct  license  of 
the  Crown.  This  license  was  never  granted 
without  the  advice  of  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  responsible  for  the  advice.  Whereas 
under  that  Bill,  the  first  direct  effort  con- 
templated was  to  enable  any  individual, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Crown,  to  be- 
queath lands,  and  invest  them  in  any  cor- 
porate |body  for  any  purpose,  without  per- 
mitting the  Crown  to  possess  any  control 
whatever ;  a  power  which  he  considered 
was  in  every  way  calculated  to  prove  inju- 
rious to  the  best  interests  of  the  country, 
when  left  without  the  control  of  some 
responsible  person;  and  if  there  were  no 
other  objection  than  that  of  depriving  the 
Crown  of  its  prerogative,  he  considered  it 
would  be  an  insuperable  one,  according  to 
the  constitution  and  principle  of  the  law  of 
this  kingdom.  And  when  they  came  to 
consider  the  true  policy  of  the  law,  it 
created  surprise  that  such  a  proposition 
should  be  made  ;  as  the  whole  Bill  was  di- 
rectly against  what  had  always  been  held 
as  the  public  policy  of  this  country.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  pro- 
ceeded to  show  the  different  effects  pro- 
duced upon  the  public  by  the  disposal  of 
personal  and  real  property.  In  reference 
to  the  former,  he  said  the  effect  was  tri- 
fling, as  when  a  person  bequeathed  his 
personal  property — ^for  instance,  supposing 
it  to  be  money  invested  in  the  funds  or  any 
other  public  security — the  act  of  his  doing 
so  did  not  in  any  way  injure  the  public,  as 
the  circulation  of  that  money  was  not 
thereby  withdrawn  from  the  public,  but 
they  still  retained  the  same  benefit ;  but  in 
real  property  it  was  veiy  different,  as  it 
was  a  fixed  estate  that  must  remain  under 
the  control  of  tho  possessor  of  it  alone; 
and  it  had  been  the  policy  of  the  country 
from  time  immemorial  that  the  Crown 
should  possess  a  prerogative  over  it,  which 
had  always  been  exercised,  and  which  it 
was  well  known  deprived  landowners  of  die 
power  of  even  entailing  it  upon  their  own 
offKprmg  for  more  than  a  few  generations. 
Land  would  bo  incapable  of  improvement 
or  change  according  to  the  noble  Lord*s 


Bill,  which  he  considered  to  be  a  great 
evil.  In  short,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  considered  what  must  be  the  prae* 
tical  operation  of  such  a  measure.  At 
present  land  in  trust  for  charitable  pur« 
poses  might  be  improved ;  but  by  the  pro- 
jected B31  no  one  who  held  land  in  per« 
petuity  under  it  could  deal  with  these 
lands,  except  according  to  the  strict  tenns 
of  the  will  creating  the  trust,  or  under  the 
authority  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Would 
not  such  restrictions  put  a  stop  to  all  im« 
provements  not  consistent  with  the  tenoB 
of  the  instrument  ?  Was  not  that  of  itself 
a  great  objection?  Whilst  other  lands, 
passing  from  hand  to  hand,  were  npon 
each  change  undergoing  vast  improvements, 
the  lands  derived  under  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord  would  remain  stationary — inea* 
pable  of  transition.  In  ordinary  cases  of 
bequests,  the  money  would  be  blended 
with  tho  circulation  of  the  coimtiy;  bat 
here  there  was  perfect  stagnation,  which, 
considering  the  lunited  geographical  extent 
of  the  country,  the  increasing  population, 
and  the  necessity  for  making  available 
every  inch  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  enlti* 
vation,  according  to  the  most  improved 
method,  was,  he  repeated,  a  great  objec- 
tion, and  one  which  t^e  Le^slatore  oonld 
not  overlook.  Tho  Bill  had  abeady  no* 
dergone  so  much  discussion,  that  he  did 
not  feel  justified  in  detaining  the  House  in 
alluding  to  the  different  clauses ;  but  could 
not  help  saying,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  in  the  Bill  at  the  request  and  by 
the  advice  of  the  most  skilful  and  expert* 
enced  lawyer,  in  order  to  promote  litiga* 
tion,  he  could  not  have  introdueed  one 
which  was  likely  to  prove  a  more  froitfoi 
source  than  the  present.  There  was  not, 
he  would  undertake  to  say,  one  clause  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  it,  which,  in  all 
human  probability,  would  not  produce 
twenty  lawsuits  eveiy  year.  In  one  clause 
there  was  the  expression  '*  public  policy*" 
upon  which  the  construction  of  the  dause 
in  a  great  manner  hinged.  What  was 
'  *  pubUc  policy  ? ' '  The  noble  Lord  did  not 
go  on  to  define  it  in  his  BiU,  which  was 
in  itself  a  striking  exception  to  the  general 
course  of  public  policy.  Again,  in  the 
third  section,  there  was  a  requirement, 
when  the  testator  devised  more  than  half 
his  property  for  charitable  purposes,  that 
there  should  be  a  eertifieate,  attested  by 
three  witnesses — ^the  medical  attendant  one 
of  them — **  that  no  undue  influence  or  soU- 
ciUtion  had  been  usod.**  The  BiU  did  not 
set  forth  that  tho  attesting  witnesses  shouM 
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make  this  declaration  according  to  the  best 
of  their  belief :  the j  must  do  so  positively. 
How  could  they  do  so  ?  It  would  be  a 
most  rash  declaration  for  any  man  to  make. 
But  yet,  if  the  attestation  was  not  positive, 
the  terms  of  the  instrument  had  been  de- 
parted from,  and  the  bequest  was  invali- 
dated, probably,  after  a  tedious  lawsuit. 
With  respect  to  the  reference  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  as  regarded  provisions  for  rela- 
tions, he  thought  it  was  most  unsatisfac- 
tory. Such  relations  must  be  reduced  to  a 
state  of  destitution  indeed,  when  they 
would  apply  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  But 
how  could  they  do  so  ?  Either  by  a  tedious 
and  expensive  process,  or  by  suing  in.  forma 
pauperis.  As  to  the  latter,  a  man  might 
be  in  very  indigent  circumstances,  and  yet 
not  able  to  sue  in  that  way.  He  saw  nothing 
in  the  arguments  which  had  been  adduced 
which  entitled  the  noble  Lord  to  call  upon 
Parliament  to  pass  such  a  Bill.  Several 
cases  had  been  cited  by  the  noble  Lord : 
amongst  others,  that  one  of  the  late  Mar- 
quess of  Westminster,  which  he  thought 
was  not  at  all  a  case  in  point.  The  late 
Marquess  of  Westminster  wished  to  have 
leh  certain  lands  for  charitable  pur- 
poses, but  in  consequence  of  his  death 
the  requirements  of  the  present  law  were 
not  complied  with,  and  so  the  claim  failed. 
He  (the  SoHcitor  General)  had  never  heard 
of  such  a  case  ;  but  if  it  had  been  so,  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  the  present  Mar- 
quess, as  his  heir-at-law,  following  out  his 
intentions,  supposing  that  the  late  Mar- 
quess had  absolute  power  over  the  lands, 
from  their  not  being  entailed.  He,  there- 
fore, contended  that  no  case  had  been  made 
out  calling  for  the  interposition  of  the  Le- 
gislature :  but  even  if  a  case  had  been 
made  out,  the  principles  involved  in  this  BUI 
were  so  directly  opposite  to  the  very  first 
principles  of  our  Constitution  and  public 
policy,  that  he  thought  he  would  best  dis- 
charge his  duty  by  voting  against  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord. 

Sib  J.  HANMER  was  surprised  at  many 
of  the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General.  He  would  not 
pledge  himself  to  an  unqualified  assent  to 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  would 
vote  for  its  going  into  Committee.  He  did 
not  think  landed  and  personal  property 
ought  to  stand  on  the  same  footing.  He 
would  not  give  full  rein  to  the  desire  of  his 
noble  Friend,  but  at  the  same  time  thought 
there  would  be  no  danger  whatever  in 
giving  a  certain  defined  and  limited  appli- 
cation to  his  BiU.     He  had  great  objection 


to  the  law  as  it  now  stood;  for  of  all  kws 
l^at  he  could  conceive,  the  greatest  nui-* 
sance  of  a  law  was  that  which,  like  the 
present  law  of  Charitable  Bequests,  could 
be  easily  evaded.  In  fact  the  present  law 
was  continually  evaded;  and  he  would  ven^ 
ture  to  say  that  the  solicitor  of  any  hon. 
Member  would  undertake  to  evade  the  pro* 
visions  of  the  9th  George  II.  And  as  to 
litigation,  he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  nad  just  addressed  the 
House  had  been  too  lavish  of  his  censure 
on  the  present  Bill  in  this  respect.  He 
would  venture  to  say  there  was  no  Act  of 
Parliament,  however  ably  and  carefully 
drawn  up,  in  which  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  find  twenty  loop- 
holes. A  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  the 
other  House  possessed  the  same  facility. 
Lord  Eldon  used  to  fall  into  a  perfect 
tremor  at  the  sight  of  a  new  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  indeed,  there  was,  as  he  had 
already  said,  no  Act  which  was  not  liable 
to  the  same  fault-finding.  As  to  the  pre- 
sent law,  he  knew  of  his  own  personal 
knowledge  that  it  had  been  evaded,  and 
that  it  was  in  fact,  as  to  restrictive  powers, 
but  BO  much  waste  paper.  Was  the  state 
of  the  large  towns  with  respect  to  the 
Church  satisfactory  under  the  present  law  ? 
He  thought  not.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford  had  appealed  to  Go- 
vernment to  take  into  consideration  the 
state  of  the  Chtu^ch  in  the  large  towns, 
and  make  considerable  grants  of  public 
money  for  the  purpose  of  bettering  its  con- 
dition. The  Government  had  dechned,  and 
as  he  thought  very  properly  declined,  ac- 
ceding to  the  request ;  but  in  that  refusal 
he  thought  they  had  accepted  an  obligation 
to  revise  the  law  by  which  private  charity 
was  restrained.  It  was  perfectly  frightful 
to  see  the  state  of  the  Church  in  the  large 
towns.  He  would  not  dilate  upon  the  du- 
ties which  a  conscientious  clergyman  had 
there  to  perform;  but  every  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that  such  a  post  ought  to 
be  filled  by  a  man  of  the  highest  character 
and  the  greatest  abQity,  tact,  piety,  and 
activity;  and  yet  such  a  man  received  no 
more  compensation  than  one  of  their  me- 
nial servants.  He  would  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  see  all  the  heartburning  which 
arose  out  of  the  state  of  the  Church  in  the 
large  towns  satisfactorily  settled  ;  and  for 
this  purpose  the  present  law  of  mortmain 
must  be  considered.  It  was  his  determina- 
tion to  vote  for  going  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill. 
Ma.  HA  WES  said,  when  a  Bill  of  so 
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muoli  importance  was  introduced,  some 
grand  practical  evil  should  be  pointed  out, 
to  remove  which  legislation  was  rendered 
necessary.  Now,  he  had  not  seen  that 
any  such  evil  was  pointed  out  in  this  case  ; 
and  as  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet who  had  just  spoken  respecting  the 
spiritual  superintendence  of  the  large  towns 
in  this  country,  he  thought  that  this  Bill 
would  not  in  any  way  facilitate  the  provi- 
sion for  that  purpose  which  was  considered 
desirable.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  either 
personal  or  real  property  accumulated  in 
the  hands  of  ecclesiastical  or  lay  corpora- 
tions ;  and  he  was  disposed  to  think  that 
the  jealousy  of  such  accumulations,  which 
led  to  the  enactment  of  Statutes  of  mort- 
main, was  founded  on  just  principles.  He 
objected  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  in  toto; 
he  did  not  think  it  was  susceptible  of  im- 
provement ;  and  therefore  he  could  not 
consent  to  go  into  Committee  on  this  mea- 
sure. He  would  prefer  seeing  some  re- 
strictions placed  on  the  bequest  of  personal 
property,  rather  than  facilities  afforded  for 
the  bequest  of  real  property. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  wished  this  biU 
to  go  into  Committee,  though  he  would  not 
pledge  himself  to  all  its  details.  He  con- 
sidered that,  in  the  present  day,  instead  of 
too  much  money  being  appropriated  to 
charitable  purposes,  persons  were  ratlier 
disposed  to  expend  money  on  their  own 
personal  comfort  and  that  of  their  families, 
lie  wished  to  state,  not  with  any  view  of 
affording  another  instance  of  inconsistency 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Home  Secre- 
tary, for  that  was  superfluous,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham),  when 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Manners)  brought 
forward  a  similar  measure  to  the  present, 
last  year,  expressed  his  opinion  that  such 
a  measure  ought  not  to  be  confined  to  the 
Established  Chnrch»  but  ought  to  extend 
generally  to  all  denominations.  Now,  one 
of  the  very  next  measures  brought  forward 
with  the  sanction  of  Ministers,  was  the 
Church  Endowment  Bill,  in  which  there 
was  a  direct  interference  with  the  law  of 
mortmain.  How  was  it,  he  would  ask, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  within  a  few 
days  after  making  the  deolaration  to  which 
he  had  referred,  could  sanction  a  measure 
which  interfered  with  the  Statutes  of  mort- 
main in  favour  of  the  Established  Church 
only  ?  Ho  (Lord  Ebrington)  considered, 
that  if  such  an  interference  was  sanctioned, 
the  same  privilege  which  had  been  accorded 
to  the  Established  ('hurch,  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  Roman  ('atholics  and  Pis- 


senters.  He  would  vote  for  the  seoond 
reading  of  the  bill,  without  pledging  him* 
self,  as  he  had  before  said,  to  idl  its  de- 
tails. 

Mb.  COLQUHOUN  said,  the  noble  Urd 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  referred  to  the 
Church  Endowment  Bill,  which  provided 
for  the  appropriation  of  a  limited  amount 
of  land  —  [Sir  J.  Graham:  A  limited 
amount  of  acreage] — to  the  endowment  of 
churches,  and  had  rested  on  that  ground  in 
some  measure  his  support  of  the  present 
Bill.  Now  there  was  the  greatest  differ* 
ence  between  granting  small  sums  or  allow- 
ing the  appropriation  of  a  limited  acreage 
for  the  endowment  of  churches  and  school- 
houses,  and  enabling  persons  to  obtain  from 
those  who  were  influenced  by  charitable 
feelings  large  grants  of  landed  property, 
which,  instead  of  being  available  for  the 
commercial  interests  of  ihe  country,  would 
be  placed  under  permanent  ecclesia.stical 
control.  Were  they  prepared  to  afford 
facihties  to  ecclesiastical  or  lay  bodies  for 
obtaining,  by  the  means  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  Attorney  General — by 
taking  advantage  of  the  weakness  of  a  man 
on  his  death-bed,  whose  powers  of  mind  and 
body  were  impaired,  and  who  was  in  those 
circumstances  in  which  it  was  most  de- 
sirable to  guard  against  the  improper  dis- 
posal of  property — ^grants  of  large  tracts  of 
soil,  the  value  of  which  could  only  be  main- 
tained by  perseverance  in  an  improved 
system  of  cultivation  ?  On  these  grounds, 
although  fully  oppreciating  the  motives 
which  had  induced  his  noble  Friend  to  bring 
forward  this  measure,  he  fi>It  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  p.  BOKTIIWICK  denieil  that  all 
the  lands  in  Scotland  which  were  under 
the  dominion  of  the  present  law  relating  to 
bequests,  were  in  an  unimproved  condition. 
There,  for  instance,  was  the  land  adjacent 
to  George  Heriot*s  hospital,  near  Edin- 
burgh, which  every  hon.  Member  who  had 
seen  it  must  admit  was  in  a  high  state  of 
cultivation.  In  fact,  where  such  land  was 
turnip  sowed,  it  arose  from  other  causes. 
Ho  thought  every  argument  that  had  been 
advanced,  and  every  speech  that  had  been 
delivered  against  and  in  support  of  the  pre- 
sent Motion,  demonstrated  the  propriety  of 
going  into  Cummittet*  on  this  BiU.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham),  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  tlie  At* 
tomey  and  Solicitor  Generals,  had  admitted 
then*  were  evils  which  rt»<]uirod  ctirreetion. 
The  fault H  noticed  in  the  Hill,  which  were, 
after  all,  but  trifling,  would  U*  remediinl  in 
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Committee;  and  he  would,  therefore,  vote 
for  going  into  Committee  upon  it. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  notice  a  few  of  the  ob- 
jections which  had  been  made  to  his  Mo- 
tion. The  case  of  the  Marquess  of  West- 
minster, which  he  had  previously  men- 
tioned, but  did  not  wish  to  fatigue  the 
House  bj  fully  detailing,  had  been  stated 
by  the  Solicitor  General  not  to  be  a  case 
in  point.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  have  arrived  at  that  conclusion  with- 
out a  perfect  knowledge  of  its  nature.  He 
held  in  his  hand  the  fullest  details,  which, 
though  he  had  not  the  permission  of  the 
gentleman  who  entrusted  the  documents  to 
him  to  read  at  length,  he  would  read  an 
extract  from  one  of  them,  which  would 
put  the  House  in  possession  of  the  facts, 
and  show  the  hardships  which  the  present 
law  entailed.  The  late  Marquess  of  West- 
minster, in  September,  1844,  conveyed 
certain  trusts  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 
church,  a  school,  and  twelve  almshouses 
in  Chelsea,  setting  forth  the  site,  ^c. 
Early  in  the  following  spring  the  Marquess 
died,  three  or  four  months  offcer  the  execu- 
tion of  the  deed.  In  consequence  of  the 
estate  of  the  late  Marquess  being  entailed, 
the  present  Marquess,  although  most  de- 
sirous to  fulfU  the  wishes  of  his  deceased 
father,  could  not  do  so,  according  to  the  pre- 
sent stat«  of  the  law,  unless  some  Bill  were 
brought  into  Parhament  giving  the  neces- 
sary powers.  The  writer  of  the  above  state- 
ment added,  that  he  had  been  looking  for- 
ward with  the  most  sanguine  expectations  to 
the  realizations  of  the  intentions  of  the  de- 
ceased nobleman;  "  but  all  our  hopes  will  be 
cut  short  by  the  cruel  law  of  mortmain." 
He  (Lord  J.  Manners)  thought,  where  such 
cases  existed  as  that,  there  was  need  for 
legislative  interference.  From  a  wish  not 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House,  he 
had  not  mentioned  another  case;  but,  chal- 
lenged as  he  had  been  to  show  the  incon- 
veniences of  the  present  law,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  shortly  to  state  it. 
The  letterwas  interesting.  Thewritersaid — 

"  I  inherit  a  amall  estate  from  my  &ther — a  few 
acres — a  small  thing,  but  mine  own.  I  enter- 
tain the  same  sort  of  affectionate  feeling  towards  it 
as  the  nobleman  for  the  manor  which  liis  ancestors 
have  Uved  in  for  ages.  Every  possessor  of  property 
must  feel  anxious  about  its  final  disposal.  I  have 
no  relative  except  one,  who  is  far  advanced  in 
years,  and  whom,  in  the  course  of  nature,  I  must 
outlive.  Under  these  circumstances,  my  duty 
pointed  to  the  poor  of  the  parish  in  which  the 
property  is  situated  as  the  nearest  heirs.  But  the 
law  is  such  that  I  cannot  leave  my  little  patrimony 
ibrtho  benefit  of  the  neighbourhood." 


He  thought' that  was  another  case  showing 
the  hardship  of  the  present  law  of  mort- 
main.    Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
nuin  had  made  much  of  an  alleged  infrac- 
tion of  the  Royal  prerogative;  but  a  stroke 
of  the  pen  in  Committee  would  obviate  that 
objection,  as  it  would  most  of  those  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford.      The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  attempted  to  throw 
ridicule  on  the  whole  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Mortmain,  in  consequence 
of  their   having    stated,    in    the    fourtli 
paragraph  of  the  Report,  that  the  9th  of 
George  II.,  c.  36,  was,  in  fact,  the  mort- 
main law  now  in  force.     The  hon.   and 
learned    Gentleman  contended  that  that 
Act  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  law  of 
mortmain ;  and  he  (Lord  J.  Manners)  was 
wiUing  to  admit  that,  strictly  speaking,  it 
was  not  one  of  the  Statutes  of  mortmain ; 
but  surely  this  error,  which  was  one  into 
which  lawyers  were  constantly  falling,  did 
not  justify  the  condemnation  of  the  whole 
Report.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  affirmed  the  Bill  to  be  subversive  of 
"the  public  policy  of  the  country."    If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant  subver- 
sive of  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  George  II., 
which  it  proposed  to  repeal,  he  of  course 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and    earned  Gentle- 
man ;  but  if  he  meant  that  the  public  policy 
of  England  had  always  been  in  favour  of 
Government  restrictions  on  charity,   then 
he  denied  his  proposition.      Sir  Francis 
Palgrave  said,  in  his  examination  before 
the   Committee,   that  from  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth  to  that  of  George  the  Second, 
the  prevailing  feeling  of  the  country,  of 
the  Legislature,  and  of  the  lawyers  in  par- 
ticular, was  in  favour  of  piety  in  its  most 
extensive  sense.      He  feared,   after  the 
speeches  of  the  two  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  he  could  not  say  such  was  the  feel- 
ing of  the  lawyers   of  the  present  day. 
If  the  evils  which  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposed  to  the  measure  seem  to  anticipate, 
were  to  follow  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  how 
was  it  that  the  present  law  did  not  guard 
against  them  in  Scotland,  in  Ireland,  and 
in  our   Colonies?     Why  were  our  Colo- 
nies left  without  protection  ?     Canada  and 
other  places  were,  if  that  view  bo  correct, 
allowed  to  be  overridden  by  the  priest- 
hood; and  when  he  saw  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  himself  a  Scotch- 
man, rise  to  oppose  him,  he  expected  to 
hear  from  his  hon.  Friend  a  most  melan- 
choly account  of  death-bed  solicitations  and 
destitute  heirs  in  Scotland ;  but  then  he 
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Bhould  have  met  his  hon.  Friend  bj  the 
conclusiye  evidence  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
ef  Scotland,  who  told  us  there  was  no 
abuse  of  the  kind.  He  most  confidently 
asserted  that  a  case  had  been  made  out 
for  going  into  Committee  ;  and  he  felt  as- 
sured, above  all,  that  the  present  wants  of 
the  country  were  not  met  by  its  institu- 
tions. He,  therefore,  with  all  confidence, 
asked  the  House  to  give  the  Bill  a  second 
reading,  for  he  assured  them  that  he  would 
persevere  in  his  efforts;  although  he  might 
be  defeated  this  time,  yet  he  would  perse- 
vere imtil  some  great  relaxation  was  made 
in  the  present  law  of  mortmiun,  or  he  had 
carried  his  measure. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  24  ;  Noes 
60 :  Majority  36. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Acland,  T.  D.  Hope,  A. 

Archbold,  R.  Howard,  P.  H. 

BentiBck,  Lord  G.  M*Carthy,  A. 

Borthwiok,  P.  Milnes,  R.  M. 

Brotherton,  J.  O'Connell,  M. 

Browne,  hon.  W.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

CUve.  Viact.  O'Connell.  J. 

Conrtenay,  Lord  D'Conor  Don,  The 

Dickinson,  F.  H.  Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 

Duncan,  G.  Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Ebrington,  Viaot. 

Fielden,  J.  tellxiu. 

Glynne,  Sir  S.  R.  Manners,  Lord  J. 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.  Buller,  C. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

A* Court,  Capt.  Hindley,  C. 

Allix,  J.  P.  Hodgson,  R. 

Arkwright,  G.  Hume,  J. 

Baillie,  Gol.  Husaey,  T. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  W.  B.  Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Beresford,  Major  Jermjn,  Earl 

Bowles,  Adm.  Joseelyn,  Visct. 

Broadley,  H.  KeUy,  Sir  FitzRoy 

Bruce,  Lord  £.  Lawson,  A. 

Buller,  £.  Mahon,  Viaot. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  T.  Morpeth,  Visct. 

Cardwell,  E.  Newdegate,  C.  N. 

Colquhoun,  J.  C.  Patten,  J.  W. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Peel,  J. 

Cripps,  W.  Protheroe,  E. 

Dennistoun,  J.  Sheppard,  T. 
D'Eyncourt,  rt.  hn.  C.  T.    Sibthorp,  Col. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  £.  Spooner,  R. 

EUice,  rt.  hon.  E.  Stansfleld,  W.  R.  C. 

Escott,  B.  Stanton,  W.  H. 

Estcourt,  T.  G.  B.  Strutt,  E. 

Ferrand,  W.  B.  Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Forster,  M.  Thesiger,  Sir  F. 

Frewen,  C.  H.  Thornely,  T. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H.  Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Walpole,  S.  H. 

Greene,  T.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O.  Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Grogan, E. 

HaWCS,  B.  TELLERS. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Young,  J. 

Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S.  Baring,  H. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 


METROPOLITAN  BUnj)INGS  ACT. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  moved  for  leave  to 
hring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  7th  and  8th  of 
Victoria,  c.  84,  for  regulating  the  construe* 
tion  and  use  of  huildmgs  in  the  metropolis 
and  its  neighhourhood,  hy  authorising  the 
appointment  of  a  third  referee.  The  ob* 
ject  of  this  appointment  was  to  prevent  the 
inconvenience  arising  from  a  difference  of 
opinion  among  the  referees;  for,  if  there 
were  only  two,  and  they  happened  to  bo 
divided  in  opinion,  there  was  no  possihility 
of  arriving  at  a  decision.  This  addition  to 
the  number  of  the  referees  would  not  in* 
crease  the  expense ;  because  one  of  the 
present  referees,  each  of  whom  received 
1,000J.  a  year,  having  declined  to  act,  it 
was  proposed  to  divide  his  salary  between 
the  one  to  be  appointed  in  his  place  and 
the  third  referee,  giving  them  500{.  a  year 
each,  and  allowing  them  at  the  same  time 
to  pursue  their  professional  avocations, 
which  they  would  be  disqualified  from  doing 
under  the  present  law. 

Mr.  HA  WES  said,  that  if  this  Bill  were 
to  be  passed,  he  should  like  to  have  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  that  some  other  mea- 
sure should  he  introduced  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  the  multitudinous  de- 
fects which  existed  in  the  Metropolitan 
Building  Act  of  last  year.  He  ^d  not 
know  a  single  eminent  huilder  or  surveyor 
who  did  not  say  that  there  was  but  one 
remedy  for  that  mischievous  Bill,  namely, 
the  repeal  of  it  altogether.  Every  one  ac- 
quainted with  its  working  said  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  amend  it.  He  had 
been  informed  of  many  of  the  decisions  of 
the  official  referees,  all  of  them  exhibiting  the 
vexation,  annoyance,  and  expense  to  which 
parties  had  been  subjected.  One  was  the 
case  of  an  individual  who  wished  to  alter 
a  pigeon  house.  A  dispute  arose  between 
him  and  the  district  surveyors,  and  an  ap- 
peal was  made  to  the  official  referees,  who 
gave  a  solemn  decision  as  to  whether  the 
question  came  within  the  Act.  AH  those 
cases  which  were  leffc  to  the  official  referees 
could  only  be  decided  upon  the  payment  of 
very  large  fees,  and  those  fees  must  be 
paid  by  the  appellants,  whether  the  decision 
were  in  their  favour  or  not.  For  every 
hearing  by  one  official  referee  and  registrar, 
the  charge  was  a  guinea  and  a  half;  and 
by  two  official  referees  and  a  registrar,  two 
guineas.  For  every  final  award,  according 
to  the  decision  of  the  official  referees,  the 
charges  ranged  from  one  guinea  to  twenty- 
one  guineas.   [Sir  J.  Graham:  They  were 
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the  fees  under  the  Act.]  True,  they  were 
under  the  Act;  but  it  was  the  Act  of 
which  he  complained.  He  was  not  going 
to  oppose  the  present  BOl  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
it  was  necessary  from  the  imperfections  to 
be  found  in  the  Act.  It  might  be  neces- 
sary to  make  what  was  a  bad  Act  eyen 
tolerable;  and  he  should  not  consider  that 
he  had  uselessly  taken  up  the  time  of  the 
House  if  he  succeeded  in  impressing  upon 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
in  eyery  district,  and  amongst  men  upon 
whose  authority  reliance  might  be  placed, 
there  was  but  one  opinion  as  to  the  mis- 
ohieyous  effects  of  the  Act.  The  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill  ought  to  be  accompanied 
by  a  distinct  promise  to  bring  in  an  amended 
Bill  as  soon  as  possible  in  ihe  present  Ses- 
sion. He  belieyed,  howeyer,  that  the  sim- 
plest course  would  be  to  repeal  the  Act ; 
and  that,  by  taking  up  the  former  Build- 
ingB  Act,  and  making  a  few  Amendments, 
a  yery  good  Bill  might  be  constructed  out 
of  it.  He  recommended  the  Goyemment 
to  consult  some  of  the  most  eminent  sur- 
yeyors  upon  the  subject.  With  regard  to 
the  board  of  referees,  he  should  oppose  it 
altogether.  It  had  inflicted  great  incon- 
yenience  upon  the  public,  and  he  hoped 
that  that  part  of  the  Bill  would  be  entirely 
omitted. 

Mb.  HODGSON  also  bore  testimony  to 
the  dissatisfaction  which  preyailed.  The 
Act  was  passed  in  a  considerable  hurry,  and 
there  was  no  time  giyen  to  consider  its 
details.  He  would  impress  upon  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  lihat,  in  bringing  in  any 
amended  Bill,  he  should  take  care  that  its 
proyisions  were  duly  considered ;  and  to 
do  this  with  advantage,  he  deemed  it  to 
be  highly  expedient  that  persons  who  pos- 
sessed the  necessary  information  should  be 
consulted.  In  the  parish  of  St.  George, 
there  was  the  strongest  feeling  of  disappro- 
bation as  to  the  present  Act;  still  he  would 
not  go  the  length  of  asking  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  propose  the  repeal  of  the  law, 
but  to  introduce  an  amended  Bill  at  a 
period  of  the  Session  sufficiently  early  to 
enable  the  House  to  reconsider  the  whole 
matter. 

Mb.  T.  D'EYNCOURT  had  neycr  heard 
a  measure  more  generally  condemned  than 
the  Bill  of  last  Session,  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  it  had  occasioned  yery  consider- 
able inconyenience,  yexation,  and  expense. 

Mb.  FORSTER  did  not  see  the  neces- 
sity of  appointing  a  new  referee,  if  the  Bill 
were  to  be  merely  temporary  in  its  dura- 


tion. It  appeared  that  the  referees  were 
to  be  allowed  to  follow  their  own  private 
business,  than  which,  as  public  officers,  no- 
thing could  be  more  objectionable  on  priu- 
ciple.  The  best  remedy  was  the  repeal  of 
the  Bill  of  last  Session;  but  if  that  course 
were  not  adopted,  he  would  strongly  advise 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  consult  those  who 
were  best  acqufdnted  with  the  subject;  and 
though  it  would  not  be  right  to  defer  the 
introduction  of  a  new  BiU  to  a  late  period 
of  the  Session,  yet  he  hoped  it  would  not 
be  prepared  in  a  hurried  manner. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  at  the  time 
the  Bill  of  last  year  was  before  the  House, 
he  marvelled  very  much  that  Members 
representing  the  metropolitan  districts  suf- 
fered it  to  pass;  for  no  one  who  attended 
to  the  Bill,  or  rather  the  parts  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  extraordinary  alterations  that  took 
place  in  them,  could  fail  to  be  convinced 
that  the  person  who  framed  the  Bill  had 
no  uniform  system  in  view,  and  could  have 
little  sound  information  upon  the  subject. 
He  had  always  felt  confident  that  the  Bill 
would  not  work  well,  and  that  it  would  in- 
ffict  the  greatest  inconyenience  and  annoy- 
ance upon  every  body  who  was  so  unfortu- 
nate as  to  live  within  the  range  of  its  ope- 
ration. For  his  part,  he  thought  the  best 
plan  was  to  repeal  the  Bill  and  begin 
again. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  was  extremely  sorry 
that  the  measure  which  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Legislature  last  year  should 
have  met  with  such  condemnation;  but  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  that  in  endea- 
vouring to  amend  the  old  Act,  the  Govern- 
ment yielded  to  the  wish  of  the  public,  and 
also,  he  believed,  to  the  wish  of  that  House. 
The  House  would  remember  that  at  that 
period  he  had  a  great  variety  of  measm'es 
to  attend  to,  and  that  a  subdivision  of  la- 
bour was  in  consequence  rendered  neces- 
sary. The  result  was,  that  this  particular 
matter  was  undertaken  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests ;  and  his 
noble  Friend  directed  his  most  earnest 
attention  to  the  preparation  of  the  mea- 
sure. To  the  best  of  his  judgment  he 
brought  it  forward  as  an  amended  and 
useful  Bill.  It  underwent  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  in  that  House ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  Hawes),  with 
his  usual  assiduity,  applied  himself  to  that 
discussion.  He  advanced  many  objections 
to  details;  and  for  the  purpose  of  obviating 
these,  his  noble  Friend  qualified  the  BiU 
as  far  as  he  possibly  could,  with  the  hope 
that  it  woula  work  well.    He  was  bound 
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to  say,  howeyer,  that  what  lie  had  heard 
from  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  in  pri- 
vate, did  lead  him  to  the  conviction  that 
the  measure,  as  it  now  stood,  was  imper- 
fect; and  he  begged  to  state,  on  tho  part 
of  the  Government,  that  they  were  prepar- 
ing a  Bill  to  amend  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion, and  that  that  Bill  was  in  a  very  for- 
ward state.  With  respect  to  the  Bill  he 
now  asked  leave  to  introduce,  unless  the 
operation  of  the  existing  law  was  altoge- 
ther suspended,  that  Bill  was  indispensable. 
Under  the  Act  of  last  Session,  there  were 
two  official  referees  at  a  salary  of  1 ,000^ 
a  year  each  ;  but  in  giving  them  that 
salary  they  were  told  that  they  must  not 
follow  their  own  private  business.  One  of 
them  had  since  resigned  in  consequence  of 
that  condition  being  attached  to  the  office, 
and  positively  refused  to  discharge  tho 
duties  longer.  If  the  disqualification  to 
follow  their  own  business  were  repealed, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  finding  per- 
sons fully  competent  to  perform  the  duties; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  proposed  to  appoint 
two  official  referees  at  a  salary  of  500^  a 
year  each,  with  liberty  to  pursue  their  own 
profession,  in  the  place  of  one  person  at 
a  salary  of  1,0002.  a  year,  with  the  dis- 
qualifying condition  attached. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in,  and  read  a  first  time. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Six 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  March  5,  1846. 

MfNUTBfl.]  PuBuc  Bii.va.—Re*eived  the  Royal  Astent, 
PubHe  Works  (Ireland);  Drainiiffe,  &c.  (Ireland);  FUh- 
cry  Plen  and  Harbours  (Ireland);  County  Works  Pre- 
sentmenU  (Irdand). 

PsTirroNS  pRKacNTBO.  From  Landowners,  Tenants. 
Farmers,  and  others,  resident  at  Stow  on  the  Wold, 
Olouoester,  and  several  other  places,  for  Protection  to  the 
Agricultural  Interest— From  Inhabitants  of  Cripplc^ate 
Within,  for  the  Total  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.— From 
Inhabitants  of  llowdon  Pans,  against  the  Reorgaointion 
of  the  Militia.— From  InhaUtanta  of  Poor  Law  Union 
District  of  Ballymena,  against  the  Poor  Laws  (Ireland.) 

THE  ARMY  IN  INDIA— COLONEL 
BUNBURY. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  that 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
to  a  mistake  which  ho  made  the  other  night 
when  moving  the  thanks  of  the  House  to 
the  army  in  India.  He  was  sure  that  the 
mistake  was  unintentional,  and  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  no  intention  whatever  of 
detracting  from  the  merits  of  any  of  the 
officers  who  were  engaged  in  those  battles. 


In  describing  the  conduct  of  the  80th  Regi- 
ment, his  noble  Friend  said  that  Colonel 
Wood,  the  aide-de-camp  of  the  Goyemor 
General,  had  led  that  regiment  to  the 
storming  of  a  certain  fortified  post.  He 
(the  Duke  of  Richmond)  did  not  wish  to 
cast  the  slightest  reflection  on  Colonel 
Wood,  who  had  been  twelve  years  in  the 
army,  and  who  was  the  junior  Major  of  the 
regiment,  and  who  did  accompany  the  80th 
in  that  advance  :  he  beheved  that  he  waa 
an  officer  of  great  gallantry  and  promise. 
But  his  noble  Friend  omitted,  through 
mistake,  the  name  of  the  officer  who  was 
really  the  conunanding  officer  of  the  ooq>6. 
If  an  aide-de-camp  galloped  in  front  of  a 
regiment,  he  was  not  leading  the  regiment; 
it  was  the  officer  who  was  responsible,  who 
did  in  fact  command  the  regiment,  that  led 
it.  That  commanding  officer  was  Colonel 
Bunbury,  who  had  been  in  the  army  thirty 
years  on  full  pay,  and  six  years  on  half-pay. 
He  served  in  the  Peninsula,  where  he 
landed  in  1808,  and  remained  until  the  end 
of  the  war.  He  found  that  he  was  present 
at  the  capture  of  Oporto,  the  battle  of  Tala- 
vera,  the  defence  of  Tariffa,  the  battles  of 
the  Nive,  Nivelles  (where  he  was  wounded), 
and  Toulouse.  He  was  also  wounded  at 
the  recent  battle  of  Moodkee.  What  he  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  wished  to  remark  was, 
that  officers  were  very  sensitive,  and  natu- 
rally too,  on  these  points ;  and,  therefore, 
he  would  only  ask  his  noble  Friend  whe- 
ther he  was  correct  in  stating  that  Colonel 
Wood,  not  Colonel  Bunbury,  led  the  regi- 
ment ?  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
Colonel  Wood  accompanied  the  regiment. 
Still,  the  gallant  officer  whom  he  had  al- 
luded to,  and  he  himself  knew  that  no 
better  officer  ever  served  in  the  army,  led 
the  regiment  on  the  occasion  in  question. 
He,  therefore,  was  sure  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  glad  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  stating,  as  he  was  sure  he  would 
do  so,  that  he  believed  Colonel  Bunbury  to 
be  a  very  good  officer,  and  that  he  did 
lead  his  own  regiment. 

The  Earl  of  RIPON:  His  noble  Friend, 
he  was  sure,  acquitted  him  of  having  pur- 
posely omitted  to  notice  Col.  Bunbury *& 
services.  He  had  seen  Col.  Wood's  name 
in  the  Gazette  as  having  led  the  regiment, 
and  he  had,  therefore,  given  him  the  credit 
of  having  led  the  regiment,  not  being  at 
the  time  aware  that  he  was  junior  to  Colo- 
nel Bunbury.  If  he  could  have  followed 
his  own  inclination,  he  would  have  men- 
tioned,  Mrith  becoming  praise,  the  namea 
of  all  the  officers  who  distinguished  them- 
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itelves  in  those  hattles.  Since  he  last  ad- 
dressed the  House,  he  had  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  referring  to  some  additional  papers; 
and  he  must  say,  that  the  effect  of  their 
contents  on  his  mind  was  to  convince  him 
that  no  officer  had  rendered  better  service, 
or  better  deserved  the  eulogium  even  of 
one  so  insignificant  as  he  (the  Earl  of 
Ripon)  must  necessarily  be  on  a  subject 
purely  professional.  He  was  obliged  to 
Jtis  noble  Friend  for  having  given  him 
an  opportunity  of  repairing  an  accidental 
error,  and  he  begged  to  express  his  firm 
belief  in  all  that  could  be  said  in  Colonel 
Bnnbuiy's  praise. 
House  adjourned. 
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lliMtfTM.3   PoBUC  Bills. — I**  MetrapoHtui  BuUdings 

(No.  S). 
9*-  and  paiwd.    Print  Works. 

PlTfTroii8  Pbbmntbd.  By  Mr.  Bright,  tram  Fishermen 
and  othm  iohabithig  the  Shetland  Islands,  and  from 
Arthur  Anderson,  of  the  City  of  London,  Merchant,  for 
the  Total  and  ImmedUte  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.— By 
Mr.  Halsey,  tnm  a  number  of  plaoes  in  the  County  (tf 
Hertlbnl,  against  the  proposed  Govecnroent  Measure  re- 
specting Customs  and  Com  Importation. — By  Mr.  Baine, 
fhrni  Shipowners  of  the  Port  of  Greenock,  for  Reduction 
of  Duty  on  Timber.— By  Mr.  Hume,  tnm  Incorpara> 
ttoo  of  Ouildry  or  Merdiants  in  the  City  of  Brechin,  in 
favour  of  Burghs  (Scotland)  BilL — By  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans, 
from  Churchwardens,  OTerseera,  and  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Martin  in  the  Fields,  against 
Exempting  any  Parties  from  tlie  Metrupolitan  District 
Asylums.— By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  from  Vicar  and  Clergy 
of  the  Town  of  PNSfion,lbr  Limiting  the  Houraof  Labour 
of  Chlldrm  and  Young  Persons  employed  in  Factories  to 
Ten. — By  Mr.  Hastie,  from  Housdx>lders  of  the  Borough 
of  Paisley,  for  Remission  of  Sentence  upon  Frost,  Wil- 
liams, and  JoBCiL—- By  Mr.  Henry  Berkeley^  from  Mer- 
chants. Shipowners,  and  others  interested  in  the  Tnde  of 
the  Port  and  City  of  Bristol,  for  Establishment  of  Harbours 
of  Reftige.— By  Mr.  Thomas  Duneombe.  and  Mr.  Heath- 
cole,  from  a  number  of  places,  agahist  Enrolment  of 
Militia.— By  Mr.  Spooner,  from  Joshua  Toulmin  Smith, 
of  No.  1,  Hare  Court,  Inner  Temple,— From  Inhabitants 
of  HItddn  and  its  Vicinity,  for  refening  Foreign  Disputes 
to  AxUtrattott. 


THE  ANDOVER  UNION. 

Mb.  ETWALL  regretted  tbat  he  could 
not,  in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  many  hon. 
Members  of  that  House,  postpone  his  Mo< 
tion;  but  he  felt  that  it  was  one  which  af- 
fected the  industrious  classes  of  Andover. 
He  was  sure  there  was  but  one  opinion  in 
that  House  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Poor  Law  should  be  administered — ^that  it 
should  be  done  with  fairness,  impartiality, 
and  kindness  to  the  poor,  and  that  those 
who  were  the  inmates  of  the  Union  work- 
house should  be  treated  with  kindness  and 
indulgence.  But  that  principle  had  not 
beeu  acted  upon  in  the  case  of  the  Andover 


Union,  and  there  was  now  no  hope  of  re- 
dress of  their  grievances  for  the  poor  of  that 
Union  but  by  the  interference  of  &at  Houses 
It  was  absurd  for  them  to  look  to  the  au* 
thorities  of  Somerset-house,  or  to  their  own 
board  of  guardians.  Parliament  had  dele- 
gated enormous  and  unprecedented  powers 
to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners;  and  the 
more  trust  was  reposed  in  them,  the  greater 
was  their  responsibility  to  that  House  and 
to  the  country.  The  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners ought  ever  to  be  ready,  vigilant, 
and  anxious  to  discover  the  many  abuses 
that  were  likely  to  exist  in  the  Unions, 
and  when  discovered,  to  redress  them.  But 
he  did  not*  think  that  the  general  tenor 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners in  carrying  out  the  Poor  Law,  had 
been  in  accordance  with  this  view,  and  that 
more  especially  in  the  case  of  the  Andover 
Union.  It  was  true,  that  in  their  letter  to 
Assistant  Commissioner  Parker,  in  August, 
1845,  they  studiously  said — 

**  The  Coxnmisflioners  do  not  doubt  that  for  the 
sake  of  arriving  at  the  truth,  you  will  take  eare  the 
inquiry  is  complete  and  full,  and  that  every  oppor- 
tunity for  substantiating  any  well-grounded  com- 
plaint is  afforded  to  the  inmates." 

But  the  question  was,  whether  that  sugges- 
tion was  offered  to  Mr.  Parker  in  good 
faith  ?  Of  that  he  would  leave  the  House 
to  judge  when  he  had  quoted  Mr.  Parker's 
account  of  a  conversation  between  him  and 
Sir  Edmund  Head,  three  or  four  days  be- 
fore the  commencement  of  the  Andover  in- 
quiry : — 

**  Sir  Edmund  appeared  to  me  to  be  untuually 
excited  by  what  he  had  read  in  the  Times,  and  he 
expressed  a  desire  that  I  should  exert  myself  to 
bring  the  inquiry  to  a  conclusion  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  in  order  that  the  public  mind 
might  be  quieted." 

How  were  these  different  statements  to  be 
reconciled?  The  conclusion  Mr.  Parker 
came  to  in  his  pamphlet  was,  that  the  pub- 
lic were  not  satisfied.  Even  when  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  did  institute  these 
investigations,  they  did  not  appear  anxious 
to  give  the  public  the  benefit  of  them;  in- 
deed, they  seemed  to  him  to  take  especial 
care  to  conceal  them.  There  was  the  case 
of  the  Hungerford  Union,  where  the  mas- 
ter Was  dismissed,  although  a  majority  of 
the  Poor  Law  guardians  voted  in  his  fa- 
vour. The  Poor  Law  Commissioners  took 
great  pains  to  conceal  from  the  public  the 
result  of  that  inquiry.  But  at  least  the 
authorities  of  Somerset-house  ought  to  be 
acquainted  with  the  result  of  such  investi- 
gations, although  the  public  were  not.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
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■loners,  if  ihey  ▼onld  administer  ihe  Poor 
Law  in  a  proper  manner,  to  make  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  results  of  all 
these  examinations.  Yet  this  did  not  ap- 
pear to  he  the  case.  When  the  former 
master  of  the  Andoyer  Union  was  displaced, 
Mr.  Parker  recommended  Mr.  Price  as  a 
fit  person  to  succeed  him,  and  gave  him  an 
excellent  character.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  say  that  Mr.  Parker  thought  otherwise 
than  well  of  this  person ;  but  it  was  soon 
afterwards  found  that  Mr.  Price  had  pre- 
viously resigned  his  situation  as  master  of 
the  workhouse  at  Oxford,  which  he  could 
no  longer  hold.  Mr.  Parker,  after  he  had 
recommended  Mr.  Price  as  temporary  mas- 
ter at  Andover  workhouse,  called  at  Somer- 
set-house, where  he  saw  Mr.  Austin.  This 
was  Mr.  Parker's  accotmt  of  the  interview, 
as  given  in  his  pamphlet : — 

"  When  I  arriTed  at  the  office,  I  was  informed 
that  Mr.  Anstin,  the  Aiiiatant  OommiiMioner  now 
in  charge  of  the  distriot  comprehending  the  city  of 
Oxford,  was  in  the  office,  and  accordingly  I  sought 
him,  and  saw  him  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Coode, 
the  Assistant  Secretary,  and  Mr.  Sutton.  I 
immediately  told  him  that  the  object  of  my 
seeking  him  was  to  ascertain  whether  he  had  ever 
heard  anything  affecting  Mr.  Price's  character. 
Mr,  Austin  replied,  'Why,  let  me  see;  no,  I  do 
not  think  I  have.  Yes,  I  think  there  was  some- 
thing; there  was  some  inquiry  respecting  him, 
wasn't  there  V  I  replied, '  that  I  had  never  heard 
anything  against  his  character ;'  and,  turning  to 
Mr.  Sutton,  reauested  him  to  get  me  the  papers 
reUting  to  such  inquiry.  Mr.  Sutton  left  us  to 
comply  with  my  desire;  and  after  some  time  he 
returned  and  informed  me  that  another  clerk  had 
been  searching  for  papers  affecting  Mr.  Price's 
eharaoter,  and  that  no  such  papers  were  in 
eiistenoe.  Having  received  this  reply,  I  went  to 
the  Commissioners,  with  whom  I  found  Mr.  Austin, 
who  had  left  me  shortly  after  Mr.  Sutton  went  to 
look  for  the  papers  affecting  Mr.  Price,  when,  for 
the  first  time  in  my  life,  I  heard  from  Bfr.  Austin, 
that  in  July  and  August,  1844,  he  had  investigated 
some  charges  againiit  Mr.  Price,  whilat  master  at 
Oxford;  that  \u*.  Price  having  resigned  his  office, 
he  (Mr.  Austin)  had  not  sent  the  papers  to  the 
Commisoioners ;  and  that  he  then  attended  with 
ihe  papers,  having  received  a  note  from  Mr. 
Lewis,  requesting  him  to  bring  them  with 
him." 

Mr.  Parker  stated,  that  then  for  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  of  the  charges  against 
Price,  the  temporarr  master  appointed  at 
his  suggestion;  and  the  papers  relative  to 
the  inquiry  which  took  place  in  the  Oxford 
Union  relative  to  those  charges  wero  not 
sent  to  the  Commissioners  till  a  consider- 
able period  had  elapsed.  That  was  a  sin- 
gular instance  of  negligence  on  the  part  of 
those  authorities.  The  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners themselves  acknowledged  that  the 
visvbof  inqoiriea  was  not  speeially  recoid- 


ed  at  Somerset-honse.  The  Asttataat 
Commissioners,  in  discharging  their  duties* 
should  act  on  sound  precedents;  and  in  no 
way  could  they  learn  the  proper  mode  of 
administering  the  Poor  Laws  in  the  rural 
districts  so  well  as  by  making  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  different  abuses  which 
had  occurred  in  different  Unions.  The 
course  pursued  in  the  present,  ease  was, 
in  his  opinion,  most  objectionable,  most 
inefficient,  and  by  no  means  calculated  to 
effect  the  object  of  the  inquiry.  An  As- 
sistant Poor  Law  Commissioner  must  na- 
turally have  a  leaning  to  those  laws  of 
which  he  was  an  administrator;  and  any 
error  or  ff aw  in  those  laws  must  appear  to 
him  less  objectionable  than  to  another 
party.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  take  this  point  into  his  considera- 
tion, and  that  provision  would  be  made  for 
having  such  inquiries  presided  over  by  an 
impartial  authority — by  some  one  in  no 
way  mixed  up  with  the  administration  of 
the  law.  He  now  came  to  the  disgusting 
and  degrading  system  of  bone-crushing 
which  existed  in  the  Andover  Union.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  offered  to  produce 
the  Papers  connected  with  this  inquiry; 
bnt  he  must  be  allowed  to  express  his  sur- 
prise that  those  Pi^iis  had  not  been  pub- 
lished immediately  after  the  investigation 
was  concluded.  lie  had  no  doubt  the  ri^t 
hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  to  explain  that 
passage  of  Mr.  Parker's  pamphlet,  in 
which  reference  was  made  to  a  conversa- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  upon  the 
minutes  which  hjEtd  been  in  possession  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  In  consequence 
of  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  Wakley),  an  Assistant  Poor 
Law  Commissioner  was  despatched  to  An- 
dover, for  the  purpose  of  making  inquiry 
into  the  system  of  bone-gnawing,  wnich 
was  pursued  there.  That  system  had 
been  brought  before  the  board  of  guar- 
dians, by  Mr.  Mundy,  a  guardian  and  & 
magistrate,  and  in  conjunction  with  two 
other  guardians  he  had  examined  ten  pau- 
pers as  to  the  practice.  Subsequently  to 
the  inquiries  made  by  Mr.  Mundy,  Mr. 
Parker,  the  Assistant  Poor  Law  Conums- 
sioner,  went  for  the  first  time;  but,  be- 
fore proceeding  further  he  should  read  Mr. 
Mundy*s  account  of  his  investigations. 
The  hon.  Member  then  read  the  following 
document : — 


"  Mr.  Maadv  ststed.  oimni  oath.  that, 
aied  hf  two  gwsHians  aad  medinl  ■■••  he  •>- 
amiued  (en  pannert;  all,  with  the  eicrpcioa  uf 
two.  admittM  that  thej  were  coDsUntijr  fai  tho 
habit  of  Mtiag  the  narrow  and  gristls  from  the 
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^09.  They  eat  it  from  old  bones,  meaning  those 
that  had  some  moisture  remaining  in  them,  but 
still  were  in  a  state  of  decomposition ;  and  some 
had  been  in  heaps  two  or  three  months — ^they  eat 
it  from  these  as  well  as  from  the  fresh  ones." 

Some  of  these  bones  were  in  a  state  of  de- 
composition, having  lain  in  the  worldiouse 
yard  for  two  or  three  months ;  and  though 
It  was  supposed  to  be  the  principle  of  the 
Andover  Union  that  dry  hones  alone  should 
he  crushed,  yet  there  was  no  instance  on 
record  where  fresh  and  clean  bones  were 
furnished,  whether  received  from  a  distance 
or  collected  in  Andover  and  the  adjoining 
villages. 

"  When  a  beef  bone,  or  ohine  bone,  was  turned 
out  of  the  heap,  there  was  a  scramble  for  it, 
described  like  a  parcel  of  dogs,  and  the  man  who 
got  it  was  obliged  to  run  away  and  hide  it  until  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  eating  the  marrow.  One 
man  fetched  two  bones,  which  he  had  eaten  that 
very  morning  in  wet  ashes  ;  a  portion  of  muscle 
very  offensive  was  adhering  to  the  ends  of  the 
bone.  The  men  said  that  it  was  a  considerable 
time  before  they  oould  make  up  their  minds  to  do 
so,  but  after  they  had  once  taken  to  it  they  pre- 
ferred that  description:  of  labour  to  any  other,  be- 
cause they  could  get  bones  to  pick." 

It  was  somewhat  singular  that  the  master  of 
the  Union  workhouse  should  for  a  moment 
have  tolerated  the  horrible  practice  which 
was  in  existence.  But  it  was  not  less  sin- 
gular that  the  gu^dians,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  visit  the  House,  never  interfered. 
Certain  it  was,  the  visiting  Committee 
once,  in  the  heat  of  summer,  did  stop  the 
bone-crushing,  but  they  stopped  it  because 
the  effluvia  was  so  offensive.  After  they 
onee  made  up  their  minds  in  favour  of  that 
mode  of  employment,  they  preferred  it  to 
any  other.  The  men  who  were  examined 
b/Mr.  Mundy  spoke  of  a  deficiency  of 
bread;  and  from  Mr.  Mundy's  statement, 
which  was  corroborated  by  Aaron  Astrick, 
now  a  lahourer,  who  last  year  was  an  in- 
mate of  Andover  workhouse,  it  appeared 
that  the  paupers  gnawed  the  bones,  and 
dug  up  all  the  potatoes  that  remained 
after  the  crop  was  taken  off  the  ground. 
Mr.  Parker  took  Mr.  Mundy*s  examina- 
tion, but  did  not  inform  Mr.  Mundy  that 
he  was  going  to  hold  an  inquiry  into  the 
bone-crushing ;  and  it  was  a  singular  fact 
that  out  of  the  ten  men  originally  ex- 
amined at  the  workhouse,  only  two  were 
examined  by  Mr.  Parker ;  and  one  man 
whom  Mr.  Mundy  had  particularly  pointed 
out  as  able  to  afford  great  information 
upon  the  subject  of  the  bones  was  never 
examined  at  all.  The  bone-dust  was  dis- 
posed of  by  a  kind  of  mock  auction ;  the 
greater  part  was  bought  by  the  guardians, 


and  the  transaction  was  not  a  profitable 
one  for  the  ratepayers.  For  men  to  be 
engaged  in  this  horrible  occupation  of 
bone-crushing  was  bad  enough  ;  but  what 
woidd  the  House  say  to  the  employment  of 
boys  of  thirteen  in  the  same  disgusting 
work,  and  that  too  principally  in  summer 
and  autumn,  because  there  were  then 
fewer  able-bodied  labourers  in  the  House  ? 
The  bones  were  broken  in  wooden  mortars 
bound  with  iron ;  the  boys  stood  opposite 
each  other,  and  their  united  strength  was 
used  to  raise  the  crusher.  They  requested 
more  provisions,  and  they  received  half  an 
allowance  extra  of  bread.  To  employ  boys 
in  crushing  bones,  and  to  give  them  an 
extra  quantity  of  food,  were  express  viola- 
tions of  the  rules  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners. By  Article  21  paupers  were 
ordered  to  be  employed  on  work  according 
to  their  capacity  or  ability,  and  paupers 
were  prohibited  i&om  receiving  any  com- 
pensation for  theirlabour .  He  now  approach^ 
ed  a  part  of  the  subject  which  he  would 
not  have  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  had  he  not  ascertained  that  the 
facts  of  the  case,  which  he  could  at  first 
hardly  think  credible,  and  was  to  the  last 
reluctant  to  believe,  admitted  of  no  doubt. 
For  the  last  three  or  four  years  there  had 
been  a  new  church  building  in  Andover  on 
the  site  of  an  old  one,  and  the  burial-ground 
had  been  much  interfered  with.  When 
the  foundation  of  the  new  church  was  dug, 
quantities  of  bones  were  thrown  up,  and 
among  these  there  was  a  quantity  of  hu- 
man bones.  They  were  bought  by  a  far- 
mer in  the  neighbourhood  to  manure  his 
meadow  land.  A  portion  of  these  bones 
was  most  properly  biuried;  but  another 
portion  was  sold  to  the  collector  of  bones 
in  Andover,  and  by  him  sold  to  the  work- 
house. It  was  well  known  that  they  were 
human  bones.  There  were  several  per- 
sons in  the  workhouse  sufficiently  acquaint- 
ed with  the  difference  between  the  bones 
of  horses  and  of  men  to  detect  the  kind 
which  in  this  instance  had  been  procured. 
The  attention  of  the  porter  was  directed 
to  the  subject :  he  went  and  saw  they  were 
human  bones.  It  was  singular  that  the 
master  of  the  workhouse  alone  should  be 
ignorant,  especially  as  a  part  of  a  skeleton 
was  suspended  in  the  workhouse  yard. 
An  inquiry  was  ordered  into  the  circum- 
stance. No  man  in  Andover  was  consulted 
as  to  the  mode  of  inquiry  into  this  matter ; 
no  public  notice  was  given  on  this  subject. 
The  questions  were  put  by  the  Assistant 
Poor  Law  Commissioner.      Others  were 
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gaggested  by  the  master  of  the  workhouse; 
bat  no  statement  was  made  by  the  men 
themselves ;  and  he  was  in  a  condition  to 
prove  that  several  witnesses  who  were  ex- 
amined in  the  course  of  the  inquiry  were 
afraid  to  make  an  unreserved  statement 
of  facts  in  their  knowledge.  He  only  re- 
gretted that  such  occurrences  should  have 
taken  place  in  a  Union  with  which  he  was 
connected.  He  found  in  the  Report  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  for  1834,  a  pas- 
sage in  which  fictitious  modes  of  employ- 
ment in  the  workhouses  were  condemned 
as  pernicious  contrivances,  on  account  both 
of  their  effects  on  the  minds  of  the  paupers, 
and  their  tendency  to  excite  sympathy  in 
behalf  of  the  indolent.  He  had  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  opposed  to  this  mode  of  employing  the 
paupers  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Etwall)  had  noticed 
the  bone-crushing  to  show  what  was  the 
state  of  aifairs  in  the  Andover  Union.  He 
considered  it  absolutely  necessary,  with  a 
view  to  the  proper  administration  of  the 
Poor  Laws,  that  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House  should  be  appointed  to  look 
into  the  different  modes  of  conducting  the 
affairs  of  the  Union.  That  Augean  stable 
must  be  cleansed.  He  should  not  go  into 
a  lengthened  detail  as  to  the  second  An- 
dover inquiry,  because  his  object  in  making 
this  Motion  was  not  to  displace  any  officer 
of  that  establishment,  but  to  exhibit  the 
system  of  management  there,  and  to  show 
that  the  Poor  Law  Conunissioners,  in  stop- 
ping the  inquiry,  had  not  gone  fairly  into 
the  evils  of  the  system.  Mr.  Westlake, 
who  first  brought  forward  a  complaint  on 
the  state  of  matters  in  the  Andover  Union, 
had  been  the  medical  officer  of  the  Union 
for  a  number  of  years.  No  fault  had  ever 
been  found  with  him  by  the  board  of  guard- 
ians for  any  neglect,  and  his  salary  had 
been  raised,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners.  Mr.  Westlake  had 
for  two  years  previously  suspected  that  the 
sick  and  aged  were  not  receiving  their  due 
allowances ;  and  in  May,  1842,  suggested 
a  more  efficient  system  for  checking  such 
irregularities.  He  proposed  that  a  weekly 
ticket  should  be  given  to  the  paupers,  so 
that  they  might  each  know  how  much  they 
were  to  get,  and  that  a  book  should  be 
kept  to  register  the  orders.  The  book 
was  ordered  to  be  got,  but  not  so  the 
tickets ;  because  the  master  said  they 
would  make  him  the  slave  of  the  paupers. 
In  May,  1845,  the  medical  book,  which 
had  been  ordered  by  the  Commissioners  in 
May,  1842^  was  first  introduced — a  delay 


which  was  somewhat  surprising,  when  one 
of  the  instructions  to  the  Assistant  Poor 
Law  Commissioner  was,  that  they  should 
pay  particular  attention  to  the  medical  re- 
ports. It  might  be  asked  why  Mr.  West- 
lake  had  not  brought  the  matters  which 
had  led  to  inquiry  before  the  board  of 
guardians.  His  reason  was,  that  unless 
ho  had  very  strong  and  all-convincing 
ground  on  which  to  proceed,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  get  the  guardians  to  think  it 
credible  that  his  statements  were  founded 
on  reality.  He  thought  the  master  of  the 
workhouse  had  so  great  a  sway  over  the 
minds  of  the  guardians,  that  even  for  him 
(the  medical  officer)  it  would  be  presump- 
tuous to  press  the  matter  on  the  consider- 
ation of  that  body.  He  saw  the  chairman, 
who  thanked  him  for  his  zeal,  and  recom- 
mended him  to  pursue  the  inquiry.  The 
chairman  even  hinted  that  he  thought  it 
desirable  the  master  should  resign.  Why 
the  chairman  and  the  board  of  guardians 
should  afterwards,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days,  become  so  determinedly  hostile  to 
tliis  inquiry,  it  was  not  for  him  to  divine  ; 
he  should  rather  suppose  that  the  board  of 
guardians  would  have  considered  it  their 
duty  most  impartially  and  zealously  to  in- 
quire into  every  allegation  brought  against 
the  master  of  depriving  the  poor  of  that 
Union  of  their  extra  allowances.  The  mas- 
ter was  accused  of  fraudulently  withholding 
and  misappropriating  the  allowances  of  the 
paupers;  he  should  refer  to  same  cases 
elucidating  these  facts,  and  they  should  be 
those  which  appeared  to  be  the  most  readily 
sustained.  These  cases  had  been  given  in 
The  Times  newspaper;  the  reason  he  alluded 
to  this  was,  because  that  journal  had  been 
accused  of  systematic  misrepresentation  in 
the  reports  it  had  given  of  this  inquiry. 
Now  he  (Mr.  Etwall)  had  been  present 
during  the  whole  of  the  inquiry,  and  he 
would  distinctly  say,  that  a  more  faithful 
or  correct  narration  of  everything  that 
transpired  before  the  Assistant  Poor  Law 
Commissioner  could  not  be  given  than  that 
furnished  by  The  Times.  The  first  case 
that  he  would  take  was  that  of  Richard 
Smith ;  he  was  in  the  house  with  a  broken 
leg,  and  he  received  nothing  but  the  ordi- 
nary diet,  except  beer  during  the  last  week. 
William  Norris,  seventy-six  years  of  age, 
was  in  the  house  twenty-one  days,  and  the 
ratepayers  were  charged  with  those  extras 
which,  as  an  old  man,  he  was  entitled  to, 
viz.,  one  ounce  of  tea,  half-pound  of  sugar, 
half-pound  of  butter,  and  three  pints  of  ale 
weekly;  ho  did  not  receive  them.     This 
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man's  wife  died  in  the  workhouse*  and  the 
ratepajers  were  debited  with  her  allow- 
ance for  three  days  after  her  death.  He 
also  adduced  the  cases  of  Sarah  Wells  and 
—  Lashley.  If  there  should  be  any  doubt 
that  these  frauds  were  practised  on  the  sick, 
infirm,  and  aged  paupers,  it  was  clearly 
proved  that,  in  the  quarter  ending  Decem- 
ber 20, 1845,  when  the  contracts  were  exe- 
cuted at  the  same  price,  and  when  the  diet- 
ary was  the  same  as  in  previous  years,  the 
decreased  expense  of  keeping  each  pauper 
was,  compared  with  former  yeara,  5d, 
per  day;  thus  proving  that  the  ratepayers 
were  benefited  at  the  expense  of  the  pau- 
pers. He  should  not  go  into  the  charges 
of  immorality  brought  against  the  master. 
It  was  one  of  the  rules  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  that  the  keys  of  the  work- 
house should  be  delivered  by  the  porter  to 
the  master  at  nine  o'clock  every  evening ; 
it  was  proved,  and  that  by  persons  not  too 
ready  to  give  evidence  of  such  matters, 
that  the  master  of  the  workhouse  was  al- 

• 

most  invariably  drunk  on  Satm'day  nights. 
A  publican  of  Andover  stated  that,  on  one 
occasion  when  the  master  was  drunk,  the 
matron  sent  her  son  to  bring  him  back;  the 
son  did  not  return,  and  she  then  sent  the 
poi-ter ;  he  did  not  return  either,  and  she 
then  went  herself;  after  her  arrival  they 
were  seen  to  leave  the  public-house,  and 
they  all  arrived  at  the  workhouse  a  little 
before  one  o'clock  in  the  morning.  He 
asked  who,  in  the  meantime,  had  been 
entrusted  with  the  regulation  of  the  affairs 
of  the  House  ?  It  appeared  that  for  several 
winters  past  the  master  had  of  his  own 
accord  established  what  were  called  broth- 
days;  this  broth  was  made  from  the  liquor 
in  which  the  meat  had  been  boiled  the  day 
preceding;  the  inmates  received  this  broth, 
and  those  who  received  it  were,  on  those 
days,  deprived  of  their  cheese  ;  and  when 
the  aged  and  infirm  had  the  broth,  they  had 
neither  beer  nor  cheese.  In  the  summer 
season  they  had  the  broth  for  supper,  and 
then  the  same  species  of  fraud  was  prac- 
tised. There  were  many  other  cases  in 
which  the  dietary  of  the  workhouse  was 
not  properly  given.  An  immense  quantity 
of  butter  was  saved  by  the  skinmiings  of 
the  bacon  being  given  in  lieu  of  it.  In  the 
course  of  the  inquiry  it  was  stated  by  one 
witness  that  there  was  a  difficulty  in  getting 
hot  water,  and  that  they  were  often  forced 
to  drink  cold  ;  to  this  it  was  replied,  that 
there  was  always  a  sufficient  supply  of  hot 
water,  and  that  sometimes  the  paupers 
were  allowed  to  put  salt  in  their  water^ 


which  was  called  a  luxury.  It  appeared 
that  the  quantity  of  milk  charged  was 
1,250  pints;  the  quantity  used  was  950 
pints ;  so  that  by  the  master's  own  account 
there  were  300  pints  remaining  due.  Very 
little  attention  was  paid  to  keeping  the 
books ;  the  master  appeared  to  sum  up  his 
accounts  in  a  very  extraordinary  manner, 
and  it  was  unintelligible  how  he  arrived  at 
his  sums  total.  He  was  asked  upon  what 
he  founded  his  calculation  of  the  quantity 
of  beer  used ;  he  said  he  could  not  take 
the  trouble  to  keep  an  accurate  account, 
and  that  every  week  he  charged  the  quan- 
tity according  to  what  he  thought  was  the 
sound  of  the  cask !  It  appeared  that  the 
inhabitants  of  Andover  had  been  accustom- 
ed to  subscribe  for  a  dinner  to  the  inmates 
of  the  workhouse  on  Christmas-day ;  from 
the  liberality  of  the  subscription  there  had 
always  been  a  residue  left,  which  was  de- 
posited in  the  hands  of  the  master  for  the 
use  of  the  poor.  A  few  days  before  Christ- 
mas, 1844,  the  master  addressed  the  in- 
mates of  the  house,  stating  he  very  muck 
regretted  that  the  inhabitants  of  Andover 
were  so  poor  they  had  not  been  able  t-o 
make  up  a  sufficient  subscription  to  give 
them  a  dinner ;  but  he  proposed  that  they 
should  give  their  rations  of  beef  on  the 
Tuesday,  that  a  ceitain  quantity  should  be 
taken  from  the  allowances  of  the  children, 
and  that  these  should  be  appropriated  to 
the  dinner  at  Christmas.  It  was  stated 
that  the  beef,  and  the  materials  for  the 
pudding,  were  derived  from  the  subscrip- 
tion, consequently  the  master  defrauded  the 
inmates  of  ^e  house  out  of  one  meat  dinner. 
The  Poor  Law  Commissioners  stopped  this 
inquiry  when  the  master  resigned ;  but  they 
still  left  charges  pending  that  had  not  been 
inquired  into  up  to  the  present  moment, 
several  of  these  being  charges  which  the 
Commissioners  had  given  Mr.  Westlake  to 
understand  would  be  inquired  into.  One  was 
of  harsh  and  cruel  treatment  of  the  children 
by  the  master  and  mistress,  and  obtaining 
of  the  contractors  meat,  candles,  ^c,  at 
the  expense  of  the  ratepayers.  By  the 
order  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  at 
every  weekly  meeting  of  the  board  of 
guardians,  the  master  must  bring  an  es- 
timate of  the  stock  required  for  the  ensu- 
ing week,  which  estimate  must  be  inserted 
in  the  provision  book;  check-books  were  to 
be  kept,  signed  by  the  chairman,  with 
counter  checks,  signed  by  the  clerk  to  the 
Union.  This  arrangement  was  not  car- 
ried into  effect  at  Andover  ;  these  cheek- 
books  were  never  fiUed  up  for  a  week  after 
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the  goods  irere  brought  in  and  conBomed. 
It  was  intended  that  one  of  these  check- 
books should  be  given  to  the  contractors, 
so  that  when  they  applied  for  payment, 
they  might  be  produced  and  checked. 
The  mode  of  doing  business  at  Andover 
was  very  different :  there,  an  order  given 
by  the  master  to  a  tradesman,  one  of  the 
contractors,  was  entered  into  his  pocket- 
book  with  merely  the  initials  of  the  master 
placed  under  the  order.  But  in  addition 
to  the  order  for  what  was  the  weekly  con- 
sumption of  the  house,  there  was  also  an 
order  for  the  master's  own  use,  of  a  quarter 
of  a  pound  of  tea  at  55.,  the  union  tea  be- 
ing only  3#.  4d. — a  quarter  of  a  pound  of 
coffee  at  2s, ;  two  pound  of  fresh  butter ; 
two  and  a  half  pound  of  loaf  sugar ;  and 
one  pound  of  mould  candles ;  and  it  ap- 
peared this  was  deducted  from  the  quantity 
which  the  poor  ought  to  have  received; 
thus,  the  tea  and  coffee  were  taken  from 
the  28  ounces  of  tea  with  which  the  Union 
ought  to  have  been  supplied,  the  poor  re- 
ceiving only  19  ounces;  instead  of  141b.  of 
candles,  the  Union  received  only  121b.; 
and  so  on  in  proportion;  this  system  exist- 
ing during  the  whole  of  the  contract  of  this 
individual;  and  in  the  same  way  with  the 
contractor  who  succeeded  him.  But,  in 
addition,  there  was  this  particular  and  spe- 
cial fraud — the  tea  was  sent  to  the  work- 
house, made  up  in  half-ounce  packets,  the 
sugar  in  packets  of  half  a  pound  each. 
These  were  usually  returned  and  exchanged 
for  tea  and  coffeee  of  a  better  quality  for 
the  master's  own  use.  In  one  week  there 
were  returned  in  these  small  parcels,  4  lb.  of 
sugar  and  half  a  pound  of  tea,  which  had  been 
supplied  for  the  use  of  the  paupers.  During 
that  quarter,  also,  the  master  received  70f  lb. 
of  pork  and  brisket,  and  12  J  lb.  of  Chedder 
cheese,  deducted  from  the  quantity  sent 
for  the  use  of  the  house.  From  901b.  of 
cheese  at  5^d.  per  lb.  ordered  for  the  poor, 
the  master  had  12Jlb.  of  Cheddar  at  9d., 
so  that  the  paupers,  instead  of  receiving 
901b.,  received  only  71  lb.  The  board  of 
guardians  were  bound  to  administer  the 
Poor  Law  to  the  letter  of  the  Act,  es- 
pecially with  respect  to  cases  of  relief.  A 
poor  man  who  was  employed  in  the  work- 
house, and  whose  family  were  supported  by 
his  labour,  on  his  return  home  one  night, 
accidentally  told  an  inhabitant  of  Andover 
that  he  had  seen  an  inmate  of  the  work- 
house eating  a  raw  potato.  This  was  re- 
ported by  the  person,  and  reached  the  ears 
of  the  relieving  officer.  The  man  was  had 
up,  and  asked  if  he  had  said  this ;  he  re- 


plied he  had,  f  nd  he  waa  then  dismissed ; 
told  there  was  no  more  work  for  him,  and 
that  if  his  family  wanted  relief  they  might 
come  into  the  workhouse.  He  thought  the 
Andover  board  of  guardians  ought  to  have 
been  particularly  scrupulous  as  to  the  way 
in  which  their  books  were  kept,  as  there 
had  been  an  instance  in  which  one  of  the 
officers  connected  with  that  Union  had  em- 
bessled  upwards  of  2,0002.  He  had  given 
bonds ;  but  with  respect  to  them  there  was 
rather  a  curious  circumstance:  the  first 
bond  for  1,000^  had  been  destroyed,  and 
another  for  500L  substituted  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  guardians;  the  conse^^ 
quence  was  that  the  parish  of  Andover  lost 
upwards  of  2001,  There  was  another  point, 
viz.,  that  relative  to  the  way  in  which  wit- 
nesses had  been  paid,  to  which  it  was  de- 
sirable attention  should  be  drawn.  It  had 
been  the  most  extraordinary  and  irregular 
mode  of  payment  of  which  he  had  ever 
heard.  There  was  one  particular  case — 
that  of  Mr.  March,  a  carrier  at  Stockbridge, 
who  had  been  employed  to  go  to  Andover, 
and  he  was  stated  to  have  been  at  the 
inquiry  three  days,  and  to  have  received 
only  the  sum  of  IGf.  Gd.  Another  case 
was  that  of  the  servant  of  Mr.  M'Dougal's 
son-in-law,  Mr.  Chainlout,  who  received 
for  twelve  days'  attendance  a  mere  pittance, 
75.  Another  man,  for  an  attendance  over 
the  same  period,  received  a  still  smaller 
sum,  only  28,  Both  of  the  latter  were 
resident  in  Andover.  [Sir  J.  Graham  : 
Who  paid  it?1  It  was  paid,  he  believed, 
by  the  Commissioners  at  Somerset-house; 
and  there  were  other  witnesses,  to  whom 
Mr.  Westlake  had  advanced  money  with 
the  approbation  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners, money  which  up  to  the  present 
moment  remained  unrepaid.  Some  of  Mr. 
Westlake 's  witnesses  who  were  not  exa- 
mined, received  nothing  at  all ;  while  other 
witnesses,  not  those  of  that  gentleman, 
were  amply  paid.  He  (Mr.  Etwall)  had 
now  endeavoured  to  convey  to  the  House  a 
statement  of  the  way  in  which  the  Andover 
Poor  Law  Union  had  been  conducted,  and 
of  the  very  extraordinary  faults  and  errors 
which  had  been  committed  there.  He  con- 
ceived that  nothing  could  be  more  detri- 
mental to  the  principle  of  the  Poor  Laws 
themselves,  than  that  the  execution  of  them 
should  in  any  way  be  permitted  to  be  harsh 
and  tyrannical.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
nothing  could  more  injure  the  effective 
working  of  the  law  than  to  conduct  an 
inquiry,  entered  into  in  consequence  of  the 
charges  made  by  inmates  of  a  Union  work- 
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lioQfte,  in  a  BUBpiciouB  or  suppresded  man- 
ner, or  to  stop  such  an  inquiry  until  fairly 
and  completely  inyestigated.  The  Poor 
Law  of  1834  had  heen  recommended  hy 
the  GomnuBBioners  as  a  measure  Ukely  to 
aUeviate  the  condition  of  the  unfortunate 
people  in  workhouses  ;  he  trusted  that 
generally,  elsewhere,  such  had  heen  the 
result ;  hut  that  the  fact  was  directly  the 
reverse  in  AndoTer  none  could  douht.  He 
hoped  that  the  importance  of  the  suhject, 
and  the  responsihiUty  which  he  considered 
had  deyolred  upon  hun  in  hnnging  forward 
a  Motion  of  this  nature,  would  he  his  excuse 
in  having  trespassed  at  such  length  on  the 
attention  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  hy  moving — 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Laws 
in  the  Andover  Union,  and  into  the  management 
of  tie  Union  Workhouse." 

Sm  J.  GRAHAM:  i  confess.  Sir,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  it  is  melancholy, 
at  the  present  juncture,  and  in  the  existing 
state  of  puhlic  affairs,  so  much  of  the  pre- 
cious time  of  this  House  should  have  heen 
consumed  in  a  matter  which  after  all  is 
only,  I  waB  ahout  to  call  it,  a  workhouse 
squahhle  in  the  south  of  England.  But  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  notwithstanding  the 
appeal  made  to  him,  has  thought  it  right 
to  occupy  so  much  time,  hy  going  into  the 
whole  facts  of  the  case,  it  w^  he  my 
duty  very  shortly  to  follow  him  in  reference 
to  some  of  the  topics  he  has  dwelt  upon  at 
BO  much  length.  And,  first,  I  must  oh- 
gerve  that  I  am  not  here  to  vindicate 
the  management  of  the  Andover  hoard  of 
guardians,  or  their  conduct  with  reference 
to  the  greater  portion  of  the  transactions 
of  which  he  speaks.  With  reference,  how- 
ever, to  the  practices  which  were  alleged 
to  prevail  in  the  Andover  Union,  it  will  he 
recollected  that  the  hon.  Memher  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  Wakley)  first  stated  a  transac- 
tion which  produced  the  deepest  impres- 
sion on  the  feelings  of  the  House,  with  re- 
Bpect  to  the  employment  of  the  paupers  in 
that  Union,  in  the  crushing  of  hones.  I 
need  not  remind  the  House,  that  on  seve- 
ral antecedent  occasions,  I  had  in  my  place 
expressed  the  strongest  opinion  opposed  to 
thiJB  particular  mode  of  employment  in 
workhouses.  More  than  once  I  was  called 
on  to  state  my  opinion  on  this  point  hy  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  die  Memher 
for  Brighton  (Captain  Pechell),  and  repeat- 
edly I  have  declu'ed  I  regretted,  that  in  so 
many  Unions  throughout  the  south  of  Eng- 
land, this  particular  mode  of  employment 


was  pertinaciously  adhered  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  having  mentioned  a 
particular  transaction  as  having  occurred 
at  Andover,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission- 
ers to  that  statement.  I  expressed  my  wish 
that  a  fuU  inquiry  should  be  instituted. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  making  his  Motion, 
referred  to  the  Report  of  the  Conmiission 
of  1833,  in  which  the  Commissioners  ex- 
pressed their  view  with  respect  to  the  im- 
propriety of  this  species  of  labour  in  work- 
houses ;  and  to  the  principle  contained  in 
that  Report  I  give  my  ready  assent.  I  do 
think  it  desirable  that  the  labour  of  paupers 
in  workhouses  shall  not  be  of  a  penal  or  of 
a  repulsive  character.  I  do  think — I  have 
always  thought — ^that  the  crushing  of  bones 
violates  that  principle,  and  is  therefore  ob- 
jectionable. Something  has  been  said  with 
respect  to  the  suppression  of  the  substance 
of  the  inquiry  instituted  in  consequence  of 
my  representations  to  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners at  Somerset-house  following  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury.  The  statement  was  made  to-« 
wards  the  close  of  the  Session.  The  in< 
quiry  was  not  concluded  until,  I  think, 
within  three  or  four  days  of  the  Proroga- 
tion; and  instead  of  producing  the  evi* 
dence  taken  by  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
with  regard  to  this  individual  transaction, 
on  the  last  day  of  the  Session,  I  stated  in 
my  place  that  an  inquiry  had  been  insti- 
tuted, and  the  facts  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  had  represented  to  the 
House  were,  in  the  main,  accurately  stated. 
So  far  from  vindicating  that  transaction,  I 
have  considered  it  as  confirmatory  of  my 
preconceived  opinion ;  and  when  asked  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  what  measures  had  been 
taken  as  resulting  from  that  investigation, 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  stating  to  the  House 
that  by  a  general  order  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  dated  the  1st  of  January 
last,  notwithstanding  much  remonstrance 
from  nearly  100  Unions,  in  which  this  par- 
ticular mode  of  employment  had  been 
adopted,  it  has  been  suppressed  ;  and  al- 
though I  think  in  ten  or  twelve  cases  the 
general  order  has  been  suspended,  on  spe- 
cial grounds,  for  three  months,  yet  from 
the  1st  of  April  next,  within  three  weeks 
of  the  present  time,  the  bone-crushing  will, 
throughout  these  Unions,  entirely  cease, 
and  never,  I  hope,  be  revived.  Before 
applying  myself  to  other  parts  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  must  beg  leave 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 


639 


The  AndoMT  Union.  {COMMONS }  The  AndciMr  tli^m. 


640 


remarkable  fact,  that  all  the  abuses  of  which 
he  has  complained  are  incident  to  local 
management,  and  not  in  the  least  charge- 
able on  the  Board  of  Central  Authority 
entrusted  with  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  as  it  now  exists  in  this  country ; 
and    I    would  now   state  to  the   House 
shortly  what,  as  I  understand,  were  the 
principal  complaints  made  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  workhouse  at  Andover — ^the  lo- 
cal management,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
in  which  the  abuses  originated.  In  addition 
to  other  objections  to  the  particular  mode 
of  pauper  employment  complained  of,  I  have 
always  thought  it  was  liable  to  the  very 
abuse  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Andover 
has  stated  existed^in  that  Union,  namely, 
that  the  fnuts  of  this  labour,  which  was  in 
itself  objectionable,  might  give  rise  to  local 
jobbing,  the  guardians  employing  paupers 
in  crushing  bones,  becoming  themselves 
the  purchasers  of  the  bone  dust,  and  ap- 
plying it  to   their  own  use.     I  repeat, 
therefore,  that  on  every  ground— K>n  ac- 
count of  the  objectionable.  natiu«  of  the 
employment  itself,  and  the  local  abuses  to 
which  it  gives  rise — I  am  strongly  of  opin- 
ion that  this  mode  of  occupation  for  pau- 
pers in  workhouses  ought  entirely  to  cease; 
and  already,  as  I  have  stated,  effectual 
measures  have  been  taken  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  that  mode  of  employment,  and  with 
the  suppression  of  the  employment  the 
cessation  of  the  grievance.     But  the  bone- 
crushing  was  only  one    of   many  other 
abuses.     The  hon.    Gentleman  described 
at  great  length  the  insufficiency  of  the 
dietary  in  the  Andover  workhouse.  I  have 
to  state  to  the  House  that  in  consequence  of 
the  inquiry  instituted  by  the  Commissioners, 
a  material  alteration  iu  the  dietary  has,  by 
special  order,  taken  place,   and  one  ad- 
ditional meat-day  in  the  week,  instead  of 
the  lower  diet,  has  been  substituted  for  the 
dietary  that  before  prevailed.    Then  again, 
as  to  the  master  of  the  workhouse  :  he  was 
appointed  by  the  local  guardians;  he  was 
sustained  by  the  authority  of  the  Commis- 
sioners.    An  inquiry  was  instituted  on  the 
spot  into  the  conduct  of  the  master.  During 
the  progress  of  that  inquiry  the  governor 
tendered  his  resignation;   his  resignation 
was  accepted.     The  Assistant  Poor  Law 
Commissioner,  upon  the  resignation  of  the 
master,  did  make  a  recommendation  of  a 
successor,  which  was  objectionable;   and 
when  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  ascer- 
tained that  that  recommendation  could  not, 
with  propriety,  be  sanctioned,  they  with- 
held their  approbation,  and  a  new  master 


was  appointed,  sanctioned  by  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  against  whose  conduct  I 
have  not  heard  any  complaint.     I  have  re- 
ferred to  three    heads  of  abuses  :   first, 
the  bone-crushing — that  has  ceased;  next, 
the  insufficiency  of  the  dietary — that  has 
been  remedied  ;  and  the  conduct  of  the 
master — who  has  been  removed,  and  another 
appointed,  against  whom  no  charge  has 
been  made.     This  is  not  all :  a  complaint 
has  been  made   of  the  gross  misconduct 
which  beyond  all  doubt  existed  in  this  Union, 
by  the  medical  officer.     I  have  no  doubt 
that  medical  officer  first  made  the  repre- 
sentation to  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury; 
his  representation  was  strictly  true  ;  I  be- 
lieve by  making  that  representation  he  did 
give  offence  to  the  board  of  guardians,  and 
attempts  were  made  to  displace  that  me- 
dical officer;  the  Commissioners  at  Somer- 
set-house, who  have  the  veto  on  the  dis- 
placement of  all  officers  in  the  Union,  have 
disapproved  of  it,  and  therefore,  the  person 
who  gave  the  information  has  not  suffered 
on  that  account.     Then,  again,  among  the 
other  complaints  which  were  investigated 
at  the  inquiry  before  the  Assistant  Poor 
Law  Commissioner,  was  one  that  the  num- 
ber of  relieving  officers  of  the  union  was 
insufficient.     That  evil  so  complained  of 
has  also  been  redressed,  and  an  additional 
relieving  officer  has  been  appointed  to  the 
Andover  Union.     I  know  not  that  I  have 
omitted  referring  to  any  grievance  which 
was  the  subject  of  inquiry,  excepting  one, 
and  that  was  with  reference  to  the  insuffi- 
cient audit  of  the  accounts.     Beyond  all 
question,  until  last  year   I  was  quite  of 
opinion  that  the  audit  of  Poor  Law  ac- 
counts in  the  various  Unions  was  not  satis- 
factory.    I  introduced  in  the  course  of  last 
Session  a  measure    generally  redressing 
that  evil,  by  the  appointment,  not  of  local, 
but  of  district  auditors — ^persons  of  much 
higher  station,  and  more  competent  to  con- 
duct inquiries  into  matters  of  accounts  than 
those  who  have  hitherto  performed  that 
function.     The  Andover  Union  now  par- 
takes of  that  benefit,  and  henceforth  dis- 
trict, not  local,  auditors  shall  be  appointed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Andover  has  com- 
plained of  the  mode  in  which  the  second 
inquiry  has  been  conducted.  I  do  not  stand 
here  to  vindicate  the  mode  in  which  that 
inquiry  was  conducted.  I  certainly,  myself 
— judging  only  from  what  I  saw  from  time 
to  time  of  the  daily  proceedings  before 
that   inquiry  —  am  of  opinion  that  good 
judgment  was  not  displayed  in  the  mode  of 
coudnQting  it.    I  do  not  say  that  there^ 
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motti  of  Mr.  Pariter  from  his  situation 
arose  entirely  from  the  mode  in  which  that 
inquiry  was  condocted;  but,  be  that  as  it 
may,  diese  abuses  having  existed  in  the  dis- 
trict without  being  reported  to  the  Com- 
missoners,  and  the  inquiry  not  being  satis- 
fiactory  to  the  country,  and  from  other 
matters  which  have  since  arisen,  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  thought  it  their  pain- 
ful duty  to  remove  Mr.  Parker  from  his 
office.  Sir,  I  do  not  know,  if  I  occupied 
the  time  of  the  House  more  at  length,  I 
could  state  anything  more  satisfactory  on 
the  different  heads  of  complaint  alleged.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  desire  to  keep  bock 
any  portion  of  the  evidence  which  has  been 
alraady  obtained  with  respect  to  this  case. 
I  do  think  it  will  be  highly  desirable,  that 
all  the  papers  connected  with  the  inquiry 
should  be  in  their  hands,  and  be  duly  con- 
sidered by  them  before  they  appoint  a 
Committee  further  to  investigate  the  facts. 
I,  therefore,  beg  leave,  as  an  Amend- 
ment— 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 
'there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of 
Mr.  Parker's  Report,  and  of  the  Evidence  taken 
by  him  with  reference  to  the  crushing  of  bones  in 
the  Andover  Union  Workhouse,  together  with  a 
Copy  of  all  Evidence  taken  on  the  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  M'Dougall,  and  a  Copy  of  all 
Correspondence  between  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners  and  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Andover 
Union  or  their  Officers,  from  the  Ist  day  of 
September  1845  to  the  1st  day  of  March  1846, 
instead  thereof." 

Mr.  FERRAND  submitted  that  it  was 
not  competent  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
move  such  an  Amendment.  He  had  him- 
self given  notice  of  an  Amendment  at  the 
sitting  of  the  House,  and  he  therefore 
claimed  priority  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

The  speaker  said,  it  was  perfectly 
competent  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
move  an  Amendment  without  giving  no- 
tice. Having  immediately  followed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Andover,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  perfectly  free  to  move  any 
Amendment,  without  reference  to  any 
priority  of  notice  that  might  have  been 
given  by  any  other  Member. 

Amendment  accorcUngly  put. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  believed  he  was  in  a 
position  to  speak  both  on  the  original  Mo- 
tion and  on  ^e  Amendment.  He  thought 
it  extremely  desirable  that  the  House 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  Papers  re- 
ferred to ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  if 
there  was  no  objection,  the  best  way  of 
dealing  with  the  subject  under  discuQsion 
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would  be  to  adjourn  the  present  debate  for 
three  weeks  or  a  month,  until  those  Papers 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  House.  And 
there  were  reasons  for  so  doing,  of  which, 
probably,  the  House  was  not  aware.  There 
was  already,  it  should  be  known,  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  sitting,  and  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member,  in- 
quiring into  the  conduct  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  with  reference  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  district  asylums  in  the  metro- 
polis. The  demands  which  that  Committee 
was  making  on  the  Commissioners  occu- 
pied the  time  of  the  clerks  in  their  office  to 
a  great  extent,  and  hitherto  they  had  found 
the  greatest  difficulties  in  furnishing  the 
immense  mass  of  information  which  the 
Committee  required.  It  had,  so  far,  been 
sitting  on  two  days  in  the  week;  and  he 
coidd  with  confidence  assure  the  House 
that,  if  the  Committee  now  asked  for  were 
appointed  to-morrow,  it  would  be  found  ut- 
terly impossible  for  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners to  devote  to  it  the  requisite  atten^ 
tion  for  six  weeks  to  come.  If  it  were  de« 
sirable  at  all  that  the  House  should  have 
the  information  which  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
tleman  in  his  Amendment  pointed  out,  it 
would  also  be  an  advantage  to  be  made  ac- 
quainted, as  fully  as  possible,  with  all  the 
facts  of  the  case  before  they  proceeded  to 
any  fiirther  discussion,  because  they  might 
now  rest  assured  that  all  the  power  of  the 
Government  would  be  brought  to  bear 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Andover.  He  (Mr.  Wakley)  felt  that  if 
ever  there  came  before  tlie  House  a  sub- 
ject which  demanded  from  it  the  most 
careful  investigation  it  was  the  present. 
Since  he  had  been  in  Parliament  there  had 
come  under  his  observation  no  case  which 
more  loudly  than  that  under  discussion 
had  called  for  the  scrutiny  and  strict  ex- 
amination into  it  of  the  Legislature;  and 
he  felt  confident  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  maturely  reflected  upon  the 
attendant  circumstances,  and  had  weU 
weighed  the  importance  of  the  facts  con- 
tained in  the  Papers  which  had  been  moved 
for,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  declare 
himself  of  the  same  opinion. .  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  in  his  opinion, 
given  to  the  subject  that  consideration  and 
attention  which,  thoroughly  to  comprehend 
its  bearings,  was  necessary,  and  that  in- 
ference was  deduced  from  the  observation 
marking  the  commencement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  speech.  The  remark  was, 
that  they  could  only  look  upon  the  matter 
as  merely  a  "workhouse  Bquabble,"  and 
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thtt  it  was  mdanoboly  to  reflMt  imoii  bo 
important  a  measure  as  that  which  had  so 
long  been  engaging  the  care  of  the  Gorem* 
ment  beinff  obstructed  by  a  Motion   so 
trifling  as  mat  of  the  hon  Member.     Now, 
he  fully  admitted  the  immense  and  primary 
importance  of  the  measure  upon  which  they 
had  been  deliberating;  and  he  himself  had 
refused  to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
interrupting  eyen  for  a  moment  the  pas* 
sage  of  that  measure  by  any  Motion  of  any 
kind.     He  had  refused  to  do  so  because 
he  knew  that  the  country  was  becoming  in- 
dignant at  the  manner  in  which  the  mea- 
sure had  been  treated  by  the  House ;  and 
he  most  sincerely  beUered,  that  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  aware  of  the  suf- 
ferings which  their  opposition  was  entailing 
upon  the  trading  classes  in  the  community, 
they  would  at  once  withdraw  and  regret 
theur  hostility.    But  the  cause  of  obstruc- 
tion was  something  more  than  "a  work- 
house squabble."     The  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners had  been  officially  in  existence 
since  1834;  thwe  was  in  them  vested  a 
vast  and  extraordinary  authority;  and  their 
powers,  which  were  not  incorrectly   de- 
scribed as    unconstitntional  powers,  had 
been    exercised   without  interference    or 
question  for  ten  years.     Until  that  mo- 
ment nothing  had  ever  been  brought  for- 
ward in  reference  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Poor  Law  Oommiastoners  had  fulfilled 
the  duties  of  their  office;  and  now  that  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  those  duties, 
and  with  which  circumstances  the  public 
were  already  familiar,  wete  alluded  to,  it 
was  the  business  of  the  House  to  consent 
to  and  to  further  every  investigation  which 
oould  elucidate  information  r^iative  to  the 
officers  of  whom  mention  had  been  made. 
And  this  should  be  done  not  only  with 
a  view  to  do  justice  in  the  matter  more 
immediately  under  consideration,  but  also 
with   reference  to  future  legislation.     It 
could  not  be,  with  any  propriety,  there- 
fore, termed  "  a  workhouse  squabble." 
An  investigation  had  taken  place:   was 
the  result  satisfactory  ?     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  various  abuses  had 
been  corrected,  and  that  the  dietary  in 
workhouses  had  been  improved;  but   did 
the  House  know  this  sufficiently  ?    Bone- 
crushing,  they  knew  from  the  same  au- 
thority,  had    been    abolished,    and    Mr. 
M'Dougal  had  been  removed ;  but   was 
there  not  something  behind?     Why,  it 
was  a  matter  that  had  extended  its  influ- 
ence to  Somerset-house;  tliat  had  led  to 
the  dismissal  of  an  Assistant  CommiBsioner^ 


who  for  ten  yean  hadpeiibnnedthadsiiaa 
of  his  post  without  any  of  the  expressed 
diHsatirfaction    of  his    employers.      The 
guardians   themselves   were    before   the 
House  as  petitioners,  waying  for  the  in- 
quiry askea  for  by  the  hon.  Member.    Mr. 
Mundy  and  Mr.  Soper,  both  guardians, 
and  Mr.  Westlake,  the  medical  officer  to 
the  Union,  prayed  for  an  inquiry.     Mr. 
Soper  distinctly  declared  that  the  board  of 
guardians  were  conspiring  to  xemove  the 
medical  officer,  in    consequence  of  that 
officer  having  been  the  man  to  bring  to 
light  the  atrocious  evils  which  were  now 
known  to  have  existed  in  the  Andover 
Union.    Would  the  House  of  Commons  of 
England  be  the  abettors  in  such  an  out- 
rageous act  as  that?    It  should  also  be 
remembered  that  the  Commisrioners  were 
involved  in  the  inquiry.     Mr.  Parker  com- 
plained of  them,  and  they  complained  of 
Mr,  Parker;  nobody  was  satisfied,  and 
every  body  affirmed  and  admitted  that  the 
inquiry  which  had  been  instituted  had  been 
prematurely  concluded,  and  was  incom- 
plete.     M'Dougal   complained   that   the 
hasty  termination  put  to  that  inquiry  had 
depnved  him  of  ail  opportunity  of  having 
his  witnesses  heard,  iumI  of  rebutting  the 
heinous  charges  brought  against  him.  The 
Commissioners  had  done  some  of  the  most 
unconstitutional  and  unjust  things   ever 
heard  of.     Allegations  were  made  to  tfaem 
by  one  of  the  guardians  relative  to  the 
bone-crushing,    bone-gnawing,   and  mar- 
row-eating &>m  corrupt  and  putrid  bones; 
that  complaint  was  brought  by  him  before 
the  House,  and  a  question  was  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Banmet  the  Secretaiy  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  had  been 
made  aware  of  such  having  been  the  case. 
An  immediate  inquiry  was  instituted^  and 
Mr.  Parker  was  despatched  to  Andover. 
On  the  8th  of  August  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman acknowledged  that  he  was  justified 
for  havinff  called  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  promised  on  the  following  day  to  com- 
mumcate  the  facts  to  the  House.     Out  of 
that  had  arisen  a  second  investigation;  and 
what  was  the  result  ?    Mr.  Parker,  when 
at  Andover,  informed  the  Commissioners 
that  certain  allegations  agunst  the  governor 
of  tiie  workhouse  there,  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  treated  the  inmates  of  the 
establishment,  had  been  made;   and  the 
Commissioners  then  had  done  that  which 
was  totally  without  a  precedent  in  similar 
transactions.     They,  acting  on  their  own 
responsibility,  and  dealing  with  public  mo- 
ney, coDipdled  the  nodical  officer  of  the 
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maUitfasa  to  appear  before  the  piibKo  as 
the  aoevfler  of  another  offieer  of  the  aame 
Union,  and^  fttim  the  first,  throwing  upon 
him  the  entire  duty  of  finding  fdndfl,  and 
Ininging  up  the  witnesses.  From  that  ex- 
traindinaiy  duty,  deyolved  upon  him  so 
anwiselyy  and  in  a  manner  so  stiongly  cal- 
oulated  to  bring  down  odium  upon  the 
Commissioners,  the  medical  officer  had  not 
flinehed;  the  inquiry  was  proceeded  with, 
and  Ae  witnesses  examined;  and  then  Mr. 
Parker  inteirupted  it  by  announcing  that 
justaoe  demanded  that  the  goyemor  of  the 
workhouse  should  haye  time  afforded  to 
him  of  procuring  witnesses  in  his  defence. 
But,  when  so  informed,  the  Commissioners 
sent  back  Mr.  Parker  to  Andover,  and 
compelled  him  to  continue  the  inyestigation, 
and  to  go  at  <moe  into  the  charges  affecting 
the  ehiffacter,  and,  it  might  be  found,  the 
life  of  the  goyemor.  No  one,  therefore, 
was  satisfied.  And  the  House,  considering 
the  powers  exercised  by  the  Commissioners 
•^powers  entrusted  to  no  other  body  of 
men  in  the  country,  superior  to  the  autho- 
rity of  Parliament  itself,  because  enabling 
them  to  suspend  an  Act  of  the  Legislature 
— considering  these  extraordinary  facts, 
the  House  could  not  be  too  jealous  of  the 
manner  in  which  such  an  authority  was 
exercised.  He  entreated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  his  opposition,  and 
to  reflect  upon  the  feelings  which  would  be 
excited  among  the  poor  when  it  was  found 
that  in  a  case  where  their  interests  were  so 
strongly  affected,  neglect  only  was  appa- 
rent. The  Assistant  Commissioner  was 
the  last  man  who  should  haye  been  ap- 
pointed to  conduct  the  inquiry  at  Andoyer; 
for  whateyer  was  the  result,  it  would  come 
to  the  public  inyested  with  suspicion,  when 
b  was  known  that  Mr.  Parker  had  had 
the  best  reasons  in  the  worid  to  withhold 
a  yerdict  unfayourable  to  the  authorities, 
simply  because  that  gentleman  had  been 
inquiring  and  reporting  upon  erils  which  it 
was  his  duty  to  see  should  not  haye  ex- 
isted.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  ask  leaye  of  the  House  to 
make  his  Amendment  a  substantial  Motion, 
and  use  his  influence  in  seeing  eyety  facility 
giyen  to  the  prosecuting  of  tibe  inqtuxy. 

Mb.  CHRISTIE  beUeyedthat  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  on  a  preyious  occasion, 
regarded  and  spoken  of  the  subject  imder 
discussion  in  a  yery  different  light,  and 
had  not  eyen  dreamed  of  terming  it  a  mere 
''workhouse  squabble."  The  special  in- 
structions sent  by  the  Commissioners  to 
Mr.  Parker  contained  an  acknowledgment 


of  **  ihe  serious  nature'*  of  the  oase.  By 
the  same  post  went  priyate  orders  from  Sir 
Edmund  Head,  with  an  explanation  of  the 
reasons  of  their  transmission,  which  expla* 
nation  was,  that  he  (Sir  E.  Head)  nad 
seen  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Graham),  and  had  heard  from  him  that  he 
considered  it  as  a  very  "serious  matter." 
At  length,  when  inquiry  was  granted, 
eyerythmg  had  been  done  to  render  that 
inyestigation  illusory,  and  worse  ihan  use- 
less; yet  now,  when  a  Motion  was  brought 
forward  in  that  House  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
stood  up  and  moyed  as  an  Amendment, 
that  aU  Papers  relating  to  the  subject  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  It  was, 
doubtless,  well  known  to  eyery  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  heard  him,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  made  a  proposition  of  that  nature 
at  an  earlier  part  of  those  proceedings,  or 
rather  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  present 
Session,  and  that  was  assigned  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andoyer  as  a  reason  why  he 
should  postpone  his  Motion.  But  now,  it 
might  yery  fairly  be  asked,  why  had  not 
those  Papers  been  produced  long  ago? 
The  principal  portion  of  the  documents  to 
which  he  referred  had  been  prepared  many 
months  ago;  and  he  could  not  understand 
how  Members  could  get  up  in  that  House 
and  say  that  they  ought  to  accept  the  pre- 
sentation of  Papers  in  lieu  of  the  in- 
yestigations  of  a  Committee.  He  did 
not  wish  to  utter  anything  unparliament- 
ary; but  it  did  appear  to  him  that  the 
proposition  which  came  from  the  other  side 
amounted  to  what  might  be  called  a  juggle, 
and  he  woidd  eyen  add  a  juggle  prepense. 
What  was  the  state  of  the  case  ?  Papers 
were  now  offered  to  them,  though  it 
was  obyiously  too  late  to  turn  those  Papers 
to  any  useful  account.  If  the  documents 
had  long  since  been  laid  before  Parliament, 
hon.  Members  could  haye  judged  for  them- 
selyes;  but  now,  with  a  show  of  candour 
which  was  of  no  ayail,  he  offered  the  Papers 
to  the  House  when  the  thing  really  wanted 
was  a  close  and  searching  inyestigation  by 
means  of  a  Committee.  They  all  knew 
that  there  had  been  a  special  inquiry  made 
into  the  subject  of  bone-crushing;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Andoyer  told  them,  that 
when  that  inquiry  took  place,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  promised  them  a  Committee. 
On  the  5th  of  August  a  written  Report, 
accompanied  by  the  depositions,  was  sent 
up  to  London  from  Andover,  and  those 
Papers  were,  on  the  7th  of  August,  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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Mr.  Parker,  bj  desire  of  Sir  J.  Orahakn, 
called  at  the  Home-office.  During  that  in- 
terview Sir  E.  Head  was  announced,  and, 
haying  been  admitted,  took  a  part  in  the 
conyersation.  Upon  the  last  day  of  the 
Session  the  right  hon.  Baronet  told  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  that  an  inquiry 
had  been  made  on  the  subject  of  the  bone- 
crushing,  and  the  result  of  that  showed 
that  some  of  the  paupers  had  eaten  meat 
from  some  of  the  bones  which  had  been 
given  them  to  crush;  but  so  soon  as  that 
fact  was  discovered,  directions  were  given 
that  the  paupers  addicted  to  the  practice 
should  no  longer  be  employed  in  the  work 
of  bone-crushing;  the  directions  were,  that 
paupers  of  depraved  appetites  and  dirty 
habits,  or  of  weak  intellect,  should  no 
longer  be  so  employed.  But  let  it  be  re- 
collected that  at  the  time  when  Sir  James 
Graham  made  that  conmiunication  he  had 
had  in  his  possession  for  more  than  two 
days  the  report  made  by  Mr.  Parker. 
Now,  that  report  went  much  further  than 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
Mr.  Parker,  in  his  report,  stated  that 
paupers  of  weak  intellect  and  depraved 
appetites  had  been  allowed  to  eat  horse- 
flesh. The  statement  upon  this  subject 
was  made  in  the  following  words : — 

"Amongst  the  bones  supplied  to  the  workhouse 
hj  the  bone-gatherers,  many  are  fresh  from  the 
kitchens  of  t&  gentry;  and  the  inmates,  as  well  as 
persons  who  have  been  inmates,  acknowledge 
having  picked  out  suoh  fresh  bones,  and  eaten  the 
marrow  from  them.  It  also  appears  that  when 
there  has  been  meat  left  on  the  bones,  some  of  the 
inmates  have  partaken  of  it.  All  the  witnesses, 
excepting  Green,  state  that  the  meat  was  never 
eaten  undess  it  was  fresh  and  good;  but  Green  de^ 
cUres  that  Reeves  and  Eaton,  two  Inmates,  par- 
took of  horseflesh  found  on  bones  purchased  m>m 
the  dog-kennel,  and  he  avows  that  he  has  fre- 
quently eaten  stale  and  stinking  meat  from  beef 
and  mutton  bones.  The  man  Reeves,  whose 
intellects  were  of  the  lowest  order,  died  some 
time  since  ;  and  Eaton  is  an  idiot  of  dirty  habits 
and  depraved  appetite ;  the  character  of  his 
appetite  is  so  well  known  that  eare  is  taken  to 
prevent  him  from  gaining  access  to  the  bone  store 
and  from  going  to  the  hog-tub.  It  is  dae  to  the 
workhouse  officers  to  observe,  that  immediately  it 
was  mentioned  to  them  that  horseflesh  had  heen 
eaten  by  one  of  the  inmates,  the  statement  was 
inquired  into  by  the  medical  otBoer,  and  its  truth 
denied  by  Reeves,  the  inmate  said  to  have  eaten 
it." 

So  mueh  for  the  statement  of  facts  as  re- 
garded the  conduct  as  well  as  the  treat- 
ment of  the  paupers ;  but  the  facts  re- 
lating to  the  conduct  and  treatment  of  Mr. 
Porker  still  remiuned  to  be  examined;  and 
ho  thought  it  extremely  nrobable  that  the 
House  would  agree  with  am  in  considering 


that  Mr.  Parker  had  something  to  com- 
plain of — ^that  he  had  a  right  to  complain 
that  his  own  conduct  had  been  judged  of 
upon  evidence  taken  in  a  loose  and  unaa- 
tisfactory  manner.  He  would  read  to  &e 
House  a  memorandum  of  the  conversation 
which  took  place  between  Mr.  Parker  and 
Sir  James  Graham,  when  the  former  call- 
ed at  the  Home-office  by  desire  of  Sir 
James.  Mr.  Parker  assured  him  (Mr. 
Christie)  that  the  memorandum  to  which 
he  refeired  was  substantially  correct;  that 
it  was  made  immediately  after  the  conver- 
sation closed;  and  that  his  recolleetion  had 
not  since  then  furnished  him  with  any  ad- 
ditional particulars  which  could  in  any  re- 
spect be  considered  material : — 


«< 


After  adverting  to  the  fiicts  disclosed  in  the 
depositions.  Sir  James  observed,  *  I  have  stated 
in  the  House  of  Commons  that  the  Gonmiia- 
sioners  cannot  prevent  the  boards  of  guardiana 
from  employing  the  inmates  of  workhouses  at 
this  bone-cnishing ;  I  was  right  in  saying  so,  was 
I  not  ?' 

"  Bilr.  Parker :  I  think  not ;  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  CommilsionerB  possew  authority 
to  issue  regulations  by  which  such  labour  may  be 
put  on  a  proper  footing. 

"  Sir  James  :  Is  that  so  ?  Are  you  sure  you  are 
right? 

*'  Mr.  Parker :  I  am  very  confident  in  my  opin- 
ion. 

*'Sir  Edmund  Head,  one  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  was  announced,  and  Sir  James 
Graham  repeated  to  him  what  he  had  said  in  the 
House  of  Commons  respecting  the  powers  of 
boards  of  guardians  to  employ  the  '"TTntTr  of 
workhouses  in  bonccrushing ;  adding,  '  Mr. 
Parker  says  he  thinks  the  Commissioners  have 
power  to  control  this  kind  of  labour.* 

'*  Sir  Edmund :  I  think  we  can  do  so,  but — 

"  Sir  James :  I  do  not  like  this  kind  of  em- 
ployment  in  workhouses:  we  shall  have  soma 
confounded  disturbance  about  it. 

"  Sir  Edmund  :  I  am  sorry  to  hear  you  say  so. 

"  Sir  James  :  Yes  ;  this  case  will  be  stock-in- 
trade  ibr  Tk»  Timn  for  the  next  six  months :  but 
you  have  not  countenanced  this  description  of 
labour,  have  you  ? 

"  Sir  Edmund :  No,  but  we  have  not  discou* 
raged  it. 

*'  Mr.  Pariier,  handing  Sir  Edmund  a  copy  of 
the  Commissioners'  order  requiring  wayfarers  and 
suoh  casual  paupers  to  break  a  certain  quantity  of 
bones  before  leaving  the  Andover  workboiise,  in 
a  return  for  a  night*s  lodging  and  food,  said,  *  In 
the  cases  of  mendicants,  such  labour  has  been 
directed  by  an  order  of  the  Coounissioners,  upon 
the  certificate  of  the  surgeon  that  it  was  inno- 
cuous.' 

"  Sir  James  (taking  the  paper  from  Sir 
Edmund), '  Is  that  so  ? — ^why  it  makes  the  rase 


**  Sir  Edmund  obMTved.  that  be  regretted  thai 
Sir  James  entertained  suoh  an  opinion,  and  that 
he  did  not  think  such  labour  could  be  abandoned 
witlmut  ffiving  offrnce  to  boards  of  guardians. 

"  Sir  Jamee :  Now  what  am  I  to  tell  the  Houve 
about  this  bastnesi  f    It  will  never  do  to  prodaeo 
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Mr.  Parker's  Report  and  these  depositions.  I 
will  tell  you  what  I  will  say.  I  will  begin  by 
adverting  to  bone-crushing  in  workhouses ;  then 
go  on  to  say  that  I  lost  no  time  in  communicating 
with  the  Commissioners,  who  forthwith  replied 
that  no  information  of  the  practices  mentioned  by 
Mr.  Wakley  had  reached  them  ;  that  Mr.  Parker 
had  been  directed  to  make  inquiries  on  the  spot ; 
that  I  had  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Parker,  who 
Terbally  reported  to  me  the  result  of  his  investi- 
gatiou ;  that  some  of  the  inmates  of  the  work- 
house of  depraved  appetite  had  eaten  meat  off  the 
bones ;  that  when  the  guardians  heard  of  it  they 
directed  an  investigation  by  their  medical  man,; 
that  the  other  workhouse  officers  had  been 
enjoined  to  be  careful  to  prevent  inmates  of 
depraved  appetites  gaining  access  to  the  bone 
store.  If  I  say  that  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
made  this  communication  orally,  that  will  possibly 
suffice.  This  Report  must  not  be  produced.  It 
must  be  treated  as  if  it  had  never  been  made." 

Afier  the  interview  which  Mr.  Parker  had 
with  Sir  James  Graham,  he,  on  his  way 
fixMU  the  Home-office,  met  Mr.  NichoUs, 
who  expressed  to  Mr.  Parker  his  disappro- 
bation of  the  course  taken,  and  said  that 
the  Report  ought  to  he  suppressed.  After 
aU  this,  the  House  could  not  feel  otherwise 
than  dissatisfied  that  a  Motion  for  inquiry 
^ould  be  met  with  a  proposition  for  pro- 
ducing Papers.  The  House  saw  that  the 
proceedings  which  took  place  had  produced 
no  practical  result ;  yet  the  presumption 
was  that  the  charges  preferred  had  not 
been  groundless,  and  that  unquestionably 
there  had  been  abuses  in  the  management 
of  the  workhouse  ;  and  he  must  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  not  go  so 
fiBu*  as  he  had  done  in  urging  charges 
against  the  master  of  the  workhouse  ;  and, 
nntil  the  charges  were  proved,  the  House 
should  hold  that  person  to  be  innocent.  To 
him  it  appeared  that  circumstances  had 
transpired  in  the  course  of  the  present  pro- 
ceedings which  rendered  the  case  of  the 
master  of  the  workhouse  one  of  peculiar 
hardship ;  and  that  alone  would  form,  in  his 
opinion,  a  sufficient  ground  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  The  master  said,  that 
if  time  had  been  allowed  him,  he  coidd  have 
produced  a  sufficient  defence.  .  He  had 
been  promised  time  for  the  preparation  of 
his  defence  ;  but  that  promise  was  even- 
tually unfulfilled,  and  tnen  he  was  driven 
to  the  necessity  of  resigning  or  of  proceed- 
ing to  his  defence  without  sufficient  prepa- 
ration. His  counsel  advised  him  to  adopt 
the  former  course,  and  thereby  throw  upon 
the  Poor  Law  Commisioners  a  denial  of 
justice.  There  were  two  incidents  con- 
nected with  these  transactions  which  ap- 
peared to  him  perfectiy  inexplicable,  ex- 
cept upon  the  hypothesis  .that  the  Poor 


Law  Commissioners  had  been  thoroughly 
scared  by  the  exposure  which  took  place 
of  the  affairs  of  the  Andover  workhouse, 
and  that  they  had  resolved  to  get  over  the 
difficulties  which  those  occurrences  occa- 
sioned, no  matter  at  what  sacrifice.  Thei}, 
let  it  not  be  forgotten  that  at  the  moment 
when  public  prejudice  was  at  its  height, 
the  master  of  the  workhouse  was  in  effect 
prohibited  from  entering  upon  his  defence. 
The  Poor  Law  Commissioners  sent  down 
an  order  on  tiie  18th  of  September,  in  the 
following  words,  requiring  the  master  of 
the  workhouse  to  proceed  with  his  de- 
fence : — 

"  Sir — I  am  directed  by  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  state  that  they  have  this  day  had  an 
interview  with  their  Assistant  Commissioner,  Mr. 
Parker.  The  Commissioners  are  informed  by  him 
that  at  your  request,  and  with  the  consent  of 
Mr.  Westlake's  counsel,  Mr.  Parker  has  adjourned 
the  inquiry  into  your  conduct  until  Tuesday  next, 
when  you  would  proceed  with  your  defence  to  the 
charges  preferred  against  you.  The  Conmiissioneni 
are  of  opinion,  that  an  officer  against  whom 
charges  of  the  kind  involved  in  the  investigation 
now  pending  in  the  Andover  Union  have  been 
made  on  oath,  is  liable  to  be  called  on  to  give  an 
explanation,  and  enter  upon  his  defence,  with  the 
least  possible  delay.  The  time  that  has  elapsed 
since  the  investigation  began,  has  been  amply 
sufficient,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  to 
enable  you  to  get  together  the  materials  necessary 
fer  your  defence,  more  especially  as  most  of  the 
chaiges  relate  to  feots  to  be  proved  or  disproved 
by  witnesses  on  the  spot.  Had  the  board  of 
guardians  acceded  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  suspended  yon  (a  proceeding 
which  would  neither  have  assumed  your  guilt, 
nor  have  prejudiced  any  of  your  rights)  the  Com- 
missioners might  have  taken  a  difibrent  view  of 
the  course  they  now  think  fit  to  adopt.  As  it  is, 
the  Commissioners  have  requested  Mr.  Parker  to 
return  to  Andover  forthwith  ;  and  they  must  call 
upon  you  to  proceed  with  your  defence  either 
to-morrow  or  Saturday,  and  continue  with  it  from 
day  to  day.  An  inquiry  by  an.  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner is  not  a  court  constituted  in  such  a  manner 
that  an  adjournment  to  a  future  day  can  yitiate 
proceedings  taken  in  the  interval ;  and  the  Com- 
missioners, in  thus  exercising  the  discretion 
necessarily  reserved  to  their  iKMard,  feel  confident 
that  they  are  not  inflicting  upon  you  any  sub- 
stantial injustice." 

Two  cases  had  been  selected,  and  charges 
upon  them  brought  against  M'Dougal;  one 
related  to  embezzlement,  the  other  to  tak- 
ing Uberties  with  some  of  the  female  pau- 
pers; and  on  each  of  these  charges  one 
case  was  to  be  chosen  for  investigation. 
He  wished  to  know  upon  what  principle 
that  course  had  been  taken ;  for  if  he 
were  acquitted  upon  one,  that  acquittal 
would  not  prove  his  innocence  of  any  other. 
Then  Mr.  Parker  was  sent  down  with  di- 
rections to  proceed  immediately  with  the 
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inquiry.  Hd  asked  for  time;  but,  in  oon- 
formity  with  the  direotiofiB  which  he  re« 
oeived  on  the  15ih»  he  anived  in  Andover 
on  the  17th«  He  yentored,  upon  his  own 
responsibility,  to  grant  a  delay  of  five  days; 
he  then  returned  to  London,  when  he 
found  that  the  Commissioners  disapproved 
of  that  delay.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
Commissioners,  in  the  letter  which  he  had 
read,  stated  that  an  officer  was  liable  to  be 
called  on  to  explain  his  conduct  with  the 
least  possible  delay;  that,  he  presumed, 
meant  the  least  possible  delay  consistent 
with  justice  ;  but  in  this  case  the  counsel 
and  the  solicitor  of  the  master  were  in  at- 
tendance every  day,  taking  down  the  evi- 
dence against  their  client,  and  had  no  time 
daring  ine  intervals  of  the  inquiry  to  pre- 
pare his  defence.  The  facts  were  not  ca- 
pable of  proof  on  the  spot,  for  many  parties 
required  by  the  master  were  resident  at 
distant  places.     Mr.  Parker  said*— 

"  On  the  17th,  I  attended  at  the  workhouw, 
and  the  examination  of  euoh  witneetes  as  ooold  be 
got  together  upon  the  ihort  notice  that  had  been 
given  was  proeeeded  with.  The  matter's  oonnsel 
then  stated,  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  defence  of  his  oUent  unless  an  ad- 
joumment  was  granted;  for  the  witnesses  had  not 
been  examined,  nor  the  brief  prepared,  inasmaoh 
as  the  master's  soUoitor  had  not  expected  the  in- 
vestigation to  be  resumed;  and,  moi^over,  the 
witnessses  were  widely  dispersed,  some  living  in 
London,  others  at  S^bury,  Winchester,  &m- 
sey,  and  Stookbridge.  The  oonnsel  who  appeared 
to  support  the  diarges  acknowledged  that  he 
could  not  resist  the  application,  and  said  he 
thought  a  lew  days'  adjournment  ought  to  suiBoe. 
The  master's  counsel  asked  for  ten  days,  but  the 
master's  solicitor  ultimately  promised  to  be  prepared 
in  five.  This  adjournment  for  Ave  days  was  acceded 
to  by  all  parties ;  and,  considering  the  indoAnite 
character  and  nature  of  some  of  the  charges,  it  must 
be  acknowledged  that  an  adjournment  for  Ave  days 
was  not  of  greater  duration  titum  the  master  might 
fairly  demand.  The  reasonableness  of  the  adjourn- 
ment will  be  apparent,  when  it  is  understood  that 
the  evidence  on  the  following  charge  alone—'  That 
he  has  frequently  taken  liberties  with  the  younger 
women  and  girls  in  the  house,  and  attempted  at 
various  times  to  prevail  upon  them  to  consent  to 
ffratify  his  wishes'— applied  to  the  osses  of  no 
fewer  than  eleven  women,  and  that  none  of  the 
alleged  assaults  were  of  recent  occurrence,  and  the 
greater  number  of  them  were  said  to  have  been 
committed  several  years  since." 

Something  had  been  said  about  Mr.  Par- 
ker's conduct  on  the  inquiry,  and  he  had 
heard  with  great  surprise  and  regret  the 
observation  of  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman : 
he  could  only  say,  <hat  this  was  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  any  oomplsint  made  by 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  or  by  any 
one  speaking  for  them,  of  the  mode  in 
which  Mr»  r  arker  conducted  the  mquiry. 


Mr.  Parker  was  dismissed;  but  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  did  not  state  that  to 
be  the  reason ;  and  it  was  unfair  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  refused 
all  inquiry,  so  to  state.  It  was,  how* 
ever,  an  additional  reason  for  granlang  the 
inquiry.  Mr.  Parker  invited  inquiry,  and 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  did  not  do 
the  same.  The  publio  could  only  draw 
one  inference  from  the  resistance  to  this 
inquiry — that  the  Popr  Law  Commission- 
ers were  afraid  of  its  results.  Mr.  Parker 
made  an  inquiry,  and  on  the  supposition 
that  the  master's  resignation  might  be  im* 
mediately  accepted,  Mr.  Parker  recom- 
mended Mr.  Price  to  take  the  place.  He 
could  only  say,  that  before  Mr.  Parker  re- 
turned to  Andover,  he  told  Sir  E.  Head  of 
the  application  made  by  Mr.  Price,  who 
was  then  living  at  Southampton,  express- 
ing a  desire,  if  Mr.  M^Dougid's  resignation 
should  be  accepted,  to  take  the  place  tem^ 
porarily ;  he  told  Sir  £.  Head,  if  he  could 
prevail  upon  the  board  of  guardians  to  ac- 
cept the  resignation,  he  should  recommend 
Mr.  Price,  and  Sir  B.  Head  approved  of 
the  suggestion:  if,  therefore,  Mr.  Parker 
were  to  blame,  as  the  Poor  Law  Conmiis*- 
sioners  afterwards  thought,  or  rather  as  it 
was  inferred  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  was.  Sir  £.  Head,  one  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners,  must  bear  a  share  of 
the  blame.  Mr.  Parker  had  known  Price 
some  years  back,  as  master  of  the  work^ 
house  at  Oxford,  and  highly  approved  of 
his  conduct  as  he  there  saw  it.  Nay, 
more,  he  had  received  a  letter  from  the 
chairman  of  the  board  of  guardians  at  Ox*- 
ford,  speaking  in  high  terms  of  Mr.  Price's 
conduct  there,  and  urging  Mr.  Parker  to 
get  some  better  situation  for  him.  Mr. 
Parker  had  met  Mr.  Price  agun  last  year, 
at  the  Highworih  and  Swindon  Union, 
where  he  was  a  candidate,  and  where  he 
had  a  testimonisl  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Lord  Barrington), 
and  from  various  parties  in  Oxford.  Find- 
ing, then,  that  Price  was  a  candidate  for 
employment,  and  as  he  failed  at  Swindon 
BO  late  as  May  kst,  Mr.  Parker  recom- 
mended him  as  a  candidate  for  the  charge 
of  a  training  school  about  to  be  founded  on 
board  ship ;  and  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners entertained  the  implication,  and 
saw  Price.  Mr.  Parker,  therefore,  was  not 
surprised  at  receiving  a  letter  from  him  of- 
fering himself  to  supply  M*Dougal's  place; 
and  he  made  the  reoommendation  with  the 
approval  of  Sir  £.  Head.  It  appeal^ 
lliat  after  Mr.  Parkor  left  Oxford,  some 
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eompIfliBtB  'were  made  of  Price,  and  lliat 
Mr.  Austin  inyefitigated  the  case  ;  but  be- 
fore the  end  of  that  invettigation  Price 
resigned,  and  Hr.  Austin  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  withhold  all  information  from  the 
Commissioners  till  Price,  on  the  recom- 
m^idation  of  Mr.  Parker,  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  the  situation  at  Andover,  and 
ne  !Fime8  had  commented  upon  his  resig- 
nation of  his  former  situation:  till  those 
remarks,  Mr.  Parker  had  neyer  heard,  and 
the    Oommissioners  had  neyer  heard,  of 
Price's  resignation ;  and  yet  Sir  E.  Head 
told  Mr.  Parker  that  the  appointment  was 
a  great  indiscretion,   and  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  must  notice  it  in  a  marked 
manner.     He  had  the  honour  of  being  ac- 
quoted  with  Mr.  Lewis  and  Sir  £.  Head, 
and  he  entertained  different  opinions  from 
the  hon.   Member  for  Andoyer  and  the 
Gentlemen  who  would  support  him,  since 
he  warmly  approyed  the  principle  on  which 
they  had  conducted  the  administration  of 
the  law ;    but  he  thought    Mr.   Parker 
harshly  and  unjustly  treated  by  ihem,  and 
he  thought  it  lus  duty  to  lay  private  feel- 
ing aside,  and  to  bring  his  case  before  the 
House.    Soon  after  the  discovery  had  been 
made  about  Mr.  Price,  with  the  aid  of  The 
Times  newspaper,  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners sent  an  official  letter  to  the  clerk 
of  the  Union,  regretting  Mr.  Price's  ap- 
pointment, and  recommending  his  remoyid. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  Mr.  Parker  to 
write  any  letter,  except  for  his  personal 
satis&ction.     However,  Mr.  Lewis  felt  it 
his  duty  to  tell  Mr.  Parker  that  if  he  wrote 
any  letter  he  was  to  show  it  to  the  Com- 
missioners, and  such  must  be  an  imputa- 
tion on  his  candour  and  fair  dealing.     Mr. 
Parker  resented,  and  showed  by  his  man- 
ner he  resented,  that  imputation;  however, 
he  showed  the  letter,  which  was  altered  to 
the  following : — 

•*  The  annoyance  that  I  experienced  at  Andoyer 
bas  been  inoreased  hy  observations  on  the  oharao- 
ter  of  Mr.  Price,  of  whom  I  had  reason  to  enter- 
taiii  a  fiivovurable  opinion.  I  regret  having  men- 
tioned his  name,  because  I  fear  that  his  appoint- 
ment to  take  charge  of  the  workhouse  tempora- 
rily will  embarrass  the  board  of  guardians.  Gir- 
eumstancefl  require^me  to  state  my  knowledge  of 
Mr.  Price,  • 

Two  days  after  Mr.  Parker  received  the 

following   commanication   from    Mr.   Ni- 

cholls  :*-< 

'*  Poor  Law  Commission  OfiSce, 

Somerset  House,  October  16, 1845. 

''  Ify  dear  Sir — Lot^ng  at  the  importance  and 

peculiar  nature  of  the  fimctions  delegated  to  an 

A.swstant  CommiSBioner,  we  have,  after  full  con- 

•IdMtioD,  come  to  the  contfliuion  that  we  cannot 


eonsistentiy  with  our  public  duty  retain  yon  any 
longer  in  your  present  office.  It  is  therefore  in* 
oumbent  on  us  to  request  that  you  will  send  your 
resignation  to  the  Commissioners.  We  wish  to 
assure  you  that  we  take  this  step  with  the  utmost 
reluctance ;  and  we  willingly  acknowledge  the 
sealotts  and  efficient  services  which  you  have  on 
various  occasions  rendered  to  the  Commission.  I 
remain,  my  dear  Sir,  ever  yours  fidthftdly, 
"  H.  W.  Parker,  Esq."         "  Gboege  Nicholls, 

There  was  a  peculiar  hardship  in  Mr.  Par- 
ker's case.   Much  odimn  had  heen  brought 
on  the  Poor  Law  and  the  Commissioners, 
of  which  Mr.  Parker  bore  a  great  part. 
No  steps  had  been  taken  till  that  night  to 
explain  why  he  was  dismissed ;  and  the 
Commissioners  had  never  complained  of  his 
conduct  of  the  inquiry.     Mr.  Parker  had 
presented  a  petition  stating  that  he  would 
bring  such  evidence  as  the  nature  of  the 
case  would  admit,  to  show  he  was  dismissed 
by  the  Commissioners  to  divert  the  odium 
from  themselves.     He  did  not  adopt  that 
view  wholly ;  but  Mr.  Parker  had  a  primd 
fade  case  for  such  a  statement;  and  it 
would  be  but  justice  to  him  as  well  as  the 
Commissioners  to  grant  the  inquiry.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, which  made  it  necessary  for  him  to 
wait  till  that  was  disposed  of ;  but  if  he  had 
an  opportunity,  as  he  hoped  he  should 
have,  as  he  looked  upon  the  right  hon, 
Qenlleman's  Amendment  as  a  mere  juggle, 
he  would  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  ^ven  notice.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman miirht  say  that  the  Commissioners 
had  power  of  roi^oving  any  AsaUtant  Com- 
missioner  at  their  discretion ;  but  was  that 
power  to  be  exercised  without  any  respon- 
sibility?    If  so,  he   should  think  it  his 
duty  when  the  annual  vote  was  before  the 
House  to  resist  it  till  this  act  of  hardship 
should  be  inquired  into  and  explained.     It 
might  be  said  also  that  Mr.  Parker  had 
stated  conversations  that  occurred  to  him 
as  a  public  servant,  and  in  confidence ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Christie)  thought  there  were  limits 
to  the  confidence  to  be  required  of  public 
servants ;  and  that,  if  the  Commissioners 
removed  a  public  servant  without  reason, 
and  contrary  to  justice,  sheltering  them- 
selves from  all  responsibility,  and  refusing 
inquiry ;  and  if  the  parties  injured  were 
prevented  from  using  the  information  ac- 
quired in  the  public  service  necessary  to 
make  out  their  grievance  and  procure  re- 
dress, such  a  doctrine  would  lead  to  great 
hardship.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  wrote 
to  Mr.  Parker  thus : — 

"  You  tell  me  that  I  may  make  any  observations 
which  occur  to  me  on  this  intended  publication. 
I  will  make  only  one.    It  contains  statements  of 
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if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bUII  refoaed,  he 
then  appealed  to  the  HouBe,  and  told  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  this  was  not  the  case  of 
Mr.  Parker  only,  hut  that  of  erery  puhlic 
servant;  and  that  such  treatment  of  a 
long-triedy  faithfiil,  and  zealous  puhlic  offi- 
cer was  against  the  hest  and  important 
interests  of  the  country. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM;  Although  not  quite 
regular,  I  heg  to  say  a  few  words  with 
respect  to  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Weymouth  which  more 
particularly  relates  personally  to  myself — 
I  allude  to  that  part  of  his  statement  with 
reference  to  Mr.  Parker.  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  transgress  the  rules  of  the 
House  from  the  circumstances  in  which  I 
have  heen  placed,  or  to  make  an  attack 
upon  Mr.  Parker  in  his  ahsence.  Suffice 
it  for  me  to  say,  that  I  shall  confine  myself 
to  that  part  of  the  case  in  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  made  use  of  a  harsh 
term  with  respect  to  myself,  in  reference 
to  the  statement  made  hy  me  in  this  House 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  I  answered 
that  question  upon  the  last  day  of  the  last 
Session ;  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  my  conver- 
sation with  Mr.  Parker  was  either  the  day 
or  two  days  before  the  last  of  the  Session. 
It  is  quite  true  that  I  had  received  a 
written  Report  made  by  Mr.  Parker,  which 
I  have  now  moved  for;  but  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  I  do  not  think  it  was  for  the  public 
good  that  I  should  have  produced  that 
document  at  that  time.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  produced  to-night, 
a  minute  purporting  to  have  been  taken  at 
the  time  of  a  conversation  held  by  me 
officially  with  a  public  servant,  and  says 
that  in  his  opinion  Mr.  Parker  has  not 
transgressed  the  bounds  of  duty  in  intro- 
ducing to-night,  through  his  hands,  a  me< 
morandum  of  a  conversation  held  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  an  Assistant  Poor 
Law  Conmiissioner  in  his  capacity  of  a 
public  servant.  It  is  for  the  House  and 
the  public  to  determine  between  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  me,  whether  any  such 
breach  of  propriety  has  been  conunitted. 
Now,  I  hold  it  to  be  admitted  that  I  am 
quite  incapable  of  misrepresenting  any  con- 
versation held  by  me ;  and  I  am  sure  it 
will  be  very  bad  for  those  who  have  to 
discharge  public  duties  in  this  country, 
when  Gentlemen  cannot  meet  upon  that 
ground ;  but  for  any  one  to  take  a  minute 
of  any  such  conversation,  and  above  all, 
having  taken  such  minute,  without  any 


oonyersationf ,  of  documents,  and  of  communica- 
tions, which,  though  known  to  you  as  a  public 
servant,  were  strictly  of  a  confidential  nature." 

But  he  could  not  answer  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  better  than  by 
giving  to  the  House  the  words  in  which 
Mr.  Parker  replied.  [Sir  J.  GRiiHAif :  Is 
that  the  whole  of  my  letter?]  No  :  but 
he  would  read  the  other  parts  of  it : — 

"  I  have  received  a  private  note  from  you,  en- 
closing a  letter  addressed  to  me,  which  you  inti- 
mate an  intention  of  publishing.  Ton  tell  me,  Ac. 
(as  above).  .  .  .  Haying  called  your  attention 
to  this  fiict,  I  leave  it  to  you  to  decide  whether 
with  propriety  and  without  a  breach  of  confidence 
you  can  execute  your  intention  of  publishing  this 
statement." 

Mr.  Parker's  answer  was  this  : — 

^*  I  need  not  to  be  reminded  even  from  such 
high  authority  as  your  own,  how  cautious  a 
public  servant,  eyen  under  the  pressure  of  such 
injury  as  I  have  sustained,  should  bo  with  re- 
ference to  all  matters  of  a  confidential  nature 
which  have  come  before  him.  It  was  for  this  rea- 
son that  I  have  abstained  in  my  letter  from  re- 
capitulating the  conversation  on  the  occasion  of 
the  interview  which  I  had  with  you  at  the  Home 
OfBce,  and  from  adverting  to  the  contents  of  pri- 
yate  letters  that  I  have  receiyed  from  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners.  With  the  exception  of  three 
documents,  all  those  in  my  statement  connected 
with  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  have  been  pub- 
lished in  7%e  TimM  newspaper ;  and  these  three 
documents  which  I  have  added  are  not  of  a  nature 
to  involve  a  breach  of  confidence  in  their  publica- 
tion. The  most  material  one,  that  relating  to  the 
bone-crushing  at  Andover,  has  already  been  ad- 
verted to  by  the  Commissioners  themselves,  in 
a  letter  to  the  clerk  of  the  Andover  Union,  dated 
the  17th  of  October,  and  transmitted  by  them  to 
the  newspapers  for  publication.  I  venture  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  where  there  is  no  real  breach 
of  ofilcial  confidence,  a  public  servant,  who  has  in 
his  possession  documents  that  have  been  already 
in  great  part  published,  is  entitled  to  put  together 
the  whole  case,  as  the  only  means  of  counteracting 
misrepresentations,  which  those  who  have  acted  un- 
justly of  necessity  resort  to,  in  the  security  of  a 
partial  view  of  the  case.  I  should  bo  sorry  to  find 
that  your  opinion  as  to  the  duties  of  a  public,  ser- 
vant, under  such  circumstances,  should  differ  from 
my  own.  Whilst,  on  the  one  hand,  there  are 
limits  to  the  employment  of  official  materials, 
which  the  feelings  of  a  gentleman  cannot  mistake : 
on  the  other  hand,  the  fear  that  any  public  state- 
ment of  official  transactions  may  be  stigmatized  as 
a  breach  of  confidence,  however  it  may  be  guarded, 
would  be  a  concession  to  the  spirit  which  has 
lately  rendered  every  office  insecure,  and  every 
zealous  discharge  of  duties  unsafe  in  the  depart- 
ment where  I  had  the  honour  to  be  employed  for 
nearly  ten  years." 

He,  therefore,  left  Mr.  Parker's  case  in 
the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
the  House,  hoping  that,  in  justice  to  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  no  less  than  to 
Mr.  Parker,  the  right  lion.  Baronet  would 
grant  the  inquiry  he  had  asked  for.     But, 
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previoiu  intimation  to  produce  that  docu- 
ment to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  intimate  that  there  was 
another  Gentleman  present,  and  yet  not  to 
give  the  party  accused  the  opportunity  of 
conferring  wiUi  that  third  party,  does  ap- 
pear to  me  most  extraordinary.  Fortun- 
ately, it  does  so  happen,  on  the  showing  of 
the  hon.  Memher,  tiiat  Sir  E.  Head  was 
present.  I,  of  course,  have  a  very  imper- 
fect recollection  of  that  conversation ;  hut 
Sir  E.  Head  will  prohably  have  a  more 
dis&ct  recollection  of  it,  and,  before  long, 
I  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  communi- 
cating with  him,  and  seeing  whether  his 
recollection  corresponds  with  mine;  but 
this  I  say,  that  in  the  pamphlet  of  Mr. 
Parker,  firom  which  the  hon.  Member 
quoted  80  largely,  there  are  reports  of  con- 
fidential conversations  held  with  other  offi- 
cial gentlemen,  the  accuracy  of  which  is 
distinctly  denied  by  those  gentlemen. «  So 
much  is  sufficient  at  the  present  moment 
with  reference  to  that  conversation.  I  must 
now  go  on  to  remark  upon  the  Motion  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  power 
exercised  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
of  dismissing  Mr.  Parker,  should  be  re- 
ferred for  inquiry  to  a  Committee  of  this 
House.  I  beg  the  House  to  consider  what 
is  the  position  of  a  Poor  Law  Commissioner 
with  relation  to  his  employers.  ParUament 
has  given  exclusively  to  that  Commission, 
independent  of  the  Crown,  the  sole  power 
of  appointing  their  assistants ;  and  what  is 
the  reason  of  such  derogation  ?  The  Com- 
missioners are  responsible  for  every  act  of 
their  assistants.  Their  assistants  are  their 
agents.  The  acts  of  the  assistants  are  the 
acts  of  the  Commissioners ;  and  upon  that 
ground  that  patronage  is  exclusively  vested 
in  the  Commissioners.  If  such  be  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Commissioners,  I  ask 
the  House  to  consider  whether  it  be  possi- 
Ue  for  them  to  transact  with  anything  like 
order  or  safety  any  part  of  tho  important 
duties  confided  to  them,  if  they  should  not 
have  the  power  of  a  summary  dismissal 
of  agents  so  appointed  ?  It  would  be  im- 
possible: it  would  be  a  complete  destruction 
of  the  whole  power  and  authority  of  the 
Commissioners  to  ask  that  the  power  of  dis- 
missal should  be  taken  from  them.  They 
have  the  power  of  appointing — they  have 
the  power  of  dismissing;  and  I  wiU  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  not  on 
account  of  the  mode  in  which  the  inquiry  at 
Andover  was  conducted ;  it  was  not  on  ac- 
count of  the  recommendation  of  a  substitute 
for  Mr.  M'Dougal  as  governor  of  the  work- 


house at  Andover ;  it  was  not  for  one 
specific  act  upon  which  reliance  has  been 
placed,  but  generally  the  reason  is  this — 
Mr.  Parker  was  a  subordinate  officer.  He 
had  evinced  a  spirit  of  insubordination  to 
his  employers,  which  in  my  opinion  fiiUy 
justified  the  course  taken  by  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners.  They  were  responsible 
originally  for  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Parker : 
they  were  dissatisfied  with  his  conduct 
generally,  and  they  dismissed  him.  If  an 
appeal  were  made  to  me  in  this  House 
upon  any  private  ground,  I  would  tell  the 
House  frankly,  that  I  am  quite  satisfied  it 
would  be  impossible  for  that  Commission 
safely  or  perfectly  to  perform  their  duties 
without  being  able  to  exercise  such  a  power. 
In  this  case  a  memorandum  was  taJcen  at 
the  time  of  an  official  conversation,  the 
accuracy  of  which  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
deny,  because  I  have  really  a  very  imper- 
fect recollection  of  what  took  place  upon 
that  occasion;  but  I  think,  upon  reflection, 
Mr.  Parker  himself  will  regret  the  produc- 
tion of  that  particular  document. 

Mr.  FERkAND  most  sincerely  rejoiced 
that  this  quarrel  had  taken  place  between 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  and  Mr.  Par- 
ker, and  that  he  had  written  a  pamphlet 
informing  them  of  all  the  circumstances 
that  had  occurred.  All  he  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
wished  was,  that  Mr.  Mott  had  followed 
his  example,  and  he  had  no .  doubt  they 
would  have  learned  from  that  exposure 
how  it  was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
James  Graham)  became  possessed  of  that 
written  document  which  he  drew  from  his 
red  box.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  stating  that  he  had  been  rather 
ill  used  that  night  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Weymouth  (Mr.  Chnstie),  who  in  common 
justice  ought  to  have  given  him  notice  that 
he  intended  to  use  the  memorandum  to 
which  he  called  attention.  But  if  he  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  were  not  very  much  mistaken, 
when  that  foul  conspiracy  was  entered  into 
to  crush  him  (Mr.  Ferrand),  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  declared  in  that  House  that  he 
never  had  any  communication  with  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  or  their  assistants. 
However,  it  appeared  that  he  held  a  com- 
munication with  them  at  Somerset-house, 
and  that  a  speech  was  concocted,  which 
was  delivered  in  the  House.  He  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  thought  the  day  had  arrived 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  common 
justice,  ought  to  inform  the  House  how  it 
was  that  that  written  document  came  into 
his  hands,  and  from  whom  he  had  received 
it;  for,  from  the  hour  when  he  used  it 
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against  Urn  (Mr.  VemnSj,  to  the  present 
moment,  not  only  he  (Mr.  Ferrani),  but 
tliat  House,  as  well  as  the  country,  were 
not  informed  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he 
got  it.  The  riffht  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that 
erening,  that  mis  was  a  workhouse  squabble ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  must  conmtulate  the 

r>ple  of  this  country,  that  it  had  resulted 
bone-crushing  being  stopped  in  no  less 
than  one  hundred  Unions.  But  did  not 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  the  year  1843, 
on  the  15th  March,  pledge  his  word  to  the 
House,  that  this  system  of  mills  in  the 
different  workhouses  should  be  abolished. 
He  (Mr.  Ferrand)  remembered  well  the 
treatment  he  had  received  at  his  hands, 
as  w^  as  at  the  hands  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  when  he  exposed  an  attempt 
that  was  made  to  erect  a  rag  mill  in  the 
Halifax  Union.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
wanted  the  House  not  to  place  any  faith 
in  his  (Mr.  Ferrand's)  statement;  but  he 
was  at  last  compelled  to  admit  that  a  rag 
mill  was  to  be  erected  in  that  Union  work- 
house. The  right  hon.  Baronet  thus  ad- 
dressed him  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
had  alluded.    He  said — 

**  That  in  conwqiMnoe  of  wbat  h»d  taken  place 
on  the  fttbjeet  of  rag  mills,  he  had  expressed  a 
atrong  opinion  against  their  use  to  the  Gommls- 
■ioners,  who  had  communicated  that  opinion  to  all 
the  Unions,  and  that  such  milla  should  not  be  used 
•g«in." 

That  was  the  promise  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  gaye  nearly  three  years  ago  to 
that  House  and  to  the  country;  and  how 
had  that  pledge  been  kept?  They  had 
listened  to  a  most  digracei^  exposure  that 
night,  of  a  system  which  had  not  only  cre- 
ated alarm  and  dismay  through  the  coun- 
try, but  had  excited  feelings  of  horror  in 
the  minds  of  foreigners.  He  (Mr.  Ferrand^ 
had  been  travelling  on  the  Continent,  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  the  strong- 
est feelings  of  horror  were  expressed  by 
foreigners  at  the  idea,  that  under  a  Chris- 
tian Goremment,  and  under  the  sanction 
of  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  such  cruelties 
could  be  inflicted  upon  the  unoffending  poor 
of  the  Andover  Union.  Not  only  had  those 
cruelties  been  inflicted  upon  them,  but  what 
proof  had  the  House  that  the  same  system 
of  cruelty  was  not  inflicted  in  the  one  hun- 
dred Union  workhouses  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  alluded  ?  Had  not  Mr. 
Parker  informed  them  and  the  country, 
that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  directed 
)um  to  bring  this  inqtdry  to  a  speedy  con- 
clusion, to  allay  the  public  mmd,  nefore 
mie-half  Iho  eyidenee  was  taken?     He 


(Mr.  Ferrand)  felt  that,  for  the  pnnose  of 
haying  those  cruelties  exposed  to  the  pub^ 
lie  gaze,  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  that 
House  to  insist  that  a  Committee  should  be 
appointed.     They  should  not  lend  them- 
sofyes  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was 
going  to  crush  mquiry,  for  he  dreaded  the 
exposure  that  would  take  place.    He  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  gaye  notice  that  afternoon  of  hia 
intention  to  moye  the  addition  of  a  few 
words  to  the  hon.  Member's  Motion,  that 
the  inquiry  might  extend  into  his  own 
neighbourhood.  The  House  could  nothaye 
forgotten  the  treatment  which  he  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  had  receiyed  at  the  hands  of  the 
Poor  Law  Comnussioners  in  the  year  1842, 
when  that  secret  Export  was  d&awn  from 
the  red  box,  and  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  with  such  stage  enect  agamst  him 
(Mr.  Ferrand).     The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
on  that  occasion,  said  that  he  knew  nothing 
against  the  character  and  respectability  of 
Mr.  Mott,  the  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioner.   It  was  on  the  20th  of  June,  1842, 
that  the  right  hon.   Baronet  made  that 
statement.     But  what  would  the  House 
say,  when  he  informed  them  that  Mr.  Mott, 
haying  been  employed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  a  special  Goyemment  Commis- 
sioner to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  then  hon.  Member  for 
Bolton,  in  August,  1841,  was — ^instead  of 
doing  his  duty,  as  he  was  bound  to  do,  to 
the  House  and  to  the  country-~charged  by 
respectable  parties  residing  in  Bolton  to 
haye  been  guilty  of  partial  conduct— -of 
falsely  accusmg  hon.  Gentlemen— -of  deal- 
ing in  slanderous  Imputations— of  making 
false  and  calumnious  charges.    Those  were 
the  charges  that  were  brought,  against  Mr. 
Mott,  by  a  gentleman  who  was  formerly 
a  Member  of  that  House  ;    and   those 
charges  were  made  and  proyed  against 
him  by  authenticated  documents  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
yery  time  he  was  employed  as  a  Poor  Law 
Commissioner  at  Eeighley  Union,  and  at 
the  yery  time  when  he  drew  up  the  false 
Report  that  was  used  against  him  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  thai 
House.     At  the  yery  time  that  he  was  so 
employed,  he  was  branded  by  honourable 
men  in  the  borough  of  Bolton  as  haying 
been  guHty  of  the  conduct  which  he  (Mr. 
Ferrand^  had  first  narrated  to  the  House. 
With  this  Report  respecting  the  Assistant 
Poor  Law  Commissioner,  Mott,  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  was 
employed — and  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  used  the 
word  .adyisedly— he  was  employed  for  the 
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KMMM  of  drftwbg  up  a  falaeReport  agabst 
p  that  that  Report  might  be  lued  in  that 
Hoioe  for  the  puipose  of  omshing  him 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  as  a  Member  of  the  BritiBh 
Houbo  of  OcMBUttoiui.    It  was  on  the  30th 
of  April  that  Mr.  Mott  appeared  in  the 
boar<L^room  of  the  Keighlej  Union  ;    on 
the  17th  of  Jane»  1841,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  drew  from  his  red  box  the  Report 
drawn  up  in  April,  1842,  by  this  Mr.  Mott. 
On  the  authority  of  that  Report,  he  charged 
him  (Mr.  Ferrand)  with  jobbing,  and  sanc- 
ttotting  sttoh  proceedings  in  his  capacity  as 
a  magbtrate.    He  (Mr.  Ferrand)  was  not 
going  to  detain  the  House  by  ripping  up 
Sie  whole  of  the  proceedings  that  occurred 
at  that  time :  it  was  sufficient  for  him  to 
just^  himself  now  before  the  House  and 
the  country.    He  (Mr.  Ferrand)  would  not 
hate  sUuded  to  the  subject,  had  not  thehon. 
Member  fbr  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck)  made  use 
of  language  the  other  ai^t,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  injuring  him  (Mr.  Ferrand),  by  al- 
luding to  the  Kesoltttion  of  that  House  re- 
meeting  him,  which  Resolution  he  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  never  condescended  eten  to  look 
at.    He  treated  that  Resolution  in  the 
manner  it  deserved  at  the  hands  of  an  ho- 
nest  man.    But  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
was  cheered  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sufj;  and  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  having  been,  in 
oomm<m  justice  to  himself,  compelled  to 
allude  to  the  subject  again,  would  vindicate 
himself  in  the  sight  of  that  House  and  of 
the  country.     On  the  20th  of  June,  three 
days  after  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  pro- 
duced this  secret  document,  he  (Mr.  Fer- 
rand) stated  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had,  <m  the  17th  June,  referred  to  a  Re- 
port made  by  Assistant  Commissioner  Mott, 
who  was  sent  down  to  the  North  of  Eng- 
land expressly  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
up  a  ease  against  the  Keighley  Union, 
and  that  that  paid  officer  had  produced  a 
Report  containing  charges  for  the  purpose 
of  misleading  the  House  of   Commons. 
And  what  sidd  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ? 
He  said,  that,  in  addition  to  the  Report  of 
Hr.  Mott,  of  the  23d  of  April,  he  had  the 
Report  of  Sir  John  Walsham,  of  the  Ist 
of  June,  that  the  Union  of  Keighler  was 
in  immediate  contact  with  the  Umon  of 
Bingley;  and  Sir  John  Walsham  having 
been  sent  down  on  a  Special  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  things  there, 
was  also  directed   to    go  to    Keighley, 
and  see  if  what  Mr.  Mott  had  stated  was 
borne  out  by  foicts.      He  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
wanted  the  House  to  remark  that  the 
right  hon.  Btrenet  had,  on  the  17th  of 


June,  quoted  Mr.  Mott's  Report,  and  also 
Sir  John  Walsham 's  Report  dated  on  the 
1st  of  June.     The  hon.  Member  for  Fins« 
bury  (Mr.  Buncombe)  would  mark  that.  He 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  subsequently  asked  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  if  Sir  John  Walsham  had  not 
been  sent  down  to  Keighley  Union  previous 
to  the  debate  in  that  House ;  ana  he  said 
that  Sir  John  Walsham  being  in  the-  neigh- 
bourhood, he  (Sir  James  Graham)  sug- 
gested to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  to 
remove  all  doubt  on  the  subject,  that  Sir 
John  Walsham  should  be  sent  there.     He 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  now  asked  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  how  it  was  that  he  suggested  that 
Sir  John  Walsham  should  be   sent    to 
Keighley  Union  to  back  up  Mr.  Mott's 
false  Report  against  him  (Mr.  Ferrand)—^ 
a  Report  which  he  had  proved  to  be  false 
by  nine  respectable  witnesses  out  of  that 
Union  ?     Magistrates,  guardians,  and  pro- 
fessional men  had  proved,  one  and  all,  that 
his  Report  was  in  every  respect  unfounded. 
After  these  statements  had  taken  place 
between  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  him- 
self, a  Committee  was  appointed  in  that 
House  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of  this  Re- 
port.    It  was  a  packed  Committee.     He 
(Mr.   Ferrand)  had  said  before,  in  that 
House,  and  he  now  repeated  it,  that  the 
Report  was  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
evidence  that  was  laid  before  them.    He 
(Mr.  Ferrand),  knowing  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  was  not  a  fair  or  a  just 
one,  came  down  to  the  House,  a  few  days 
after  the  Report  was  laid  on  the  Table,  and 
he  moved  for  certain  Papers  to  prove  to 
the  House,  and  to  the  country,  that  that 
Committee  had  reported  contrary  to  the 
evidence.      The  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posed the  Motion,  resisting  the  production  of 
the  Papers,  because  he  knew  that  when  the 
Papers  were  produced,  they  would  prove 
that  Mr.  Mott  had  drawn  up  a  false  Report, 
which  Report  was  used  against  him  (Mr. 
Ferrand);   and  the  right  hon.    Baronet 
thought  to  induce  a  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  support  him.     But 
what  was  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) ?    He  had  acted  a  noble  and  manly 
part,  as  he  always  did.     He  said  he  did 
not  know  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
meant  by  refusing  the  Papers.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  having  then  counted  noses  in 
the  House,  saw  he  would  be  defeated,  and 
therefore  had  granted  the  Papers.    On  die 
the  2d  of  August  last,  immediately  before 
Parliament  was  prorogued,  the  Poor  Law 
CommissionerB  placed  the  Papers  oh  the 
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Table  of  the  House.  Now,  the  first  charge 
of  Mr.  Mott  against  the  gpiardians  of  ^e 
KeigMey  Union  was  that  they  had  acted 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  directions  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners.     But  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  themselTCs  admitted 
they  had  no  written  evidence  to  show  in 
what  respect  the  Eeightley  guardians  had 
acted  in  opposition  to  the  Central  Board  at 
Somerset-house.    The  whole  of  that  man's 
Report,  with  scarcely  a  single  exception, 
was  false.     But  how  did  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  treat  Mr.  Mott?    Before 
the  Parliament  again  assembled,  the  Poor 
Law  CoDunissioners  dismissed  him,  and  for 
some  time  he  was  nowhere  to  be  heard  of. 
It  was  impossible  for  him  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
to  bring  hun  to  the  bar  of  the  House  for 
having  maliciously — and  he  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
used  the  word  advisedly — drawn  up  a  false 
Report  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
right  hon.   Baronet  to  crush  him    (Mr. 
Ferrand).      But    what    employment  was 
Mr.  Mott  engaged  in  when  they  next  heard 
of  him  ?    Why  he  was  writing  a  Poor  Law 
Commissioners'  Paper,  under  the  patronage 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  of 
the  Longtown  Union,  of  which  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  the  Chairman. 
That  was  the  way  Mr.  Mott  was  patronised 
by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  and  the 
Longtown  Union,  after  he  was  dismissed 
from  his  office  to  prevent  him  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
from  bringing  him  to  the  bar  of  that  House. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  that  time  did 
not  deny  that  Mr.   Mott  was  dismissed 
for  drawing  up  a  false   Report  against 
him.     When  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  appeared 
at  the  Leeds  meeting,  he  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  steps  to  pro- 
cure a  Report  that  was  false.     He  had 
proved  that  he  communicated  with  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  suggested 
to  them  that  Sir  John  Walsham  should  be 
sent  down  to  Keightley,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  evidence    as   to    whether    Mr. 
Mott*s  Report  was  true  or  not.     He  (Mr. 
Ferrand)  had  proved  to  the  House  that 
night,  that  he  dated  his  Report  on  the  Ist 
ofJune,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  use  Mr.  Mott*s  Report  until  the 
17th  of  June;  therefore,  he  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
called  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  in< 
form  the  House  how  it  was  he  became 
possessed  of  those  two  Reports  ;  and  until 
ne  did  so,  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  should,  as  he 
had  said  before,  treat  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  with  the  contempt  it  deserved. 

The  speaker  called  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  order. 


Mb.  ferrand    begged    pardon  for 
having  made  use  of  an  expression  that  he 
ought  not  to  use.     He  knew  what  hb  i^i- 
nion  should  be  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  that  Resolution.  He  could  say,  ''  Meng 
sibi  camda  recti,"     He  was  conscious  of 
the  integrity  of  his  own  conduct  throuffh 
the  whole  of  these  proceedings ;  and  he 
thanked  God  that  he  had  not  lost  the 
fiiendship  of  any  man,  or  fallen  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  people  of  the  country.     l£ 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  prove  to  the 
House  that  he  was  not  connected  with 
getting  up  this  Report  against  him,  he  then 
would  retract  any  expression  he  had  used 
against  him  in  that  House  or  ebewhere. 
But  until  he  did  so,  not  one  word  would  he 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  retract  that  he  had  ever  ut- 
tered.   What  was  his  (Mr.  Ferrand's)  con- 
duct after  the  Resolution  of  the  House  was 
passed  ?     He  instantly  addressed  a  letter 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  proving  every 
statement  that  he  had  made.     He  circu- 
lated that  letter  amongst  the  Members  of 
the  House,  and  sent  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
a  copy  of  it.     He  received  that  letter,  but 
from  that  day  to  this  he  had  never  an- 
swered it.     What  was  the  tone  of  publio 
opinion  on  that  letter  ?    The  press  laid  po- 
litics aside,  and  (with  only  a  single  exoep- 
tion)  through  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
had  nutintained  that  he  (Mr.  Ferrand)  had 
proved  his  case  against  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.     The  single    exception    was   a 
newspaper  in  London ;  and  he  (Mr.  Fer- 
rand) had  reason  to  think  that  the  article 
in  that  paper,  denying  that  he  had  justi* 
fied  himseu,  was  written  by  an  Assistant 
Poor  Law  Commissioner.     He  would  now 
allud,e  to  what  had  taken  place  when  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  quoted  the  Re- 
port of  Sir  John  Walsham,  with  the  view 
of  showing  that  he   (Mr.   Ferrand)  was 
cognizant  of  all  the  alleged  misdoings  in 
the  Union  of  Keighley.     The  observations 
he  alluded  to  were  made  by  the  rijght  hon. 
Baronet  on  the  24th  of  June,  1843.    [The 
hon.   Member  then  proceeded  to  read  a 
long  extract  from  the  speech  in  question*} 
This  was  the  language  of  the  First  Lora 
of  the  Treasury,  and  was  used  by  him 
with  the  view  of  holding  him  (Mr.  Ferrand) 
up  to  ridicule.     In  his  anxiety  to  heap 
abuse  on  him  and  disgrace  on  tiie  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Union,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
read  other   extracts  from  the  Report  of 
Sir  John  Walsham,  describing  the  state  of 
the  Bingley  poor-house,  which,  however, 
he  would  not  weary  the  House  with  read- 
ing.    The  right  hon.   Baronet  then  ob- 
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senred,  that  when  this  state  of  things  was 
known,  there  was  ample  time  for  him  to 
send  for  an  Assistant  Poor  Law  Commis- 
noner  to  put  things  to  rights.  Now  what 
would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say  when  he 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  informed  the  House,  that 
sinee  the  period  when  Mr.  Mott  was  dis- 
missed, at  the  end  of  1842,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  not  a  single  Assistant  Poor  Law 
OommiBsioner  had  crossed  the  threshold  of 
the  Bingley  poor-house,  and  that  the  same 
state  of  things  existed  there  as  was  de- 
seribed  in  the  Report,  and  that  the  inmates 
of  it  were  still  slewing  six  in  a  bed  ?  This, 
be  it  remembered,  was  under  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Poor  Law  Oommissioners. 
This  was  the  conduct  of  men  backed  up 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  whose  pro- 
ceedings he  screened,  by  refusing  to  grant 
a  Committee.  He  trusted  such  exposures 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners and  their  Assistant  Commissioners 
would  convince  the  House  and  the  country 
that  it  was  time  that  the  whole  office 
should  be  abolished.  If  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  were  present  he  would  appeal 
to  him,  as  Prime  Mimster — for  he  had 
quoted  a  false  Report,  got  up  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  that  for  the  purpose  of  hold- 
ing him  (Mr.  Ferrand)  up  to  ridicule — ^whe- 
ther he  would  any  longer  be  a  participator 
and  supporter  of  this  disgraceful  system  ? 
The  guilty  parties  in  all  those  proceedings 
were  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  backed 
by  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department.  He  trusted  what  had  taken 
place  to-night  would  lead  to  inquiry ;  and  if 
that  was  done  he  should  not  fear  the  re- 
sult. Right  glad  should  he  be  if  the  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  as  it  would  prove 
tlie  commencement  of  the  end  of  the  new 
Poor  Law  ;  and  he  trusted  that  before  the 
end  of  the  Session  he  should  see  the  death 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commission  as  well  as 
the  dissolution  of  the  Ministry. 

Captain  PECHELL  said,  that  if  the 
Committee  was  appointed,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  an  inquiry 
should  also  take  place  into  the  proceeitings 
of  the  Keighley  Union.  If  the  informa- 
tion which  he  had  received  was  correct, 
there  was  something  wrong'  in  Somerset- 
house;  and  the  movement  of  the  straw  in- 
dicated that  there  would  be  some  further 
resignations  in  that  quarter.  He  knew 
that  Mr.  Parker  was  a  most  excellent  offi- 
cer of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners;  and 
he  thought  it  only  an  act  of  justice  to  say 
80.  The  Commissioners  had  sent  him  down 
to  his  neighbourhood  to  institute  an  in- 


quiry, and  they  compelled  him  to  make  a 
Report,  which  he  (Captain  Pechell)  believed 
he  was  now  sony  for  having  drawn  up.  It 
was  not  only  clear  from  Mr.  Parker's 
pamphlet  and  petition,  but  also  from  what 
was  stated  in  the  public  prints,  that  the 
public  never  would  be  satisfied  until  an  in- 
quiry was  instituted  by  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  into  the  Andover  Union,  Mr.  Par- 
ker's case,  and  the  Keighley  Union.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  asked  for  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  subject  until  the  Papers  which 
he  proposed  to  lay  on  the  Table  were  print- 
ed. Why  had  not  those  Papers  been 
already  presented  to  the  House,  so  that 
they  might  at  once  have  gone  into  the  case? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  that  night  given 
them  some  hopes  that  he  was  determined 
to  make  himself  the  master-mind  of  the 
Board  at  Somerset-house.  It  was  clear 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  de- 
ceived by  the  Commissioners,  for  he  had 
declared  last  year  that  a  stop  should  be 
put  to  bone-grinding  in  Union  workhouses, 
where  it  was  clear  that  in  many  Unions 
this  disgusting  kind  of  work  was  carried 
on  to  the  profit  of  the  Poor  Law  guardians. 
In  1842  and  1843,  he  (Captain  PecheU) 
had  brought  the  subject  forward;  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  encourage  him 
to  expect  the  system  would  be  put  an  end 
to.  In  1844  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  against  the  practice; 
and  in  1845  he  said  that  it  was  a  disgrace- 
ful system,  and  must  be  put  an  end  to.  It 
was  on  the  same  day  that  he  said  this  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  brought  for- 
ward the  case  of  the  Andover  Union;  and 
he  believed  that  such  a  case  never  would 
have  arisen  if  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  had 
issued  the  order  in  1842  which  he  did  in 
January,  1846.  Anxious  as  he  was  for 
inquiry,  he  feared  that  many  of  the  parties 
who  now  employed  the  poor  in  bone-crush- 
ing, would  defeat  the  intentions — not  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  for  they  did  not 
appear  sincere  or  zealous  in  the  matter — 
but  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  had  de- 
clared that  an  end  should  be  put  to  the  sys- 
tem. It  appeared  from  a  Paper  laid  on 
the  Table  yesterday,  that  there  were  thirty- 
four  Poor  Law  Unions  in  which  the  prac- 
tice still  existed;  and  of  these  thirteen  had 
been  pardoned  and  been  allowed,  up  to  the 
Ist  of  April,  to  employ  their  respective 
paupers  in  this  way,  so  that  their  stocks  of 
bones  might  be  used  up.  It  was  clear 
from  the  return  on  the  Paper  issued  yester- 
day, that  some  of  the  boards  of  guardians 
in  these  thirty-four  Unions  intended  to  re^ 
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Mtihe  wiilMt  of  the  rigbthoB.  Bamiflt  on 
Ikis  mlijeet.  He  would  oolj  add,  in  oob- 
diuioii,  thaihe  trusted  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Andorer  would  he  siioceesfal  in  the 
reeolt  of  the  inquiry  before  die  Oommittee. 

Sm  R.  H.  INGLIS  wished  to  make  a  few 
oheerfationB  on  the  i^parent  hardahip  of 
thecaseof  Mr.  Parker.  He  did  not  defend 
the  indiaeretion  of  that  gentleman  in  re* 
commending  a  peraon  to  Ihe  board  of  guar- 
dians at  Andorer  to  be  master  of  the  work- 
house whose  conduct  was  not  suffieientlj 
known  to  him.  But  admitting  this  and 
other  indiscretions,  he  could  not  help  feel- 
ing that  Mr.  Parker  had  been  punished 
more  sererely  than  he  ought  to  have  been. 
He  had  not  the  honour  of  Mr.  Parker's 
acquaintance;  he  did  not  even  know  him 
bj  sight;  but  he  had  read  the  pamphlet  and 
petition  of  that  gentleman,  and  ikxa  them 
he  learnt  that  Mr.  Parker  was  induced  to 
abandon  an  honourable  profession,  in  which 
he  had  a  fair  chance  of  riaing,  to  accept  the 
office  in  question,  and  that  for  a  mere  act  of 
indiscretion  it  appeared  that  all  his  prospects 
in  life  were  likely  to  be  blighted.  He  mif^t 
be  t<dd  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
neither  appointed  vsx  remored  Mr.  Parker, 
but  that  It  was  the  Act  of  the  Poor  Law 
Oommissioners.  He  had  nerer  either  in  or 
out  of  the  House  said  one  word  against  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  as  he  believed 
that  they  wished  to  exercise  a  sound  dis- 
cretion in  the  dischafge  of  the  duties  in- 
triisted  to  them;  but  still  ihey  were  men, 
and  liable  to  err,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  Poor  Law  Oommissioners  were  any 
more  infallible  than  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. He  hoped  that  it  was  not  yet  too 
late  to  replace  Mr.  Parker.  Without  enter- 
ing into  the  merits  of  the  case  of  the  An- 
dover  Union,  much  less  following  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  brought  them  into  Toric- 
shire  and  Sussex,  he  would  confine  himself 
to  that  point  alone,  and  would  respectfully 
submit  tnat  the  claims  of  Mr.  Parker  ought 
not  to  be  lost  sight  of  or  passed  over. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  could 
have  wished  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  tho  University  of  Oxford  had 
recollected  what  he  (Sir  James  Graham) 
had  stated  when  he  had  last  addressed  the 
House.  He  had  been  asked  by  many  hon. 
Members  whether  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners compluned  of  anything  except  in- 
discretion on  the  part  of  Mr.  Parker;  and 
he  had  already  stated  to  the  House  in  the 
name  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners, 
that  they  complained  not  only  of  indiscre- 
tion eft  ttie  part  of  that  g«tttl«Ban>  bnl  alao 


oia  spini  of  nsiihaidniatioB  i 
whiA  was  oifennve  to  then. 
Mb.  T.  8.  DUNCOMBB 
aak  the  rig^t  hon.  Baronet  whadMr  ho 
thought,  after  what  he  had  jnat  stated, 
either  the  House,  or  hia  hon.  Fiksid  Ae 
Member  for  Andorer,  or  the  pnhlie,  wodd 
be  satiafied  unless  an  inqoiiy  were  inart 
tnted.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed 
now  to  ky  on  the  Table  eertain  Ba- 
tuma  connected  wiui  the  adnnniatra- 
tion  of  the  Andover  Union  workhonae, 
together  with  eopiea  of  Mr.  Patkcr'a  Ra- 
port,  and  of  the  evidenee  taken  by  him, 
and  also  copies  of  the  inquiiy  into  the  eon* 
duct  of  Mr.  M'Doagal,  aa  oonnnunieaied 
by  the  Poor  Law  Commisaioneta ;  hnt 
would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  raeoQeet 
that  the  notiee  of  hia  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Andover  had  been  on  the 
hooka  for  the  laat  six  weeks  ?  and,  how- 
ever satisfiu^tory  it  might  have  been  fcr 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  have  offered  the 
production  of  these  Papers  when  the  sub* 
ject  was  first  mentioned,  it  was  dear  that 
the  public  would  not  be  now  aaliaied  an* 
less  the  inquiry  were  instituted.  A  notiee 
of  Motion  had  also  been  ^en  by  hia  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Weymouth  (Mr. 
Christie),  with  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
Mr.  Parker.  It  appeared  that  Mr.  Paricer 
considered  himself  an  ill-used  man.  Ha 
(Mr.  Duneombe)  had  read  the  pampUet 
published  by  that  gentieman;  and  in  hia 
opinion  Mr.  Parker  had  made  out  a  very 
good  case.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said 
that  when  the  House  read  the  Paoera 
which  he  offered  to  produoe,  they  would  ha 
satisfied  that  the  Poor  Law  Oommiaaionera 
were  unimpeachable  in  their  eondnet  in 
tills  matter  that  they  would  be  fooad  to 
be  above  aU  suspicion.  Now,  that  waa 
what  the  House  wanted  to  find  out  by  llua 
inquiiy.  They  wanted  to  know  the  iMta 
of  the  case ;  and  how  was  that  to  be  done, 
except  by  instituting  the  inquiiy  ?  When 
the  question  had  been  first  mooted  by  hia 
hon.  Colleague  tiie  Member  for  Finabniy, 
Mr.  Parker  waa  appointed  to  go  down  and 
inquire  into  the  allegation  of  the  petitienera. 
Nothing  could  be  fairer  than  the  eondnet 
of  the  Government  in  thia  particular;  hnt 
somehow  or  other  the  investigation  then 
entered  upon  had  terminated  moat  abraptiy. 
Mr.  Parker  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  meat 
unfortunate  man  that  ever  existed ;  for  he 
wodd  appear  to  have  given  no  aatbfaetion 
to  any  party.  In  hia  (Mr.  Duneonbe'a) 
opinion  no  had  eommitteid  a  great  mistaka 
in  leaigQiiig  hia  efke>  m  be  on^  to  hnta 
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tinomi  the  onus  of  diBmisdnig  Um  on  the 
Poor  Law  Commissionon.  The  Oominis*' 
uonera  recommeiided  him  to  reeign,  but 
that  WM  no  reason  why  he  should  do  so.  He 
had  heard,  OTer  and  over  again,  of  Mem* 
hers  of  the  Ooyemment,  and  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  being  oalkd  upon  to  resign, 
without  their  thinking  it  necessary  to  adopt 
ihe  reeommendation  until  obliged  to  do  so. 
Mr.  Parker  was  not,  however,  a  Member 
of  ihat  House;  and  on  being  recommended 
to  resign,  though  the  House  did  not  know 
exactly  why,  he  did  resign.  They  wanted 
to  inquire  why  Mr.  Parker  had  been  re« 
qmred  to  resign  his  office;  and  whether 
uai  inqoiry  would  terminate  in  his  favour 
or  not,  it  was  not  for  him  (Mr.  Dunoombe) 
to  say*  He  thought  the  production  of  the 
Papers  offered  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  not,  and  ought  not  to  satisfy  his  hon. 
Friend.  It  would  not  satisfy  the  justice  of 
the  ease— it  would  not  satisfy  the  public 
— and  it  would  not  satisfy  the  parties 
immediately  concerned.  He  would  call 
upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  therefore,  if 
he  weald  save  much  trouble  and  time  in 
tiiis  matter,  to  affree  at  once  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  ^end. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK  said,  if  the  details 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Andover  had 
presented  to  the  House  to-night  had  been 
told  of  some  distant  or  savage  land  into 
which  civilization  had  never  entered,  and 
where  Christianity  was  unknown,  they 
might  have  regarded  the  statement  as  sur- 
ehu'ged,  that  we  picture  was  over-coloured, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  was  not  in 
human  imagination  to  invent  details  so 
horrible.  They  would  have  assumed  that 
some  foundation  must  exist  for  such  a  re- 
presentation, and  the  spirit  of  English  be- 
nevolence would  have  been  roused  to  meet 
the  evfl.  Public  meetings  would  have  been 
held,  subscriptions  would  have  been  loyally 
entered  into,  missionaries  would  have  been 
sent  forth  to  reclaim,  if  not  within  the  pale 
of  Christianity,  at  least  within  the  pale  of 
humanity,  persons  who  were  suffering  such 
wretched  privations.  Would  they  then 
pause  in  the  same  good  work,  because  the 
sufferers  were  their  own  fellow  country- 
men, and  the  remedy  was  in  their  own 
hands,  and  could  be  applied  without  trouble? 
The  sufferers  were  Englishmen ;  the  ty- 
ranny under  which  they  suffered  was  a  law 
enacted  by  that  House.  On  the  question 
of  reportmg  a  private  conversation  he  did 
not  wish  to  enter.  Had  he  been  in  Mr. 
Parker's  position,  he  would  on  no  account 
haye  been  induced  to  lend  himself  to  the 


publication  of  a  confidential  conversatioii. 
He  admitted  this  the  more  frankly,  because 
he  thought  that  now,  when  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  House,  it  afforded  all 
the  stronger  argument  for  entering  into  a 
full,  complete,  and  ample  inguiry  into  aU 
the  circumstances  connected  with  the  ques- 
tion.  The  hon.  and  learned  Genileinan 
forgot  to  mention  one  fact,  vis.,  that  a 
most  important  document  had  been  su]^ 
pressed  upon  the  trial— suppressed  by  the 
guardians.  The  fact  was  noade  known  to 
tiie  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  and  by  their 
connivance  the  entry  in  the  book  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  guardians  was  erased. 
It  was  shameful  that  persons  holding  such 
a  position  should  enter  into  a  conspiracy 
with  the  guardians  for  the  purpose  of  dis* 
placing  a  medical  officer. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had,  from  his  last  statement,  rendered  it 
absolutely  necessary  tiiat  the  inquiry  should 
be  made.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated 
that  Mr.  Parker  had  been  guilty  of  other 
acts  of  insubordination ;  but  tiie  House 
had  a  right  to  know  what  these  acts  of  in- 
subordination were.  The  Legislature  had 
authorised  the  appointment  of  Assistant 
Commissioners,  and  had  given  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  officers  to  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners.  It  appeared  now  that  the 
Commissioners  were  to  have  the  power  also 
of  dismissing  them,  and  that  too  on  a  mere 
allegation  of  insubordination.  It  was  most 
important  that  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
should  know  what  their  duty  was,  and  when 
tiiey  would  be  guilty  of  insubordination. 
He  could  not  conceive  how  the  Commis- 
sioners could  have  dismissed  any  man  who 
for  ten  years  had  merited  their  support  and 
approbation,  without  sufficient  cause ;  and 
he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  would 
he  sanction  the  dismissal  of  a  public  officer 
who  stood  so  high  for  his  services  in  the 
Commission,  without  some  recorded  minute 
of  the  grounds  on  which  that  dismissal  had 
been  resolved  upon  ?  The  necessity  of  in- 
forming the  Assistant  Commissioners  of 
their  mities,  was  one  reason  why  this  in- 
quiiy  should  be  granted ;  but  another  rea- 
son was,  that  the  public  demanded  the 
inqtuiy .  The  inquiry  had  been  commenced, 
and  the  public  had  a  right  to  be  informed 
whether  Mr.  Parker  or  the  Commissioners 
were  in  the  right.  The  Government  might 
now  refuse  the  inquiry,  but  the  House  of 
Commons  would,  he  felt  satisfied,  grant  it. 
He  therefore  trusted  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  persevere  in  attempting  to  screen 

tiie  Oomoiusioners  from  ioquiryy  more 
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peciallj  M  it  was  probable  that  the  point 
would  turn  out  to  be  some  trivial  matter 
which  ought  not  to  have  been  allowed  to 
proceed  further. 

Viscount  POLLINGTON  said,  he  trust- 
ed that  in  justice  to  Mr.  Parker  this  in- 
quiry would  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.  JERVIS  said,  feeling  very  deeply 
on  this  subject,  affecting  as  it  did  a  member 
of  his  profession,  and  believing  that  the 
general  impression  was  that  Mr.  Parker 
had  not  been  well  treated  by  the  Commis- 
sioners, he  wished  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
before  the  debate  closed.  He  thought  the 
matter  had  assumed  a  far  more  important 
character  from  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  Mr.  Parker  had  been 
dismissed.  [Sir  James  Graham  :  Had  re- 
signed.] Or  rather  had  been  induced  to 
resign  m  consequence  of  being  guilty  of 
what  were  called  acts  of  indiscretion.  It 
was  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  should  have  their 
duties  defined,  and  should  know  what  would 
be  considered  indiscretion  and  insubordina- 
tion on  their  part.  If  the  House  expected 
that  gentlemen  of  honour  and  of  compe- 
tency should  discharge  the  duties  of  their 
office,  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  they 
would  act  on  all  occasions  on  the  mere  dic- 
tates of  men  not  more  respectable  or  more 
honourable  than  themselves.  If  Mr. 
Parker  had  been  indiscreet  before  this  in- 
quiry, why  was  he  appointed  to  it  ?  and  if 
his  indiscretion  was  only  shown  in  the  pro- 
gress of  that  inquiry,  what  objection  could 
there  be  to  have  the  fact  made  known? 
Was  it  in  allowing  an  adjournment  of  the 
cass  on  the  application  of  the  master,  who, 
having  serious  charges  brought  against 
him,  required  time  to  prepare  his  defence  ? 
That  surely  was  not  indiscreet.  He  should 
confess  that  he  did  not  know  what  was 
meant  by  the  term  '*  refractory."  He  was 
induced  to  think  that  there  must  have  been 
some  instructions  from  the  Commissioners 
to  Mr.  Parker,  which  had  not  been  made 
public,  and  which  he,  perhaps,  felt  himself 
unable  to  obey.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  forgive  him  for  saying  that  the  pro- 
fession was  no  unimportant  body  in  this 
matter ;  and  neither  it  nor  the  public — a 
still  more  important  body — would  reel  satis- 
fied at  the  vague  assertion  of  Mr.  Parker 
having  been  refractory,  without  some  in- 
quiry being  instituted  into  the  matter.  It 
would  not  be  just  towards  the  guardians, 
towards  the  Commissioners,  towards  the 
master  or  the  medical  officer,  and  it  would 
pot  b«  just  towards  Mr.  Parker,  and  still 


more  towards  the  public,  to  refuse  the  in- 
quiry ;  and  he,  therefore,  trusted  that  the 
Motion  would  be  acceded  to. 

General  JOHNSON  said,  he  could  not 
understand  on  what  ground  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  refused  the  inquiry.  All  the  par- 
ties concerned  prayed  for  an  inquiry ;  and 
yet,  without  any  reason  asng^ed,  inquiry 
was  to  be  refused.  True,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  stated  that  he  would  re- 
fuse inquiry  after  the  Papers  had  been  pro- 
duced; and  if  he  would  give  his  word  that 
the  inquiry  would  be  granted  after  the 
Papers  had  been  lud  on  the  Table,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andovcr  would,  perhaps,  con- 
sent to  withdraw  his  Motion.  He  was  sure 
the  country  would,  if  this  inquiry  were  not 
granted,  think,  and  with  reason,  there  was 
something  exceedingly  black  to  induce  its 
refusal. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  said,  there  had  been 
few  questions  before  the  House  upon  which 
more  general  unanimity  had  been  exhibited 
than  upon  this.  The  public  thought  there 
was  some  mystery  in  this  case,  and  the 
expressions  used  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to-night  would  not  tend  to  dissipate  that 
mystery.  They  would  be  inclined  to  think 
tiie  Commissioners  had  made  Mr.  Parker 
a  scapegoat  for  themselves.  It  was  al- 
leged that  Mr.  Parker  had  been  requested 
to  resign,  not  merely  for  indiscretion,  but 
insubordination ;  and  in  those  charges  the 
public  were  deeply  interested.  The  in- 
quiry should  be  first  into  the  allegations 
respecting  the  Andovcr  Union;  and  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth 
should  be  attached  to  it,  so  that  the  inves- 
tigation might  be  made  general. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  urged  the  neces- 
sity of  a  full  and  complete  inquiiy.  The 
people  would  feel  there  was  no  justice  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law  if  it 
were  refused — that  they  were  left  to  the 
mercy  of  guardians  and  Commissioners, 
with  no  court  to  appeal  to  for  redress. 
Justice,  humanity,  and  sound  policy  de- 
manded this  investigation;  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment wished  the  Poor  Law  to  be  sus- 
tained, they  would  not  persist  in  refusing 
it. 

Mr.  FIELDEN  said,  die  debate  ap- 
peared  to  him  to  have  been  carried  on,  as  it 
were,  in  defence  of  the  Commissionem. 
Inquiry  ought  to  be  made  into  the  ad** 
ministration  of  the  Poor  Law  in  the  Ando- 
ver  Union;  but  he  asked  for  something 
more.  He  asked  that  a  fair  Committee 
should  be  appobted  to  canr  on  the  inqnirr* 
and  PQt  ft  one-sided  one.    Unless  the  rigiil 
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bon.  Baronet  granted  a  fair  Committee^  he 
(Mr.  Fielden)  hoped  there  would  be  no  in- 
quiry at  alL  The  public  took  more  interest 
in  this  business  of  the  Andover  Union  than 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  or  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  imagined.  The  facts  de- 
yelopod  concerning  it  were  calculated  to 
make  them  demand  that  an  end  should  be 
put  to  the  Commission.  Inquiry  was  abso- 
lutely necessary;  and  the  public  would  look 
to  the  decision  of  the  House  upon  it  with 
an  interest  quite  as  intense  as  that  with 
which  they  regarded  the  Com  Law  debate. 
Every  man's  vote  was  marked,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  disposed  to  do  what 
was  light  towards  the  public,  he  would, 
without  hesitation,  grant  the  inquiry. 

Sib  J  AMES  GRAHAM:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cockermouth  (Mr. 
Aglionby)  only  does  me  justice  when  he 
says  that  at  all  times  I  am  not  only  willing 
but  anxious  to  yield  to  any  exprossion  of 
the  feelings  and  opinions  of  this  House. 
I  mean  to  do  so  upon  this  occasion,  but 

[Cfheers.]      After    that    triumphant 

cheer,  perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
finish  what  I  was  about  to  say.  I  think 
the  House  will  remember,  that  when  I  fol- 
lowed the  hon.  Member  for  Andover  (Mr. 
Etwall),  I  moved  as  an  Amendment  the 
production  of  Papers  enumerated  in  the 
Motion  now  in  your  hands.  Sir ;  and  I 
stated  then,  what  I  repeat  again,  that  I 
was  not  unwilling  that  a  Committee  of  In- 
quiry should  be  instituted  in  connection 
with  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Andover,  if,  after  the  perusal  of  those 
Papers,  which  contained  the  whole  in- 
formation, the  House  should  romain  of  opin- 
ion that  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  should 
be  granted.  I  think  I  see  plainly  that  the 
opinion  of  both  sides  of  the  House  is  that 
it  is  expedient  at  once  to  institute  that  in- 
quiry. I,  therefore,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  am  perfectly  willing  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  and  to  consider  the 
Motion  as  a  substantive  Motion,  and  to  ac- 
quiesce in  it.  So  much  for  that.  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  not  be  met  with  cheers  for 
what  I  am  about  to  add.  With  regard  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Weymouth  (Mr.  Christie),  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  inquiry  into  the  causes  which 
led  to  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Parker — ^to 
that  Motion  I  must  offer  a  decided  opposi- 
tion. I  have  already  stated,  and  I  repeat 
it,  that  the  power  of  appointment  of  As- 
sistant Poor  Law  Commissioners  is  vested 
absolutely  in  the  Conunissioners;  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  selection  rests  with  them 
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exclusively;  they  are  responsible  for  all  the 
acts  of  their  subordinates;  and  I  repeat 
my  deliberate  opinion,  that  it  is  not  pos- 
sible for  the  Commissioners  to  discharge 
their  duty  efficiently  and  satisfactorily  if 
they  are  to  be  interfered  with  in  the  selec- 
tion or  in  the  summary  dismissal  of  their 
subordinate  officers.  Having  stated  that 
opinion,  I  cannot,  consistently  with  my 
sense  of  duty,  consent  to  the  extension  of 
the  inquiry  in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Weymouth. 

Mr.  law  said,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
deprecated  inquiry  because  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  were  invested  with  arbitrary 
powers.  Now  he  (Mr.  Law)  required- the 
House  of  Commons  to  inquire  into  the 
conduct  of  those  Commissioners  who  were 
so  invested  with  arbitrary  powers. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  supported  inquiry, 
and  taunted  the  Government  for  being  yet 
wanting  in  its  Members  in  that  House. 
There  was  no  Colonial  Secretary,  no  Irish 
Secretary,  no  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, no  junior  Lords  of  the  Treasury  yet. 
No  constituency  seemed  willing  to  take 
them  at  any  price.  Every  day,  he  be- 
lieved, would  show  more  and  more  the 
impudence,  the  treachery,  and  the  hypo- 
crisy of  the  Poor  Law.  He  had  tried  to 
annihilate  the  Commissioners;'  he  had  tried 
to  annihilate  the  Assistant  Commissioners; 
and  he  had  tried  to  annihilate  the  law 
itself.  In  this  he  might  have  failed,  but 
he  thought  the  present  case  was  preliminary 
to  that  end. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  Original  Ques- 
tion again  put. 

Mb.  CHRISTIE  said,  he  would  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lowing words  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andover : — 

"  And  into  the  conduct  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners, and  their  late  Assistant  Commissioner, 
Mr.  Parker,  in  reference  to  the  two  investigations 
held  at  Andover,  and  into  all  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  called 
upon  Mr.  Parker  to  resign  his  Assistant  Conmiis- 
sionership." 

If  there  had  been  a  unanimity  of  feeling  in 
that  House  in  favour  of  the  inquiry  into 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law,  there 
had  been  the  same  unanimity  in  favour 
of  inquiry  into  the  case  of  Mr.  Parker. 
The  debate  had  turned  upon  the  hard- 
ship inflicted  upon  Mr.  Parker.  He 
had  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chester  (Mr.  Jervis)  upon  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Parker's  case,  and  he  had 
heard  with  equal  regret  the  last  obaerva- 
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boa.  sod  leamed  Member  f«r  Gkester 
■ot  immgiifce  tku  the  AmiMiJ  for  mqairT  | 
wmU  W  ahndMied,  akluMi^  tke  ridit  • 
Imb.  Bawci  wim  not  dispoied  to  roBsent  { 
to  it.  He  ^Mr.  Cbrirtiei  repealed,  dial  i 
tiie  qpetlkm  of  the  eondact  «f  the  Poor  I 
Law  C^NBmiffiioBen  towards  Mr.  Parker  I 
wa«  eloftdij  eonaeeted  with  the  admimstra-  * 
tion  ef  the  kw  in  the  Aiidr>rer  Union,  aod  ' 
diai  the  two  qaestwas  ought,  therefore,  to 
be  referred  to  the  same  Committee. 

Mb.  JERVIS  beggfd  to  expUm.  Not- 
withstonding  what  had  been  laid,  it  was 
his  intention  to  rote  against  the  Amend- 
ment; and  he  spoke  to  a  eertain  extent  the 
Snnions  of  the  prr/fession,  when  he  said 
ej  were  satisfied  that  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
PaHker  conld  be  more  property  inrestigated 
bj  a  separato  Committee,  than  it  would  if 
mixed  up  with  the  general  inquinr.  He 
(Mr.  Jenrisj  was  in  some  measure  led  to 
the  conclusion,  because  he  was  afraid  that 
this  measure  was  to  be  carried  from  no  con- 
viction of  the  honesty  or  integrity  of  Mr. 
Parker's  case,  but  from  some  other  feeling 
in  the  breasts  of  the  compact  body.  He 
was  quito  satis6ed  Mr.  Parker's  conduct 
would  stand  more  fairly  if  investigated  by 
a  Committee  to  be  appointed  after  the 
Committee  mored  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Andorer.  It  was  far  better  to  separate 
the  two  issues  ;  and  on  this  ground,  whe- 
ther right  or  wrong,  he  should  roto  against 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Christie). 

Mr.  miles  said,  he  had  taken  a  consi- 
derable share  in  the  passing  of  the  Poor 
Law,  but  held,  at  the  same  time,  that  if 
any  thing  wrong  took  place  under  its  ad- 
ministration, it  would  be  the  duty  of  Par- 
liament to  make  searching  inquiry ;  and 
unless  searching  inquiry  were  made  into 
the  case  now  before  the  House,  see  what 
a  poHition  the  poor  must  be  placed  in. 
Great  injustice  had  been  done  by  somebody 
in  the  first  instance  to  the  poor  resident  in 
the  Andovcr  Union  ;  and  in  the  next  place 
something  mystorious  had  transpired  be- 
tween Mr.  Parker  and  the  Commissioners 
relatire  to  that  Union.  Parliament  ought 
to  know  the  facts  in  both  these  cases.  Mr. 
Parker  had  a  right  to  hare  his  conduct 
thoroughly  sifted ;  and  he  (Mr.  Miles) 
contonded  that  the  House  could  not  enter 
upon  the  general  inquiry  relative  to  the 
Andover  Union  without  taking  Mr.  Parker's 
case  into  consideration  at  the  same  time. 

Dr.  fiOWRING  should  voto  with  the 
hoiu  and  learned  Member  for  Weymouth* 


h  wodU  be 
amweuemt  that  both  shoold  be  refared  to 
the  same  CoBmnttee. 

Ma.  WAKLE  Y  siaect^T  hoped  the  de- 
cKioB  of  the  Hove  wvald  he 
The  feefiag  of  the  Hoase 
in  fiivoar  of  inqairT,  not  into  a  peitaoa  ef 
the  ease  only,  hut  into  the  whole  of  it.  If 
the  Commissiooers  did  poascgs  that  arbi- 
trary aad  undefined  power  whirii  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  described,  in  Hearen's 
name  let  the  House  know  it.  If  not,  let 
the  inquiry  be  granted,  not  only  for  the 
sake  of  the  Commisaiofien,  but  for  the 
sake  of  the  poor.  The  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  had  been  found  *'  mpeexable"  on 
fonner  occasions:  the  ptet^sure  was  still 
upon  him ;  and  he  (Mr.  Wakley)  advised 
him  to  yield  this  point  whilst  he  could  with 
somethmg  like  a  good  grace.  He  wished 
to  say  that  his  infonnation  had  not  been 
derived  from  Mr.  Westlake,  the  medical 
officer  of  the  Union.  The  guardians  of  the 
Union  had  endeavoured  to  eject  that  gen- 
tleman from  hb  office ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  bound  to 
make  inquinr  into  the  conduct  of  that  gen- 
tleman. 

Mb.  T.  buncombe  said,  that  in  aU 
these  cases  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commisnoners  were  respon- 
sible to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Graham),  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
responsible  to  that  House  and  the  country. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
the  words  proposed  by  Mr.  Christie  be 
added  :— Ayes  92 ;  Noes  69 :  Majority  23. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acton,  Col. 
A^ionbj,  U.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Allix.  J.  P. 
Arkwrii^ht,  G. 
Bankeft,  G. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Benett,  J. 
Beniiet,  P. 
Rentinck,  I.onl  G. 
Bon»Hf(ird,  Major 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bodkin.' W.  II. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Browne,  bon.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Boflfeild,  W. 
Cajrloy,  E,  S, 
Clavton,  R.  R. 
Coliett,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
CopeUnd,  Aid. 
Cowpcr,  hon.  W.  F. 


rrawford,  W.  S. 
iVeden,  W. 

D'Eyncoart,  rt.  hs.  C.T. 
Diaraeli,  B. 
l>odd,G. 
Duncombr,  T. 
Etwall.  R. 
ETani.  W. 
Ficlden,  J. 
Forrmnd.  W.  B. 
Finch,  G. 

Flwtwood,  Sir  P.  U, 
FuUor,  A.  E. 
(rooch,  E.  S. 
Ilallbnl,  Sir  II. 
ilalU  Sir  B. 
HalscT.  T.  P. 
Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 
HarriB,  hon.  Capt. 
lUwe«,  B. 
Hcnloy.  J.  W. 
Ilildvard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinde.  J.  IL 
Uindlfv,  C. 
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Hudfon,  G. 
Hume,  J. 
Humpbery,  Aid. 
Ingeatre,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnson,  Gron. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Law,  hon.  0.  E. 
LawBon,  A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitealfe,  H. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
PoUington,  Visct. 
Rashleigh,  W. 


Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  G. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sibtborp,  Col. 
Somenolle,  Sir  W.  M. 
Spooner,  R. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Stansaeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  J. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir.  J.  B. 
WiUiams,  W. 
Yorke,  U.  R. 

TELUERB. 

Wakley,  T. 
Christie,  W.  D. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aoland,  T.  D. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  W.  B. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowles,  A. 
Boyd,  J. 
Brisco,  M. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruges,  W.  IL  L. 
Buller,  0. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew.  W.  H.  P. 
CbUders,  J.  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cockburn,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  IL 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Denlson,  E.  B. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Escott,  B. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  II. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
HiU.  Lord  M. 
Hope.  G.  W. 

The  words  added, 
agreed  to. 


Howard,  P.  H. 
James,  W. 
Jenris,  J. 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
Lambton,  H. 
I^ckhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Morris,  D. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Reid,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thornoly,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trotter,  J. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Walker,  R. 
Wellcsley,  Lord  C. 
Wood,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Toung,  R. 
Baring,  H. 

Question  as  amended 


THE  POLISH  NUNS. 


Mr.  COWPER  rose  to  move  for  copies 
of  dospatcLes  receired  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  containing  in- 
formation about  the  persecution  inflicted 


upon  the  Basilian  nuns  of  Minsk.  Those 
unfortunate  persons  were  obliged  to  per- 
form work  of  the  severest  description,  and 
to  which  they  were  totally  unaccustomed, 
in  order  to  increase  their  sufferings  ;  and 
such  was  the  extent  of  the  cruelty  which, 
they  suffered,  that  it  would  be  a  stigma  on 
the  age  if  the  statements  to  which  he  re- 
ferred were  proved  to  be  true.  Such  was 
the  extent  of  the  cruelty  which  it  was  said 
had  been  practised  towards  those  unfortu- 
nate nuns,  that  some  persons  were  disin- 
clined to  believe  them  in  consequence; 
but  he  regretted  to  say  that  the  cruelty  did 
not  form  any  such  evidence  of  the  want  of 
truth  in  the  statement,  to  his  mind,  when 
he  recollected  that  it  was  a  religious  perse- 
cution. The  Inquisition  had  long  since 
been  put  down  by  .the  indignant  voice  of 
the  civilized  world — the  persecutions  on  ac- 
count of  differences  in  religious  belief 
which  had  taken  place  in  this  country  for- 
merly, were  now  universally  stigmatized— 
and  the  Sovereign  whose  name  was  most  as- 
sociated with  religious  persecution  was  styled 
the  ••  bloody  Queen  Mary ;"  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  consistent  with  those  feelings 
for  the  Members  of  that  House  to  express 
their  horror  at  the  occurrence  of  those 
cruelties  in  Russia,  if  they  had  really  taken 
place.  Religious  opinion  ought  not  to  be 
made  the  ground  of  punishment,  nor 
ought  those  who  differed  from  the  estab- 
lished religion  of  a  country  to  be  placed  in 
the  same  category  with  offenders  against 
the  State,  or  with  the  perpetrators  of  seri- 
ous crimes.  He  believed  that  they  should 
not  be  discharging  their  duty  as  advocates 
of  humanity  and  of  liberality  of  opinion, 
if  they  allowed  such  statements  to  be  cir- 
culated abroad,  without  any  attempt  on 
their  part  to  ascertain  if  they  were  true, 
and  to  express  their  sorrow  and  regret  if 
it  were  so.  If  the  accounts  which  had 
been  given  by  the  nuns  were  false,  there 
were  many  opportunities  of  contradicting 
them  on  the  part  of  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment; for  they  had  been  widely  circulated 
for  a  considerable  period  in  Rome  and 
Naples,  in  the  former  of  which  cities  the 
Emperor  had  recently  been,  and  there- 
fore must  have  had  an  opportunity  of  de- 
nying them  personally.  He  did  not  ac- 
cuse the  Emperor  of  Russia  of  being  per- 
sonally cognizant  of  the  tortures  which 
had  been  said  to  have  been  inflicted  upon 
those  unfortunate  nims;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  ascertain  if  it  were  true  that  such  cruel- 
ties had  been  exercised  in  the  Emperor's 
dominions.    He  knew  that  one  of  the  evils 
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Mb.  COWPER  aaid,  that  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion ;  and  he  trusted, 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  statement, 
that  there  would  he  an  investigation  into 
the  truth  of  the  reports. 

Sm  R.  PEEL  repeated  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  our  Consul  at  Warsaw  that  the 
report  was  unfounded,  or  grossly  exag- 
gerated; and  that  he  understood  it  was  the 
mtention  of  the  Emperor  to  cause  an  in- 
vestigation to  he  made  into  the  truth  of 
the  report. 

Mr.  T.  S.  BUNCOMBE  said,  that 
when  the  Emperor  of  Russia  was  in  this 
country,  the  Parhament  agreed  to  an  Ad- 
dress to  Her  Majesty,  expressing  their 
gratification  that  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
had  come  to  this  coimtry,  at  great  personal 
inconvenience,  to  visit  Her  Majesty,  and 
expressing  a  hope  that  the  opportunity 
would  he  taken  to  improve  the  amicable 
relations  between  Russia  and  this  country. 
The  people  of  England  hoped  that  they 
should  he  able  to  ascertain  whether  these 
atrocities  had  taken  place  or  not.  He 
was  sorry  to  find  that  the  case  of  the  An- 
dover  Union  had  been  mixed  up  with  the 
atrocities  committed  upon  the  nuns  at 
Minsk.  The  English  Parliament  had  in- 
stituted inquiries  into  the  state  of  the  An- 
dover  Union;  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  hear  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  in- 
stituting inquiries  into  the  atrocities  per- 
petrated upon  the  nuns  of  Minsk.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  hear  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
the  statements  which  had  appeared  in  the 
public  organs  of  intelligence,  instead  of 
there  being  *'  exaggeration,"  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  called  it,  in  these  state- 
ments: and  he  hoped  that  on  a  future 
day  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  in  a 
position  to  give  them  more  authentic  in- 
formation on  the  subject  than  it  was  now  in 
his  power  to  afford. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  that  however  de- 
Birablo  it  might  be  to  abstain  from  all  in- 
terference in  the  internal  affairs  of  foreign 
countries,  such  had  undoubtedly  not  been 
the  policy  of  Great  Britain  in  reference  to 
the  slave  trade. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  reminded  the  House 
of  an  occasion  on  which  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him  (Mr.  T.  Buncombe)  had  suc- 
cessfully appealed  to  their  sympathies  ;  he 
alluded  to  the  case  of  his  noble  Friend 
Prince  Pohgnac;  and  yet  the  French  nation 
and  Government,  whose  sensitiveness  was 
proverbial*  far  from  resenting  our  inteifer* 


ence,  in  deference  to  our  representations 
and  the  dictates  of  humanity,  liberated  that 
noble  man  and  his  fellow  Ministers.  Con- 
sidering that  on  the  will  of  the  Russian  Au- 
tocrat the  destinies  of  so  many  of  oar  fel- 
low creatures  depended,  he  thought  that  no- 
thing would  be  worthy  of  that  House  than 
to  adopt  a  course  of  dignified  suppHcation. 
It  was  impossible  to  believe  that  no  foun- 
dation existed  for  the  reports  and  state- 
ments circulated  abroad ;  he  trusted  how- 
ever that,  for  the  future  at  least,  a  more 
temperate  policy  would  be  pursued  by  the 
Russian  authorities,  and  that  the  magna- 
nimity of  the  Emperor  would  mitigate  that 
persecuting  spirit  which  it  was  always  so 
difficult  to  restrain.  The  persecution  of 
the  Basilian  nims  was  not  directed,  as  had 
been  supposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  another  place, 
against  the  professors  of  a  new  form  of 
faith  :  they  belonged  to  the  United  Greek 
Church,  who  accepted  and  had  always 
used  the  Greek  ritual,  though  in  commu- 
nion with  the  Church  of  Rome,  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  Syrian,  Coptic  and 
Armenian  Churches  followed  their  respec- 
tive rituals,  although  acknowledging  the 
supremacy  of  the  See  of  St.  Peter.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  expressing  a 
hope  that  the  union  of  the  two  Churchca 
contemplated  and  almost  realized  by  the 
Council  of  Florence,  might  one  day  be  ac- 
complished. It  had  been  frequently  re- 
marked, that  the  less  men  diiffered  the 
more  they  disagreed ;  that  had  unfortu- 
nately been  the  case  as  regarded  the 
Schismatic  and  the  Catholic  or  United 
Greek,  who  differed  in  but  few  points  of 
doctrine ;  meanwhile  he  (Mr.  P.  Howard) 
trusted  that  the  Czar  would  interpose  his 
authority,  and  stay  the  hand  of  religious 
persecution  raised  against  so  many  of  the 
subjects  of  his  vast  empire. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Fridatf,  March  6,  1846. 

IiirirTU.]  PirmoifS  PuiSBirrso.  Pram  tht  11^ 
Sheriff  and  Grand  Jury  ot  the  Cboat  j  of  C«vaii«  aod 
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PROTECTION  OF  LIFE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS,  haring 
presented  a  petition  from  the  High  Sheritf 
and  Grand  Jurors  of  Leitrim  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  Bud,  ho  thought  perhaiw  the  most 
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the  reports  were  either  altogether  without 
foundation,  or  greatly  exaggerated.  That 
18  the  whole  of  the  information  which  has 
reached  us,  and  it  is,  therefore,  impossible 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  can  lay  on 
the  Table  any  further  information  on  the 
subject ;  and  on  that  ground  it  is  evidently 
impossible  that  I  can  agree  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member.  It  would  cause  me 
the  deepest  regret  if  I  heard  that  there 
was  any  foundation  for  the  statement  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers ;  and  I 
must  say  I  certainly  have  a  strong  persua- 
sion that  nothing  of  the  kind  has  taken 
place  with  the  sanction  or  authority  or 
knowledge  of  the  Government  of  Russia. 
I  understand,  from  a  private  communication 
from  the  Representative  of  the  Emperor  of 
Russia  in  this  country,  that  when  the  Em- 
peror was  recently  in  Rome,  the  subject 
was  mentioned  to  him  by  the  Pope  ;  that 
the  mention  of  such  reports  greatly  sur- 
prised the  Emperor  ;  that  ho  said  if  any- 
thing of  the  kind  had  taken  place,  it  was 
without  his  knowledge  or  sanction  ;  and 
that  he  should  cause  a  strict  inquiry  to  be 
made,  as  to  whether  such  occurrences  had 
taken  place  or  not.  If  anything  of  the  kind 
took  place,  I  believe  that  it  was  without 
the  sanction  of  the  Government  of  Russia; 
and  I  am  confident  that  a  strict  inquiry 
into  the  truth  of  those  reports  will  be  in- 
stituted by  the  Russian  Government.  I 
would  strongly  advise,  therefore,  every  in- 
dividual Member  of  this  House  to  suspend 
his  judgment  altogether  with  respect  to 
these  reports.  It  is  possible  that  they  may 
be — and  I  hope  the  results  of  inquiries  on 
the  part  of  the  Russian  Government  will 
prove  that  they  are— without  foundation, 
or  grossly  exaggerated.  In  our  capacity 
as  a  branch  of  the  Legislature,  I  would 
strongly  advise  that  we  should  not  set  the 
example  of  interference  with  other  Govern- 
ments, or  take  any  course  which  would  be 
calculated  to  present  that  appearance.  I 
know  how  impossible  it  is  for  any  Minister 
of  the  Government  to  express  the  feelings 
which  would  naturally  arise  from  hearing 
such  statements  as  that  to  which  the  Mo- 
tion relates.  I  cannot  divest  myself  of  my 
individual  feelings  with  respect  to  it ;  and 
I  must  declare  that  if  the  statement  were 
true,  it  would  cause  me  the  greatest  regret 
— not  to  use  a  stronger  expression — that 
such  a  violation  of  the  rights  of  conscience 
and  of  humanity  should  have  taken  place. 
That  is  my  feeling,  as  an  individual,  with 
respect  to  this  subject ;  but  as  regards  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  would  strongly  ad- 


vise, whatever  may  he  our  individual  feel- 
ings, to  refrain  from  interfenng  in  the 
domestic  concerns  of  other  nations.  How 
have  we  been  occupied  for  four  or  five  hours 
preceding  the  introduction  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion?  We  have  been  discus- 
sing an  allegation  that  a  certain  number  of 
the  inhabitants  of  this  country,  subjects  of 
the  Queen,  were  employed — ^no  charge 
having  been  made  against  them,  they  being 
in  a  state  of  pauperism — in  grinding  bones, 
some  of  which  bones  were  supposed  to  have 
been  human  bones,  and  that  the  means  of 
subsistence  afforded  them  were  so  scanty, 
that,  finding  some  of  the  bones  in  a  de- 
composed state,  so  that  the  marrow  could 
be  extracted,  a  general  engagement  took 
place  amongst  them  in  order  to  get  posses- 
sion of  those  decomposed  bones;  and  the 
party  who  obtained  possession  of  a  portion, 
hid  that  portion,  in  order  that  he  might  at 
a  favourable  opportunity  use  it  for  food. 
Now,  I  ask,  can  anything  be  worse  than 
that  statement?  and  yet,  should  we  not 
resent  it  if  the  French  Chambers  thought  it 
necessary  to  take  notice  of  this  circum- 
stance ?  Should  we  not  require  of  them 
to  have  confidence  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  justice  of  our  Executive 
Government  ?  And  I  ask  would  not  that 
confidence  be  justified?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  has  given  directions  to  put  an 
end  to  that  operation ;  but  that  is  beside 
the  question.  No  other  Government  has  a 
right  to  interfere  in  our  domestic  concerns. 
As  our  example  would  be  looked  to  by  other 
countries,  we  ought  not  to  establish  the 
precedent  of  interfering  in  the  domestic 
afiairs  of  other  nations.  I  repeat  the  hope 
that  every  Gentleman  will  suspend  his 
judgment  on  this  subject,  as  it  is  highly 
probable  that  the  reports  are  untrue  or 
grossly  exaggerated.  We  ought  to  rest 
satisfied  \nth  the  assurance  of  the  Russian 
Government  that  an  inquiry  will  be  insti- 
tuted. I  am  in  possession  of  no  despatches 
which  would  throw  any  light  on  the  sub- 
ject that  I  could  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House;  and  that  will  perhaps  induce  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  On 
other  grounds  I  strongly  deprecate  the 
establishment  of  a  precedent  which  would 
be  fraught  with  danger,  and  which  might 
be  followed  by  other  countries  with  different 
feelings  from  that  which  actuates  hon. 
Members  to  bring  forward  this  Motion  ; 
and  I  hope  that  we  shall  not,  therefore, 
set  the  example  of  intermeddling  with  the 
domestic  concerns  of  neighbouring  States* 
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Mr.  COWPER  said,  that  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  ;  and  he  trusted, 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  statement, 
that  there  would  be  an  inyestigation  into 
the  truth  of  the  reports. 

SiA  B.  PEEL  repeated  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  our  Consul  at  Warsaw  that  the 
report  was  unfounded,  or  grossly  exag- 
gerated; and  that  he  understood  it  was  the 
mtention  of  the  Emperor  to  cause  an  in- 
vestigation to  be  made  into  the  truth  of 
the  report. 

Mb.  T.  S.  buncombe  said,  that 
when  the  Emperor  of  Russia  was  in  this 
country,  the  Parliament  agreed  to  an  Ad- 
dress to  Iler  Majesty,  expressing  their 
gratification  that  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
had  come  to  this  country,  at  great  personal 
inconTenience,  to  visit  Her  Majesty,  and 
expressing  a  hope  that  the  opportunity 
would  be  taken  to  improve  the  amicable 
relations  between  Russia  and  this  country. 
The  people  of  England  hoped  that  they 
should  be  able  to  ascertain  whether  these 
atrocities  had  taken  place  or  not.  He 
was  sorry  to  find  that  the  case  of  the  An- 
dover  Union  had  been  mixed  up  with  the 
atrocities  committed  upon  the  nuns  at 
Minsk.  The  English  Parliament  had  in- 
stituted inquiries  into  the  state  of  the  An- 
dover  Union;  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  hear  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  in- 
stituting inquiries  into  the  atrocities  per- 
petrated upon  the  nuns  of  Minsk.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  hear  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
the  statements  which  had  appeared  in  the 
public  organs  of  intelligence,  instead  of 
there  being  **  exaggeration,"  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  called  it,  in  these  state- 
ments: and  he  hoped  that  on  a  future 
day  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  in  a 
position  to  give  them  more  authentic  in- 
formation on  the  subject  than  it  was  now  in 
his  power  to  afford. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  that  however  de- 
sirable it  might  be  to  abstain  from  all  in- 
terference in  the  internal  affairs  of  foreign 
countries,  such  had  undoubtedly  not  been 
the  policy  of  Great  Britain  in  reference  to 
the  slave  trade. 

Mb.  p.  HOWARD  reminded  the  House 
of  an  occasion  on  which  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him  (Mr.  T.  Buncombe)  had  suc- 
cessfully appealed  to  their  sympathies  ;  he 
alluded  to  the  case  of  his  noble  Friend 
Prince  Polignac;  and  yet  the  French  nation 
and  Government,  whose  sensitiveness  was 
proverbial,  far  from  resenting  our  interfer- 


ence, in  deference  to  our  representations 
and  the  dictates  of  humanity,  liberated  that 
noble  man  and  his  fellow  Ministers.     Con- 
sidering  that  on  the  will  of  the  Russian  Au- 
tocrat the  destinies  of  so  many  of  our  fel- 
low creatures  depended,  he  thought  that  no- 
thing would  be  worthy  of  that  House  than 
to  adopt  a  course  of  dignified  supplication. 
It  was  impossible  to  believe  that  no  foun- 
dation existed  for  the  reports  and  state- 
ments circulated  abroad ;  he  trusted  how- 
ever that,  for  the  future  at  least,  a  more 
temperate  policy  would  be  pursued  by  the 
Russian  authorities,  and  that  the  magna- 
nimity of  the  Emperor  would  mitigate  that 
persecuting  spirit  which  it  was  always  so 
difficult  to  restrain.     The  persecution  of 
the  Basilian  nuns  was  not  directed,  as  had 
been  supposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  another  place, 
against  the  professors  of  a  new  form  of 
faith :  they  belonged  to  the  United  Greek 
Church,  who  accepted  and    had  always 
used  the  Greek  ritual,  though  in  commu- 
nion with   the  Church  of  Rome,  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  Syrian »  Coptic  and 
Armenian  Churches  followed  their  respec- 
tive rituals,  although  acknowledging  the 
supremacy  of  the  See  of  St.  Peter.     The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  expressing  a 
hope  that  the  union  of  the  two  Churches 
contemplated  and  almost  realized  by  the 
Council  of  Florence,  might  one  day  be  ac- 
complished.    It  had  been  frequently  re- 
marked, that  the  less  men  d[iffered  the 
more  they  disagreed ;  that  had  unfortu- 
nately been   the    case    as  regarded    tlic 
Schismatic   and  the  Catholic  or   United 
Greek,  who  differed  in  but  few  points  of 
doctrine ;  meanwhile  he  (Mr.  P.  Howard) 
trusted  that  the  Czar  would  interpose  his 
authority,  and  stay  the  hand  of 
persecution  raised  against  so  many 
subjects  of  his  vast  empire. 

Subject  at  an  end.  . 

House  adjourned.  'K 
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convenient  conrse  he  conld  pursuie  would 
be  to  explain  the  Amendments  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  afterwards  to  state  his  views  of  the 
various  Amendments  proposed  by  different 
noble  Lords.  The  first  Amendment  which 
he  intended,  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  ask  their  Lordships'  concurrence 
in,  had  been  suggested  to  him  by  a  noble 
Lord  a  Member  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. The  effect  of  it  would  be  to  give 
the  Bill,  in  some  degree,  a  retrospective 
effect,  by  enabling  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
charge  on  a  district  already  proclaimed 
under  the  existing  law  the  expenses  of 
the  supernumerary  police  now  employed 
there.  The  second  Amendment  was  to 
ClauM  17,  for  the  purpose  of  including 
tea  and  coffee-shops  in  the  operation  of 
the  clause  ;  for  he  saw  no  reason  why 
places  where  tea  and  coffee,  though 
not  malt  liquors  and  spirits,  were  sold, 
should  be  exempted  from  visits  of  the 
police.  The  next  was  a  proviso  that  all 
offences  under  this  Act  should  be  tried  at 
assizes  of  Oyer  and  Terminer,  or  general 
gaol  delivery.  He  now  came  to  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  The  first 
proposed  that  no  proclamation  of  a  district 
should  take  place  until  application  had 
been  made  for  that  purpose  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  three  justices  of  the  peace 
for  the  same  county,  in  a  form  provided. 
But  to  him  (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  it 
appeared  that  where  arbitrary  power  was 
vested  in  the  Executive  Government,  it 
was  better  that  the  whole  and  undivided 
responsibility  for  the  exercise  of  such 
power  should  be  left  on  the  Executive. 
There  were  official  reports  made  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  daily  of  the  outrages 
committed  in  every  part  of  Ireland;  and  he 
thought,  therefore,  the  power  alluded  to 
should  be  confined  solely,  and  without  any 
intervention,  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He 
did  not  propose,  therefore,  to  adopt  that 
Amendment,  or  to  introduce  another  in  its 
place.  With  respect  to  the  next  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  he  should 
be  most  anxious  to  introduce  some  provi- 
sion to  carry  into  effect  the  spirit  at  least 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  As  the  Bill  stood  at  pre- 
sent, an  individual  who  was  taken  into 
custody  by  the  police,  being  out  of  his 
House  between  the  hours  of  sunset  and 
sunrise  in  a  proclaimed  district,  must  re- 
main in  custody  until  he  was  delivered  in 
due  course  of  law.  The  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice's Amendment  went  to  give  the  magis- 


trate, before  whom  he  was  to  be  taken  be« 
fore  noon  the  next  day,  the  power  of  dis- 
missing him  if  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
reasons  he  gave  for  being  out  of  his  House, 
or  if  not  of  committing  him  to  gaoL  But 
that,  it  appeared  to  him,  would  place  the 
magistrate  in  a  very  invidious  situation. 
In  all  probability  the  ma^strate  would  be 
either  the  landlord  or  the  near  neighbour 
of  the  person  arrested,  and  he  would  be 
loth  to  take  on  himself  the  responsibility  of 
committing  a  man,  if  he  could  give  any- 
thing like  a  plausible  excuse  for  his  having 
been  out.  But  it  was  intended  that  petty 
sessions  should  be  held  once  a  week  at 
least  in  every  proclaimed  barony:  he 
thought  it  better  that  such  a  prisoner 
should  be  brought  before  the  petty  sessionsy 
and  that  the  magistrates  at  such  petty 
sessions  might  liberate,  or  bail,  or  commit 
to  gaol  these  offenders  when  brought  before 
them.  These  were  all  the  Amendments  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice;  and  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  law  the  Amendments  of 
the  Government,  he  (the  Earl  of  St.  Ger- 
mans) could  not  help  thinking  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  see  that  in  spirit, 
if  not  in  letter,  they  embodied  the  objects 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  in  view. 
With  respect  to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Brougham) 
respecting  the  change  of  venue,  he  (the 
Earl  of  St.  Germans)  must  say  he  hoped 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  withdraw 
it,  and  bring  the  subject  forward  in  a  ge- 
neral and  comprehensive  form,  providing 
for  the  removal  of  the  venue  both  in 
cases  of  misdemeanors  and  of  felonies. 
In  cases  of  felonies  the  prisoner  had  the 
right  of  challenge,  but  not  in  those  of 
misdemeanors;  of  the  two,  therefore,  a 
power  of  changing  the  venue  was  more 
wanted  in  the  former,  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  did  not  provide  for,  than 
in  the  latter,  which  he  did.  It  was 
weU  known  that  the  main  difficulty  in  Go* 
vernment  trials  in  Ireland  was  ^e  pro- 
curing of  witnesses.  No  change  of  venue 
could  secure  the  personal  safety  of  a  wit- 
ness. On  his  return  to  his  home  he  would 
be  subject  to  the  same  ill  wiU  as  if  the 
cause  had  been  tried  at  his  own  county 
town.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  consent  to  bring  in 
some  general  and  comprehensive  Bfll.  Now, 
with  respect  to  the  Amendments  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Grey),  the  object 
of  the  first  was  to  deprive  the  Judges  of  the 
power  of  transportation  for  being  out  after 
the  hours  proscribed  in  tfie  Bill.      The 
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only  vindication  of  this  measure  was  as 
the  application  of  an  extraordinary  though 
necessary  remedy  to  an  extraordinary  evil. 
To  that  principle  the  House,  as  it  appeared 
to  him,  had  abeady  assented.  If  it  were 
necessary,  then,  to  put  a  stop  to  these  dis- 
turbances, the  question  came,  what  punish > 
mcnt  was  sufiBcient  to  deter  from  the  com- 
mission of  such  offences  ?  The  object  of  all 
punishment  was  to  deter  effectually.  Now, 
what  criminals  in  Ireland  dreaded  the  most 
of  all  punishments,  was  transportation. 
He  believed  that  one  or  two  examples  of 
punishment  of  these  offenders  by  trans- 
portation would  produce  more  effect  than 
a  multiplication  of  examples  of  imprison- 
ment, which  was  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl.  In  1835,  Mr. 
0*Connell  had  approved  of  that  part  of  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  1834,  which  had  been 
called  for,  he  said,  by  the  Catholic  clergy; 
for  he  said  he  knew  to  what  crimes  absence 
from  home  at  nights  led,  and  he  professed 
himself  ready  to  adopt  ihe  regulation  ]Ser- 
manently,  and  insert  it  in  the  Whiteboy 
Code.  He  added,  that  as  long  as  the 
people  in  the  disturbed  districts  were  not 
prevented  from  going  out  at  nights,  so  long 
would  they  have  these  offences  committed. 
To  prevent  that  was  the  only  means  of 
success.  That  provision  would  have  the 
effect  of  protecting  life  and  property ;  and 
no  injury  would  be  inflicted  by  preventing 
a  man  leaving  his  House  at  night  to  com- 
mit outrages.  [The  Marquess  of  Lanb- 
DOWNE :  But  Mr.  O'Connell  says  nothing 
about  transportation.]  No,  but  he  was 
giving  his  opinion  of  the  terrible  nature  of 
the  crimes  which  that  punishment  was 
destined  to  aid  in  repressing.  In  fact,  this 
was  the  case :  they  could  not  punish 
criminals ;  they  could  not  procure  the  ne- 
cessary witnesses;  and  they  had  no  re- 
source, therefore,  but  attempting  to  pre- 
vent the  crimes  which  they  could  not 
punish.  Unless  they  inflicted  what  might 
appear  a  disproportioned  punishment,  they 
would  not  succeed  in  their  object.  But  to 
return  to  Mr*  O'Connell *b  opinion  upon 
former  similar  measures.  In  reference  to 
the  Bill  of  1834,  he  stated  that  it  intended 
to  remedy  great  evils — systematic  agrarian 
outrages.  The  only  infringement  upon 
public  liberty  was  the  power  given  to  aeal 
with  those  who  were  found  out  at  night, 
and  if  successful,   it  would  produce   the 

Catest  blessings  to  Ireland.  It  was, 
rever,  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
offence  to  be  punished  under  the  measure 
was  simply  that  of  being  out  at  night. 


They  had  to  do  with  the  possible  case  of 
men  going  abroad  to  commit  outrages,  or 
actually  engaged  in  their  perpetration^-of 
which  no  actual  evidence  could  be  pro- 
cured. Suppose  the  case  of  men  being 
discovered  wandering  about  at  night  with 
pistols  in  their  pockets-— a  crime  or  crimes 
naving  been  committed  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, of  which,  although  no  witnesses  could 
be  brought  forward,  no  moral  doubt  ex- 
isted as  to  the  perpetrators— *by  the  ordi- 
nary law,  men  found  under  such  circum- 
stances could  not  be  questioned  by  the 
police.  It  was  such  cases  that  the  BiU 
under  consideration  was  designed  to  meet. 
He  had  already  trespassed  upon  the  House 
in  entering  at  some  length  into  the  details 
of  the  cases,  on  the  occurrence  of  which 
the  necessity  for  the  Bill  was  founded ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  noble  Lords  who 
were  prepared  to  withhold  from  the  Judges 
of  the  land  that  power  which  he  contended 
was  essential  for  the  safety  of  life  and 
property,  could  be  aware  of  the  real  state 
of  things.  Those  who  doubted  it  could 
not  be  aware  of  the  numerous  representa- 
tions which  had  been  made  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  by  grand  juries,  with- 
out distinction  of  party  or  religion.  On 
the  10th  of  November,  last  year,  the  ma^ 
gistrates  of  the  north  riding  of  the  county 
of  Tipperary  agreed  to  a  representation, 
stating,  that  on  no  former  occasion  had 
there  been  serious  grounds  for  more  ap- 
prehension and  alarm  even  in  that  county 
than  at  present ;  that  the  varied  character 
of  agrarian  outrage  seemed  now  to  have 
settled  into  a  systematic  course  of  private 
assassination,  utteriy  defying  all  the  powers 
of  the  law,  and  urging  some  more  stringent 
enactment,  without  which  they  much  feared 
that  the  foundations  of  society  would  be 
shaken.  The  document  then  proceeded  as 
follows : — 

"  Daring  the  snmmer  months  a  short  period  of 
calm,  as  usual,  succeeded  ;  but  we  hare  now,  with 
the  deepest  regret,  to  inform  your  ExoeUency, 
that  not  only  has  the  approaching  winter  been 
ushered  in  by  several  murders  or  attempts  to 
murder,  occurring  in  rapid  sueoesaion;  not  only 
have  we  to  deplore  the  awful  death  of  Mr. 
Patrick  Clarke,  a  most  respectable  gentlenaii  of 
amiable  and  inoffenciTe  character,  but  we  hare 
eridenoe  to  satisfy  us  that  the  Uves  of  very  many 
persons,  whom  we  oould  name,  are  in  imi-it»— .t 
daiiger.  A  wholesome  dread  and  Cerror  of  law 
does  not  exist ;  but,  on  the  eontrary,  oar  oottnty 
seems  to  be  in  the  possession  of  a  set  of  hired 
assassins  whom  the  bw  cannot  reach  ;  and  we  arr 
only  surprised,  that  among  the  middle  and  lover 
dasaes,  in  their  nprotectcd  slate.  isdiTiduBlB  eaa 
oeoasiooaUy  be  CMind  bold  eiMN^  loconefenrard 
as  witnesses  in  a  court  of  justice.  We  hri  tnm* 
vinoed  that  all  sowtes  of  tnlbraatiott  are  dried  np 
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ttavagb  the  sympathy  of  the  ill-afieeted,  and  the 
intimidation  exercised  towardfl  the  well-disposed. 
We  do  not  dwell  on  the  numerical  amount  of 
crimes  committed,  because  it  is  to  their  character 
that  we  wish  to  point  attention ;  ejectment  from 
land  is  no  longer  the  sole  origin  of  these  sad  oc- 
Gurrenoes.  The  slightest  cause  is  now  sufficient 
to  endanger  life,  and  no  one  can  tell  when  that 
may  arise.  We  do  not  urge  the  insecurity  of  land- 
lords' rights ;  we  do  not  complain  of  want  of  sup- 
port being  i^orded  to  ourselves  by  your  Excel, 
leney's  GoTemment ;  but  we  point  attention  to 
the  insecurity  of  the  peasant's  hut,  to  the  scenes 
of  desolation  there  constantly  occurring,  to  the 
prevalence  of  that  species  of  crime  which  saps 
the  root  of  every  virtue,  and  is  rapidly  eradicating 
all  trace  of  the  original  character  of  the  Irish 
peasant.  In  the  name  of  God  and  our  country, 
wo  protest  against  such  a  system  being  further 
allowed  to  continue  with  impunity.  In  the  firm 
belief  that  no  one  more  than  your  Excellency 
regards  with  horror  and  detestation  the  state  of 
things  to  which  we  have  alluded,  and  which  we 
make  bold  to  say  is  not  exaggerated,  and  in  the 
earnest  hope  of  some  <prospect  being  afforded  us 
that  an  early  application  will  be  made  to  Parlia- 
ment to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Executive  by 
the  enactment  of  some  Statute  which  shall  deci- 
sively oheck  the  existing  system  of  assassination, 
we  now  beg  leave  to  present  to  the  representative 
of  our  Sovereign  this  humble  and  dutiful  Address, 
tb  which  we  shall  await  the  reply  with  the  utmost 
anxiety.'* 

This  document  was. signed  by  Lord  Dun- 
ally,  a  man  of  very  liberal  political  opin- 
ions, an  excellent  landlord,  and  in  no 
way  a  supporter  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. It  presented  a  most  melancholy 
picture,  which  he  believed  no  measure 
short  of  that  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  would  be  sufficient  to 
change.  Many  persons  well  acquainted 
with  the  state  of  Ireland  were  of  opinion 
that  the  measure  fell  short  of  what  was 
necessary  ;  but  it  was  the  anxious  wish  of 
the  Government  not  to  go  a  step  beyond 
what  was  requisite  for  tranquiUizing  the 
country.  There  were  one  or  two  other 
communications  which  he  should  wish  to 
read  to  the  House ;  and  the  first  was  one 
from  the  county  of  Roscommon,  dated  July, 
1845.     It  was  as  follows  : — 


M 


We,  the  undersigned,  grand  jurors  of  the 
county  of  Roscommon,  assembled  at  Summer  As- 
sises, 1845,  deeply  regret  to  express  our  conviction 
that  the  present  condition  of  our  county  is  most 
alarming,  and  that,  fearful  as  its  present  state  may 
be,  it  is  likely  to  be  much  worse  when  the  long 
nights  of  winter  afford  additional  facilities  to  the 
disturbers  of  the  public  peace.  We  are  satisfied 
that  a  most  wide-spread  eonspiraoy  exists,  and  is 
daily  extending  its  limits ;  that  immense  quantities 
of  arms  and  money  have  been  collected  by  the  dis- 
affected ;  that  committees  of  assassination  are  re- 
gularly organized  and  supplied  with  instruments 
to  earry  out  their  orders ;  and  that  jurmrs,  wit- 
nosaes,  and  all  classes  of  the  population  are  subject 
to  the  direst  intimidation.  That  a  very  large  ad- 
dition has  been  made  to  our  police  force,  and  one 


which,  in  its  present  overtaxed  condition,  the 
county  is  badly  able  to  endure ;  that  the  best  exer- 
tions are  being  made  by  the  local  and  stipendiary 
magistracy,  but  that,  notwithstanding,  crime  re- 
mains unpunished,  outrage  unrepressed,  and  con- 
fidence unrestored,  and  matters  are  daily  becom- 
ing worse ;  so  that,  unless  some  adequate  steps  bo 
taken  to  render  the  laws  and  their  administration 
effective,  the  whole  framework  of  society  must  be 
rent  asunder.  It  does  not  become  us  to  dictate 
specific  measures  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  we  feel  it  an  imperative  duty  to  lay  before 
them  the  condition  of  our  county  ;  and  we  beg  to 
assure  them,  that  in  any  measures  they  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  restoration  of  public  order,  they 
may  reckon  on  every  co-operation  which  we,  in 
our  capacities  of  magistrates  or  landed  proprietors, 
can  in  our  respective  localities  possibly  afford." 

This  was  signed,  among  others,  by  the 
0 'Conor  Don;  and  he  would  ask,  was  he  a 
man  likely  to  recommend  any  measure  that 
he  thought  of  an  unnecessary  arbitrary 
character  ?  The  next  memorial  he  would 
refer  to  was  from  the  same  county,  and 
was  adopted  at  the  spring  assizes  of  the 
present  year.  The  grand  jurors  in  this 
document  urged  upon  his  Excellency  and 
the  Legislature  the  adoption  of  some  de~ 
cided  measures  for  the  suppression  of  as- 
sassination in  Ireland,  and  observed  that  no 
measure  would  be  effective  unless  accompa- 
nied by  a  rapid  and  summary  mode  of  trial 
and  punishment  in  the  proclaimed  districts. 
This  was  signed,  among  others,  by  Mr. 
Denison,  a  gentleman  of  influence  and  also 
of  liberal  opinions.  He  mentioned  the  fact 
of  these  gentlemen  having  signed  such 
memorials,  to  show  that  even  those  who 
opposed  the  Government  on  political  grounds 
took  the  same  view  with  them  on  this  im- 
portant matter,  and  that  the  course  which 
Government  was  now  adopting  had  no  con- 
nexion with  political  or  party  matters.  He 
believed  that  that  very  day  their  Lordships 
must  have  been  shocked  to  hear  of  the  at- 
tempt which  had  been  made  to  assassinate 
a  gentleman  who  was  once  a  Member  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  one  of  the 
most  humane  men  and  best  landlords  in 
Ireland  —  he  meant  Sir  David  Roche. 
Here  was  a  letter  from  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  containing  an  account  of  this 
occurrence : — 

"  Dublin  Castle,  March  4,  1846. 

"  My  dear  Sir  James — I  regret  to  say  that  in- 
telligence has  just  reached  us  that  Sir  David 
Roche  and  Mr.  Lyons,  two  magistrates  of  the  county 
of  Limerick,  were  fired  at  on  Monday,  about  four 
miles  fi*ora  the  town  of  Limerick,  where  they  had 
been  to  attend  the  grand  jury.  The  occurrence  took 
place  at  about  7  o'clock  in  the  evening,  when  many 
people  were  on  the  road.  All  the  letters  which 
have  reached  us  upon  the  subject  will  be  forwarded 
by  this  post  to  the  Secretary's  office.    Sir  David 
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Roche  is  an  excellent  landlord,  and  employs  a 
great  number  of  people ;  liberal  in  his  politics,  and 
highly  respected  in  his  neighbourhood.  What  can 
be  said  of  the  state  of  society  when  such  men  are 
selected  as  yictims  ?  Believe  me,  my  dear  Sb 
James,  \ery  truly  and  sincerely  yours, 

"  HBTTKBBimT. 

"  Right  Hon.  Sir  James  Graham,  Bart." 
An  account,  furnished  to  his  Excellency 
hj  the  foreman  of  the  grand  jury  at  Lime- 
rick, stated  that — 

"  Sir  D.  Roche  and  Mr.  James  Denis  Lyons 
were  proceeding  to  their  homes,  in  the  carriage  of 
the  former,  shortly  after  having  attended  court  to 
be  sworn  in,  at  or  about  the  hour  of  7,  when,  as 
they  were  passing  an  orchard  enclosure,  two  shots 
were  fired  at  them  in  rapid  succession,  fortunately 
without  effect." 

To  this  communication  an  answer  was  re- 
turned hy  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  assuring 
the  grand  jury  that  every  exertion  would 
he  made  to  hring  the  offenders  to  justice. 
A  communication  received  hy  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  stated  that  no  cause  could  he 
assigned  for  this  attempt,  as  Sir  D.  Roche 
was  one  of  the  host  of  landlords,  and  gave 
a  great  quantity  of  work  in  the  country, 
except  that  it  proceeded  from  one  of  his 
tenants,  who  had  a  dispute  with  his  sister- 
in-law  ahout  some  land,  and  Sir  David,  as 
was  quite  right,  protected  the  widow. 
Their  Lordships  would  see  that  the  opinion 
he  had  formed  was  hased  on  the  informa- 
tion of  men  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
state  of  Ireland.  Nothing  could  he  more 
painful  to  him  than  to  propose  any  mea- 
sure which  tended  to  ahridge  the  liherty  of 
the  auhject ;  hut  the  first  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  to  extend  that  feeling  of 
personal  security  and  protection  to  every 
memher  of  the  State,  which  was  his  first 
and  most  valuahle  right.  With  this  view 
the  present  measure  had  heen  introduced, 
and  he  now  moved  that  their  Lordships 
resolve  themselves  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  the  Bill. 

LoHD  BROUGHAM  did  not  rise  to  op- 
pose the  proposition,  nor  to  enter  into  the 
snhject  last  hroached  hy  his  nohle  Friend, 
and  illustrated  hy  those  very  afflicting 
statements  which  covered  one  with  shame 
at  the  very  thought  that  there  should  ho 
a  part  of  our  follow  countrymen  leading 
lives  so  detett table  as  tlioso  of  the  victiniH 
of  this  delusion — ^for  it  could  he  called 
nothing  else — that  they  had  a  right  to 
massacre  their  landlords  for  making  a  law- 
ful and  righteous  use  of  their  own  pro- 
perty, and  who  were  under  the  still  greater 
delusion  on  this  account — that  if  there  was 
any  one  class  of  the  community  who  had 
a  direct  and  immediate  interest  in  pre- 


serving the  rights  of  property  and  keeping 
sacred  the  rights  of  proprietors,  landlords 
included,  it  was  the  peasantry  of  the  coun- 
try, who  lived  under  those  landlords.     He 
did  not  mean  to  say  one  |rord  to  counter- 
vail the  statements  of  his  noble  Friend,  or 
in  reference  to  the  afflicting  statements 
from  the  different  grand  juries  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.  They  were  all  agreed 
that  something  must  be  done;  that  some 
measure  was  required  for  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land; that,  if  possihle,  it  was  necessary  to 
devise  some  efficacious  measure  to  repress 
those  crimes  that  were  unfortunately  so 
frequent  there;  and  without  exaggeration, 
to  make  Ireland  once  more  hecome,  in  all 
its  parts  and  provinces,  a  habitable  coun- 
try— a  country  that  could  he  inhahited 
safely  hy  the  peaceful    suhjects  of    the 
Crown.     But  he  might  admit  all  this,  and 
yet  not  admit  that  diis  Bill  was  good  for 
the  purpose.     His  nohle  Friend  had  ap- 
plied to  him  to  postpone  an  important  part 
of  the  Amendment  proposed  hy  him  and 
hy  his  nohle  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice.    Now  it  was  not  an  Amend- 
ment  of  his  nohle   and  learned  Friend, 
though  he  concurred  in  it.      He  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  proposed  it,  hecause  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  objected  to  having  the 
provisions  it  contained  confined  to  Irdaad» 
and  to  cases  of  misdemeanor.     He,  in  fact, 
took  the  same  view  as  the  nohle  Lord  op- 
posite.    He  wished  to  confer  the  general 
power  of  making  the    trial    of  offences 
transitory  instead  of  local.     He  would  ac- 
cede to  that  proposal,  and  postpone  for  the 
present  the  consideration  of  that  Amend- 
ment, to  he  made  part  of  a  more  general 
measure.      As  to  the  objections  of  the 
nohle  Earl  to  the  proposal  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  that  the  magistrate  should 
have  the  power  to  dismiss  or  imprison  a 
man  found  out  at  night,  he  had  only  to  say 
that  he  was  sure  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  feel  that  the  proposal  of  giring 
that  power  to  the  sessions  embraced  the 
spirit  of  his  Amendment.     The  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  this,  that  if  a  man 
were  taken  before  a  judge  and  jury  to  be 
tried  for  the  offence,  he   would  have   to 
prove  by  witnesses,  not  by  any  explana- 
tion of  his  own,  why  he  was  out  after  sun- 
set; but  by  the  proposed  Amendment,  if 
his  own  explanation  of  the  reason  why  he 
was  out  after  sunset  was  satisfactory  to  the 
magistrate  before  whom  ho  was  taken,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  that  magifltroto 
or  the   sessions   to  ^et    him   at  libortr, 
without  requiring  witnesses.     Such  a  pro- 
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▼ision  would  be  a  great  improvement  in  the 
Bill,  and  a  great  safeguard  to  the  public 
liberty.  One  word  as.  to  transportation. 
He  understood  that  in  Ireland  very  great 
weight  was  attached  to  the  punishment  of 
transportation.  All  the  noble  Lords  and 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland  he  had  heard  speak 
on  this  subject  stated  that  it  had  a  great 
effect  in  deterring  from  the  commission  of 
crime.  He  wished,  however,  to  offer  a 
hint  as  to  the  manner  of  its  execution. 
He  held  it  to  be  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  when  any  person,  either  for  misde- 
meanours or  for  any  other  offences,  should 
be  sentenced  to  transportation,  especially 
in  Ireland,  no  interval  whatever  should  be 
allowed  to  elapse  between  the  sentence  and 
the  execution  of  that  sentence.  The  sending 
a  convict  from  the  dock  to  the  vessel  which 
was  to  oonvey  him  away  had  tenfold  more 
effect  in  overawing  criminals,  and  deterring 
them  from  the  commission  of  the  like  of- 
fences in  time  to  come,  than  double  the 
punishment,  perhaps,  if  not  combined  with 
that  speedy  and  prompt  execution.  He 
did  not  mean  immediate  removal  to  New 
South  Wales,  without  leaving  time  for  the 
interposition  of  the  Crown;  but  that  the 
commencement  of  the  execution  of  the 
punishment  should  be  immediate,  and  that 
no  time  should  be  lost  in  having  the  delin- 
quent removed  to  the  hulks.  They  all 
remembered  the  celebrated  case  which  oc- 
curred in  Yorkshire  twenty  or  twenty-two 
years  ago.  A  person  was  charged  by  a 
man  and  his  daughter  with  committing  a 
capital  felony — a  rape,  in  short,  on  the 
latter.  The  case  was  proved  to  be  a  con- 
spiracy. It  commenced  at  nine  o'clock  in 
the  morning.  By  ten  o'clock  it  was  evi- 
dent to  the  Judge  that  there  must  be  an 
acquittal  —  that  the  evidence  was  down- 
right perjury.  He  asked,  accordingly, 
whether  the  grand  jury  were  discharged. 
They  were  not.  Then  let  a  bill  be  sent 
up.  A  true  biU  was  found  before  eleven. 
The  prosecutors  in  the  first  case,  the 
prisoners  in  the  second,  were  tried  at 
twelve  o'clock,  and  at  three  they  were  in  a 
cart,  condemned  and  sentenced,  on  their 
way  from  York — the  execution  of  the  sen- 
tenco  of  transportation  having  actually 
begun.  The  excellent  effect  of  this  prompt 
commencement  of  the  punishment  was  well 
known  to  all  who  attended  the  northern 
circuit  at  that  time.  He  hoped,  also,  that 
when  a  murder  was  committed,  the  Execu- 
tive would  revive  the  old  practice  of  exe- 
cuting the  murderer  in  the  district  where 
the  crime  was  committed.     He  would  defer 


any  other  observation  he  had  to  make  till 
after  they  went  into  Committee;  only  re- 
marking, that  the  noble  Earl  should  ob- 
serve that  some  of  the  memorials  read  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  juries  required  to  be 
protected  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bin. 

Clause  1  was  postponed  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  Lord  Denman's  proposed 
Amendment  when  his  Lordship  could  be 
present. 

Clauses  2  to  5  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  agreed  to  after  a  desultory 
conversation  respecting  the  power  of  magis- 
trates to  compel  witnesses  to  come  forward 
and  give  evidence  although  no  person  could 
yet  have  been  charged  with  the  crime. 

Clause  7  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  to  14  inclusive  being  money 
clauses,  providing  for  the  payment  of  mo- 
ney out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  for 
a  rate  to  be  made  and  levied  to  recover 
again  from  the  county  or  district  the  sum 
80  paid,  it  was  proposed  that  they  should 
be  expunged. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  oh- 
served,  that  the  English  Consolidated 
Fund  ought  not  to  be  made  to  advance  the 
stun  in  the  first  instance  for  a  crime  com- 
mitted in  Ireland.  This  was  money  for  a 
local  purpose. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  there  must 
be  no  delay  in  the  payment  of  the  sum,  but 
the  words  would  be  found  to  be,  **  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund  arising  in  Ireland." 

These  clauses  being  expunged  up  to 
Clause  13, 

Earl  GREY  observed,  that  Clause  13, 
providing  for  the  levying  the  rate  to  repay 
this  sum  to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  threw 
the  burden  upon  the  occupiers  as  distin- 
guished from  the  landlords,  and  upon  the 
small  occupiers,  those  whose  premises 
were  under  the  value  of  4i.,  and  they 
were  not  to  deduct  this  rate  from  their 
rent.  It  was  not  just  thus  to  exempt  the 
landlords :  though  they  were  not  the 
cause  of  these  outrages  and  evils,  Ireland 
never  would  have  got  into  its  present 
state,  the  existing  state  of  society  there 
would  never  have  been  such  as  it  was,  if 
the  landlords,  as  a  body,  had  done  their 
duty  to  the  population  imder  them.  He 
should  object  to  this  part  of  the  Bill,  if  it 
returned  with  Clauses  13  and  14  in  it. 

The  Earl  of  RODEN  remarked,  that 
when  the  noble  Earl  thought  proper  to 
state  that  the  present  condition  to  which 
society  was  reduced  in  Ireland  was  owing 
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to  a  neglect  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the 
landlords,  he  should  he  guilty  of  a  derelic- 
tion of  duty  if  he  did  not  give  the  state- 
ment as  direct  a  contradiction  as  the 
courtesy  of  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
give  to  any  individual  who  ventured  to 
make  such  an  assertion.  With  regard  to 
these  clauses,  he  thought  that  making  the 
people  pay  compensation  was  the  best  way 
of  putting  a  stop  to  the  atrocities  which 
had  been  committed. 

Lord  FARNHAM,  also,  as  a  resident 
landlord,  must  repudiate  in  the  strongest 
manner  that  Parliamentary  language  would 
admit  the  unwarrantable  attack  made  upon 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.  All  the  harm 
that  he  wished  the  noble  Ei^rl  for  that  re- 
mark was,  that  he  was  an  Irish  landed  pro- 
prietor, and  obliged  to  live  there. 

Earl  GREY  did  not  wish  to  be  misap- 
prehended on  this  subject,  and  therefore 
he  would  state  at  once  that  he  believed 
that  of  late  years  an  improvement  had 
taken  place  in  the  conduct  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  towards  their  tenantry  ;  but,  if 
they  looked  to  the  past  history  of  that  land, 
the  awful  state  of  things  now  existing 
irould  be  seen  to  be  a  direct  consequence 
of  the  dereliction  of  ther  duty  by  the  upper 
classes  of  that  country,  which  was  an  his- 
torical fact  known  not  only  to  England, 
but  to  all  Europe.  [**No,  no!"]  Noble 
Lords  opposite  might  repudiate  it;  but  the 
opinion  of  the  universe  was  settled  upon 
this  point,  and  nothing  they  could  say 
would  alter  it.  He  trusted  the  improve- 
ment was  going  on ;  but  even  of  late  years, 
that  acts  of  great  injustice  and  tyranny  had 
been  committed  upon  the  peasantry  of  Ire- 
land, was  not  to  bo  doubted. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  was  surprised 
that  the  noble  Eorl  who  had  just  sat 
down  should  wish  to  throw  this  rate  upon 
the  present  landlords,  as  he  withdrew  all 
blame  from  them.  [Earl  Grey  :  No,  no.l 
If  history  showed  that  the  blame  rested 
anywhere,  it  was  on  the  gross  roisgovern- 
ment  which  Ireland  had  suffered  from  this 
country. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
the  question  to  be  considered  in  reference 
to  this  clause  was  how  the  pecuniary  local 
burden  was  to  be  laid  so  as  to  create  the 
strongest  interest  in  the  locality  to  prevent 
the  commission  of  crime.  The  offences 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  were  not  com- 
mitted by  the  landlords,  but  by  the  lower 
orders,  and  by  strangers  frequenting  the 
district,  who  found  a  ready  reception  in  the 
house  of  the  lower  orders ;   the  burden, 


therefore,  ought  to  fall  on  ihose  who  gave 
the  assassin  encouragement,  and  they 
ought  to  be  made  to  feel  that  they  were  in- 
curring the  danger  of  a  penalty  which 
would  come  home  to  themselves.  He  con- 
sequently gave  his  support  to  the  clause. 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTY  expressed 
his  concurrence  in  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Earl  GR£Y  quite  agreed  that  the  oc- 
cupiers should  boar  their  share  of  the  bur- 
then. All  he  asked  was  that  the  land- 
lords should  also  pay  their  share,  so  that  all 
classes  might  have  the  strongest  interest 
in  the  preservation  of  order. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  observed  that 
the  landlords  would  have  to  bear  a  share 
of  the  burthen  as  occupiers. 

The  clause  was  then  expunged,  as  was 
also  the  following  clause,  they  being  money 
clauses. 

Clause  15,  giving  power  to  apprehend 
persons  out  of  their  dwellings  between  one 
hour  after  sunset  and  sunrise  in  proclaimed 
districts,  being  read. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  proposed  the 
introduction  of  the  words  "under  suspici- 
ous circumstances,'*  which,  he  said,  were 
to  be  found  in  the  Bill  of  1833. 

Tiie  LORD  CHANCELLOR  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  Bill  would  not  be  at 
all  injured  by  the  introduction  of  the  pro- 
posed words ;  and  it  was  agreed  that  the 
words  should  be  inserted  in  the  clause,  but, 
as  it  required  further  consideration  in  other 
respects,  it  was  postponed. 

Clause  16  was  next  read,  it  being  under- 
stood that  the  introduction  of  the  words 
*'  under  suspicious  circumstances/*  in  the 
preceding  clause,  would  necessitate  the 
insertion  of  similar  words  in  the  present. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  had  to  move  to 
this  clause  an  Amendment,  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  The  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  make  it  a  misdemeanour  for  anv 
person  in  a  proclaimed  district  to  be  out  of 
his  abode  between  one  hour  after  sunset 
and  sunrise  except  upon  some  lawful  occa- 
sion, which  he  would  be  called  on  to  prove; 
and  by  the  2 1  t^t  Clause  it  was  enacted  that 
a  person  so  offending  would  be  liable  to 
transportaUon  beyond  the  seas  for  a  tenu 
not  exceeding  fifteen  years. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  observed, 
that  as  the  clause  was  to  be  altered,  and 
the  words  *'  under  suspicious  cirrum- 
stances*'  to  be  introduced,  the  noble  Earl 
had  lietter  apply  his  argument  to  the 
clause  as  it  was  iulauded  to  be  altcnsd. 

Eabl  grey  thought  that  he  should  be 
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able  to  show  that  the  introduction  of  the 
words  **  under  suspicious  circumstances*' 
did  not  make  such  a  material  difference  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Loi'd  seemed  to  ima- 
gine. The  effect  of  the  two  clauses  would 
be  to  make  an  offence  against  a  police  re- 
gulation subject  the  offender  to  the  severe 
punishment  of  transportation  for  fifteen 
years ;  and  the  Amendment  which  he  in- 
tended to  propose  would  have  the  effect  of 
limiting  the  punishment  for  this  offence, 
which  was  no  moral  offence,  but  a  mere 
infringement  of  police  regulation,  to  im- 
prisonment for  a  period  limited  to  one  year. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  power  proposed 
to  be  conferred  by  this  Bill  upon  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  was  in  the  highest 
degree  objectionable.  He  believed  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  St.  Germans)  would  not 
deny  that,  for  he  told  them  that  nothing 
but  a  case  of  overwhelming  necessity  would 
justify  their  Lordships  in  adopting  so  se- 
vere a  measure,  and  that  such  a  necessity 
existed.  He  (Earl  Grey)  called  upon  their 
Lordships  to  consider  how  great  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  personal  liberty  of  all  the  in- 
habitants of  a  proclaimed  district  this  Bill 
involved.  During  all  the  hours  of  dark- 
ness— ^in  winter  for  somewhere  about  six- 
teen hours  out  of  the  twenty-four — no  man 
was  to  be  allowed  to  stir  out  of  his  house 
without  incurring  the  risk  of  transportation 
for  fifteen  years.  From  four  or  five  o*clock 
in  the  afternoon  till  past  eight  on  the  fol- 
lowing morning,  during  the  month  of  De- 
cember, no  inhabitant  of  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict in  Ireland  was  to  be  allowed  to  set  his 
foot  outside  the  door  of  his  cabin  without 
rendering  himself  liable  to  this  severe  pun- 
ishment. He  might  not  even  venture  from 
home  during  that  time  to  visit  a  friend,  or 
to  enjoy  at  any  place  a  few  hours  of  harm- 
less recreation.  Nay.  he  dared  not  even 
go  to  his  work  in  the  morning,  or  return 
from  his  work  in  the  evening,  so  as  to  gain 
the  advantage  of  the  hours  of  daylight, 
without  rendering  himself  liable  to  arrest 
at  die  will  of  a  police  constable,  and  to  be 
kept  in  confinement  in  default  of  proving 
what  no  man  could  prove — that  he  was  out 
with  innocent  intentions.  If  he  (Earl 
Grey)  were  to  act  upon  his  own  judgment, 
he  would  have  proposed  the  omission  of 
this  clause  altogether ;  but  as  he  had  heard 
from  his  noble  Friend  to-night  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  in  the  disturbed  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland,  to  prevent  the  population 
from  leaving  their  homes  at  night,  he  de- 
ferred— though  most  reluctantly — to  the 
judgment  of  the  noble  Earl ;  and  he  was 


compelled,  under  such  circumstances,  to 
consent  that,  in  the  disturbed  districts  of 
Ireland,  the  Executive  Government  should 
be  armed  with  the  extraordinary  power  of 
confining  the  whole  population  to  their 
houses  during  the  time  he  had  mentioned. 
But  he  must  say  that  no  deference  to  the 
judgments  of  others,  no  arguments  he  had 
yet  heard,  could  induce  him  to  consent  that 
the  infringement  of  a  regulation  of  this 
description — that  any  offence  which  was 
made  an  oifeuce  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
which  involved  no  moral  guilt — should  sub- 
ject a  harmless  and  unoffending  man,  who 
thoughtlessly,  or  perhaps  forgetfully,  might 
violate  the  law,  to  be  torn  from  his  friends, 
and  consigned,  for  a  period  of  fifteen  years, 
to  a  penal  colony  at  the  other  extremity 
of  the  globe.  To  this  severe  punishment 
any  might  subject  himself  who  sought  re- 
lief from  the  tedium  of  a  fifteen  or  sixteen 
hours*  confinement  in  a  miserable  cabin, 
by  merely  visiting  a  neighbour.  Was  this, 
he  would  ask,  a  fit  punishment  for  so  venial 
an  offence?  Such  an  extremity  of  punish- 
ment, as  compared  with  the  charact.er  of 
the  offence,  was  so  shocking  to  every  feel- 
ing of  natural  justice,  that  he  for  one  could 
not  consent  to  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape. 
He  knew  he  should  be  told  that  this  pro- 
vision was  not  intended  to  apply  to  persons 
of  harmless  and  unoffending  character; 
but  that  only  those  who  were  apprehended 
under  suspicious  circumstances  would  be 
subjected  to  this  severe  punishment;  but 
that  did  not  remove  the  objections  which 
he  entertained  to  those  clauses  as  they 
stood  at  present  in  the  Bill.  It  was  said 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  that  the  words  **  under  suspi- 
cious circumstances*'  were  to  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill ;  but  they  did  not,  in  his  opin- 
ion, materially  alter  the  portion  of  it  to 
which  he  objected.  Ho  wished  that  some 
of  their  Lordships  would  define  what  **  sus- 
picious circumstances**  were.  He  wished 
any  noble  Lord  would  inform  him  how  they 
were  to  distinguish  between  the  case  of  a 
man  who  was  apprehended  during  the  pro- 
hibited hours,  and  who  had  left  his  home 
on  a  lawful  occasion,  and  that  of  a  man 
who  was  abroad  with  some  guilty  object. 
Let  them  suppose  the  case  of  a  man  who 
left  home  during  the  hours  of  darkness  to 
visit  a  sick  relation  or  friend,  and  that  of 
another  man  who,  under  pretence  of  a 
similar  object,  left  home  at  the  same  time, 
in  order  to  join  a  party  of  Whiteboys,  and 
who  had  his  blunderbuss  concealed  in  a 
neighbouring  bog.    These  two  men  might 
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be  apprehended  on  the  same  road,  and 
within  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  by  the  same 
person ;  and  how  were  they  to  dbtingnish 
between  the  man  who  was  innocent,  and 
the  man  who  had  left  his  home  with  a 
guilty  intent  ?  They  might  also  suppose 
the  case  of  a  man  who  left  home  to  consult 
hia  priest  about  some  pressing  family  af- 
fairs, or  on  other  urgent  business,  and 
who,  under  similar  circumstances,  might 
be  apprehended;  and  how  was  he  to  estab- 
lish his  innocence  ?  He  protested  against 
the  adoption  of  this  Bill,  which,  for  the 
mere  fact  of  a  man's  being  out  at  night-^ 
a  fact  which  implied  no  guilty  intent  what- 
ever,  but  was  compatible  with  perfect  in- 
nocence, would  subject  him — unless  the 
accused  party  could  prove  his  innocence, 
which  as  to  intent  was  utterly  impossible 
— to  the  unreasonably  severe  punishment 
of  transportation.  But  he  might  be  told 
that  there  was,  after  all,  one  means  of 
ascertaining  whether  a  man  ought  to  be 
punished  or  not ;  that  it  was  perfectly  true, 
in  the  cases  to  which  he  had  referred, 
innocent  and  guilty  parties  might  be  ar- 
rested under  nearly  similar  circumstances, 
but  that,  when  the  extent  of  punishment  to 
be  inflicted  was  considered,  they  might 
be  guided  by  a  man's  character.  Yes, 
one  man  might  be  known  to  be  a  dangerous 
character — a  man  of  whom  it  was  neces- 
sary to  get  rid,  and  he  would  be  transported; 
while  a  man  who,  there  was  every  reason 
to  believe,  was  an  unoffending  and  in- 
nocent person,  would  either  be  at  once  dis- 
charged, or  visited  with  a  merely  nominal 
punishment.  But  if  this  was  the  ground 
on  which  they  intended  to  proceed,  he 
begged  them  to  mark  how  dangerous  a 
principle  they  were  laying  down.  Would 
any  noble  Lord  in  that  House  approve  a 
measure  which  would  empower  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  if  a  person  was  reported  to 
him  as  a  dangerous  character  and  likely 
to  be  concerned  in  disturbances,  although 
no  proof  of  the  charge  might  be  adduced, 
to  issue  a  summary  order  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  such  an  individual?  He  was 
sure  there  was  no  Member  of  that  House 
who  would  not  at  once  declare  that  such  a 
power  ought  not  to  be  granted  to  any  Go- 
vernment. If  they  really  intended  to  trans- 
Sort  men  because  their  characters  were 
ad,  ho  thought  it  would  be  much  better 
to  do  so  openly  and  avowedly,  instead  of 
convicting  them  of  a  most  venial  offence, 
for  which  they  were  nominally  punished, 
and  punishing  them  really  on  account  of 
their  character.   He  considered  that  if  this 


measure  was  passed  in  its  present  form,  a 
most  tremendous  and  unjustifiable  power 
would  be  given  to  the  Executive.  But  it 
might  be  said  that  the  Judges,  by  whom 
the  sentence  would  be  determined,  would 
be  able  to  ascertain  the  characters  of  the 
accused  parties.  But  such  investigations 
could  not  be  conducted  publicly;  and  while, 
on  the  one  hand,  it  would  not  be  difficult 
in  Ireland  for  a  person  who  was  really 
guilty  to  bring  forward  witnesses  who 
would  give  him  an  excellent  character ;  on 
the  other  hand,  if  it  was  detennined  that 
an  innocent  person  should  be  sacrificed,  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  render  his  guilt 
apparent.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
character  was  merely  a  matter  of  opinion, 
and  the  province  of  Judges  was  not  to  try 
questions  of  opinion,  but  matters  of  fact. 
Under  the  proposed  law,  any  man,  how- 
ever harmless  and  innocent,  might,  on  the 
secret  statement  of  a  person  who  might  be 
misinformed,  perhaps  malicious  —  made 
without  the  accused  person  having  any 
opportunity  of  contradicting  it — ^be  con- 
demned to  the  very  severest  punishment ; 
and  his  famOy,  and  all  dependent  upon  him, 
might  be  involved  in  the  deepest  distress. 
What  were  the  grounds  of  suspicion  on 
which  a  man  was  to  be  subjected  to  this 
punishment  ?  Was  it  to  be  deemed  a  sus- 
picious circumstance  that  a  man  who  had 
been  treated  with  extreme  harshness  by 
his  landlord,  had  expressed  a  strong  feeling 
on  the  subject  ?  Was  it  to  be  considered 
a  suspicious  circumstance  that  a  man  who 
had  been  the  victim  of  the  clearance  sys- 
tem, which  he  (Earl  Grey)  was  afraid  was 
still  continued  in  Ireland,  should  hare  ex- 
pressed himself  with  some  warmth  towards 
his  landlord  ?  Was  such  a  man  Id  be  sus- 
pected of  a  connivance  at  those  agrarian 
outrages  which  were  committed  in  Ireland, 
or  of  being  connected  with  those  midnight 
legislators  who  took  upon  themselves  to 
redress  grievances  in  that  country  ?  But 
although  a  man  might  be  entirely  innocent 
of  any  connexion  of  this  kind,  or  of  any 
intention  to  injure  his  landlord,  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  measure  now  before 
them  ?  If  a  man  had  been  ejectiMl  by  his 
landlord  from  a  small  farm  which  he  had 
greatly  improved,  and  for  which  improve- 
ments he  obtained  no  compensation  when 
he  was  turned  out — if  he  were  made  a  vic- 
tim of  the  clearance  system,  which  had  not 
as  yet  been  discontinued  in  Ireland,  and 
expressed  himself  strongly  in  consequence 
of  this  treatment,  would  not  those  be  called 
*'8aspieioaa  eircumstances"  againsl  the 
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man  who  had  heen  so  oppressed  ?    Might 
he  not  he  strongly  suspected,  and  perhaps 
not  without  reason,  of  allying  himself  with 
midnight  legislators,  and  thus,  the  man 
heing  innocent,  might,  under  those  '*  sus- 
picious   circumstances,"  he   transported, 
because  he  had  heen  the  victim  of  gross 
oppression  and    tyranny?      If   he  were 
treated  as  he  (Earl  Grey)  had  descrihed, 
and  gave  vent  to  those  feelings  which 
would  naturally  arise  in  the  hreast  of  any 
man  who  had  heen  so   dealt  with,  that 
would  he  reckoned  ample  reason  for  sus- 
picion, and  hecause  he  had  heen  the  victim 
of  oppression  he  might  he  transported.    He 
(Earl  Grey)  would  ask,  also,  upon  whose 
report  a  Judge  was  to  determine  whether 
the  character  of  an  accused  person  ren- 
dered it  necessary  that  the  punishment  of 
transportation  should  he  inflicted?      He 
hoped  not  upon  that  of  the  police  ;  for  he 
was  persuaded  that  a  power  of  that  kind 
was  liahle  to  he  fearfully  ahused,  and  to 
lead  to  most  cruel  oppression.     It  was  no- 
torious that,  in  former  times,  the  powers 
possessed  by  the  police  were  abused  for 
their  own  purposes  ;  and  if  such  a  system 
were  tolerated,    he    had  no  doubt  that 
similar  abuses  would  again  occur.     The 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  no  better  means  than 
the  Judges  possessed  of  ascertaining  a 
man's  character ;   and  if  a  person  was 
hurried  from  the  prison  to  the  dock,  he 
had  little  chance  of  establishing  his  cha- 
racter, or  of  disproving  the  charges  made 
against  him,  though  he  might  be  innocent. 
How  was  a  man  sentenced  under  this  Bill 
to  appeal  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  re- 
dress ?     Ho  was  therefore  opposed  to  so 
severe  a  sentence  being  fixed  for  the  com- 
mission of  such  an  offence ;  and  he  doubted 
whether  such  severity  was  not  likely  to 
defeat  their  object.     What,  he  asked,  was 
at  the  bottom  of  this  system  of  agrarian 
outrage?      They  all  knew  that,  unfortu- 
nately, it  was  the  rooted  animosity  of  the 
people  to  the  law,  and  the  administrators 
of  the  law.     From  long  ages  of  past  mis- 
government  they  had  been  taught  to  re- 
gard, until  lately  at  all  events,  with  too 
much  justice,   the  law   as   their  enemy. 
They  were  told  upon  high  authority,  that 
there  was  one  law  in  Ireland  for  the  rich, 
and  another  for  the  poor.     They  did  not 
forget  that  state  of  things — they  knew 
that  formerly,  if  not  now,  the  law  existed 
not  for  the    protection   of    the  humbler 
classes,  hut  to  oppress  and  degrade  them  ; 
and  unfortunately  they  had  not,  with  the 
change  of  chrcumstances,  unlearnt  the  les- 


son which  long  lessons  of  misgovemment 
had  taught  them.  Before  they  could  en- 
act any  permanent  improvement  in  Ire- 
land, they  must  eradicate  that  lesson  from 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people,  and  must 
teach  them  that  the  law  existed  not  to 
coerce  and  oppress  them,  but  to  protect 
them  and  promote  their  welfare  ;  and  he 
would  ask  whether  they  were  likely  to  be 
taught  that  lesson  by  such  a  measure  as 
this  ?  He,  therefore,  should  propose,  that 
at  the  end  of  the  16th  Clause  these  words 
should  be  added — 

"  And  upon  being  convicted  thereof  shall  he 
liable  to  be  imprisoned,  ynth  or  without  hard  la- 
hour,  for  any  term  not  exceeding  one  year." 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  his  noble 
Friend  appeared  to  have  made  one  funda- 
mental mistake  in  the  whole  of  his  argu- 
ment. Ho  appeared  to  treat  this  Bill  as 
directed  against  the  peasantry  of  Ireland ; 
whereas  it  was  intended  for  a  directly  op- 
posite purpose — ^for  their  protection  and 
security.  He  admitted  its  apparent  ine- 
quality of  justice,  and  that  the  punishment 
appeared  enormous  for  so  small  an  offence; 
but  why  had  such  a  measure  been  so  re- 
peatedly enacted?  Because  it  was  found 
impossible  to  carry  the  law  into  effect  with- 
out some  such  provision ;  and  often  as  it 
had  been  enacted,  he  had  never  yet  heard 
a  single  instance  of  one  of  those  hardships 
which  his  noble  Friend  thought  would  be 
the  inevitable  consequences  of  it.  But  he 
would  appeal  from  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend  to  the  speech  of  the  late  Earl  Grey, 
when  he  introduced  the  Coercion  Act  of 
1833.  That  noble  Earl  depicted  in  strong 
terms  the  harshness  of  its  provisions  ;  but 
he  drew  an  inference  very  different  from 
that  which  had  been  drawn  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  was  quite  sure  that  the  Bill  of 
1833  contained  much  more  stringent  provi- 
sions than  the  proposed  measure.  He 
should,  therefore,  support  the  proposed 
BUL 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  there  was  no 
such  provision  in  that  Act,  but  there  was 
one  making  the  intimidation  of  witnesses  a 
transportable  offence. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  his 
impression  was,  that  the  Act  of  1833  did 
not  contain  a  provision  similar  to  the  one 
in  question. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW :  But  it  con- 
tained one  infinitely  more  stringent,  and 
that  Bill  was  at  least  efficacious. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  as  allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  Act  of  1833,  and  as 
he  had,  from  the  circumstances  of  bis  being 
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Mr.  COWPER  said,  that  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  ;  and  he  trusted, 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  statement, 
that  there  would  he  an  investigation  into 
the  truth  of  the  reports. 

SiA  B.  PEEL  repeated  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  our  Consul  at  Warsaw  that  the 
report  was  unfounded,  or  grossly  exag- 
gerated; and  that  he  understood  it  was  the 
mtention  of  the  Emperor  to  cause  an  in- 
vestigation to  be  made  into  the  truth  of 
the  report. 

Mr.  T.  S.  BUNCOMBE  said,  that 
when  the  Emperor  of  Russia  was  in  this 
country,  the  Parliament  agreed  to  an  Ad- 
dress to  Her  Majesty,  expressing  their 
gratification  that  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
had  come  to  this  country,  at  great  personal 
inconvenience,  to  visit  Her  Majesty,  and 
expressing  a  hope  that  the  opportunity 
would  he  taken  to  improve  the  amicable 
rehitionB  between  Russia  and  this  country. 
The  people  of  England  hoped  that  they 
should  be  able  to  ascertain  whether  these 
atrocities  had  taken  place  or  not.  He 
was  sorry  to  find  that  the  case  of  the  An- 
dover  Union  had  been  mixed  up  with  the 
atrocities  committed  upon  the  nuns  at 
Minsk.  The  English  Parliament  had  in- 
stituted inquiries  into  the  state  of  the  An- 
dover  Union;  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  hear  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  in- 
stituting inquiries  into  the  atrocities  per- 
petrated upon  the  nuns  of  Minsk.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  hear  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
the  statements  which  had  appeared  in  the 
public  organs  of  intelligence,  instead  of 
there  being  *'  exaggeration,"  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  callod  it,  in  these  state- 
ments: and  he  hoped  that  on  a  future 
day  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  in  a 
position  to  give  them  more  authentic  in- 
formation on  the  subject  than  it  was  now  in 
his  power  to  afford. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  that  however  de- 
sirable  it  might  be  to  abstain  from  all  in- 
terference in  the  internal  affairs  of  foreign 
countries,  such  had  undoubtedly  not  been 
the  policy  of  Great  Britain  in  reference  to 
the  slave  trade. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  reminded  the  House 
of  an  occasion  on  which  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him  (Mr.  T.  Buncombe)  had  suc- 
cessfully appealed  to  their  sympathies  ;  he 
alluded  to  the  case  of  his  noble  Friend 
Prince  Polignao;  and  yet  the  French  nation 
and  Government,  whoso  sensitiveness  was 
proverbial*  far  from  resenttng  our  interfer* 


ence,  in  deference  to  our  representations 
and  the  dictates  of  humanity,  liberated  that 
noble  man  and  his  fellow  Ministers.  Con- 
sidering that  on  the  will  of  the  Russian  Au- 
tocrat the  destinies  of  so  many  of  our  fel- 
low creatures  depended,  he  thought  that  no- 
thing would  be  worthy  of  that  House  than 
to  adopt  a  course  of  dignified  supplication. 
It  was  impossible  to  believe  that  no  foun- 
dation existed  for  the  reports  and  state- 
ments circulated  abroad ;  he  trusted  how- 
ever that,  for  the  future  at  least,  a  more 
temperate  policy  would  be  pursued  by  the 
Russian  authorities,  and  that  the  magna- 
nimity of  the  Emperor  would  mitigate  that 
persecuting  spirit  which  it  was  always  so 
difficult  to  restrain.  The  persecution  of 
the  Basilian  nuns  was  not  directed,  as  had 
been  supposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  another  place, 
against  the  professors  of  a  new  form  of 
faith  :  they  belonged  to  the  United  Greek 
Church,  who  accepted  and  had  always 
used  the  Greek  ritual,  though  in  commu- 
nion with  the  Church  of  Rome,  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  Syrian,  Coptic  and 
Armenian  Churches  followed  their  respec- 
tive rituals,  although  acknowledging  the 
supremacy  of  the  See  of  St.  Peter.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  expressing  a 
hope  that  the  union  of  the  two  Churches 
contemplated  and  almost  realized  by  the 
Council  of  Florence,  might  one  day  be  ac- 
complished. It  had  been  frequently  re- 
marked, that  the  less  men  differed  the 
more  they  disagreed ;  that  had  unfortu- 
nately been  the  case  as  regarded  the 
Schismatic  and  the  Catholic  or  United 
Greek,  who  differed  in  but  few  points  of 
doctrine ;  meanwhile  he  (Mr.  P.  Howard) 
trusted  that  the  Czar  would  interpose  his 
authority,  and  stay  the  hand  of  religious 
persecution  raised  against  so  many  of  the 
subjects  of  his  vast  empire. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

House  adjourned. 
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convenient  conrse  he  conld  pursue  would 
be  to  explain  the  Amendments  intended  to 
be  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Groyernment, 
and  afterwards  to  state  his  views  of  the 
various  Amendments  proposed  by  different 
noble  Lords.  The  first  Amendment  which 
he  intended,  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  ask  their  Lordships'  concurrence 
in,  had  been  suggested  to  him  by  a  noble 
Lord  a  Member  of  the  other  House  of  Par^ 
liament.  The  effect  of  it  would  be  to  give 
the  Bill,  in  some  degree,  a  retrospective 
effect,  by  enabling  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
charge  on  a  district  already  proclaimed 
under  the  existing  law  the  expenses  of 
the  supernumerary  police  now  employed 
there.  The  second  Amendment  was  to 
Clause  17,  for  the  purpose  of  including 
tea  and  coffee-shops  in  the  operation  of 
the  clause  ;  for  he  saw  no  reason  why 
places  where  tea  and  coffee,  though 
not  malt  liquors  and  spirits,  were  sold, 
should  be  exempted  from  visits  of  the 
police.  The  next  was  a  proviso  that  all 
offences  under  this  Act  should  be  tried  at 
assizes  of  Oyer  and  Terminer,  or  general 
gaol  delivery.  He  now  came  to  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  The  first 
propoaed  that  no  proclamation  of  a  district 
should  take  place  until  application  had 
been  made  for  that  purpose  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  three  justices  of  the  peace 
for  the  same  county,  in  a  form  provided. 
But  to  him  (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  it 
appeared  that  where  arbitrary  power  was 
vested  in  the  Executive  Government,  it 
was  better  that  the  whole  and  undivided 
responsibility  for  the  exercise  of  such 
power  should  bo  left  on  the  Executive, 
There  were  official  reports  made  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  daily  of  the  outrages 
committed  in  every  part  of  Ireland;  and  he 
thought,  therefore,  the  power  alluded  to 
should  be  confined  solely,  and  without  any 
intervention,  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He 
did  not  propose,  therefore,  to  adopt  that 
Amendment,  or  to  introduce  another  in  its 
place.  With  respect  to  the  next  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  he  should 
be  most  anxious  to  introduce  some  provi- 
sion to  carry  into  effect  the  spirit  at  least 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  As  the  Bill  stood  at  pre- 
sent, an  individual  who  was  taken  into 
custody  by  the  police,  being  out  of  his 
House  between  the  hours  of  sunset  and 
sunrise  in  a  proclaimed  district,  must  re- 
main in  custody  until  he  was  delivered  in 
due  course  of  law.  The  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice's Amendment  went  to  give  the  magis- 


trate, before  whom  he  was  to  be  taken  be* 
fore  noon  the  next  day,  the  power  of  dis- 
missing him  if  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
reasons  he  gave  for  being  out  of  his  House, 
or  if  not  of  committing  him  to  gaoL  But 
that,  it  appeared  to  him,  would  place  the 
magistrate  in  a  very  invidious  situation. 
In  all  probability  the  magistrate  would  be 
either  the  landlord  or  the  near  neighbour 
of  the  person  arrested,  and  he  would  be 
loth  to  take  on  himself  the  responsibility  of 
committing  a  man,  if  he  could  give  any- 
thing like  a  plausible  excuse  for  his  having 
been  out.  But  it  was  intended  that  petty 
sessions  should  be  held  once  a  week  at 
least  in  every  proclaimed  barony :  he 
thought  it  better  that  such  a  prisoner 
should  be  brought  before  the  petty  sessions, 
and  that  the  magistrates  at  such  petty 
sessions  might  liberate,  or  bail,  or  commit 
to  gaol  these  offenders  when  brought  before 
them.  These  were  aU  the  Amendments  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice;  and  when  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  saw  the  Amendments  of 
the  Government,  he  (the  Earl  of  St.  Ger- 
mans) could  not  help  thinking  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  see  that  in  spirit, 
if  not  in  letter,  they  embodied  the  objects 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  in  view. 
With  respect  to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Brougham) 
respecting  the  change  of  venue,  he  (the 
Earl  of  St.  Germans)  must  say  he  hoped 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  withdraw 
it,  and  bring  the  subject  forward  in  a  ge- 
neral and  comprehensive  form,  providing 
for  the  removal  of  the  venue  both  in 
cases  of  misdemeanors  and  of  felonies. 
In  cases  of  felonies  the  prisoner  had  the 
right  of  challenge,  but  not  in  those  of 
misdemeanors;  of  the  two,  therefore,  a 
power  of  changing  the  venue  was  more 
wanted  in  the  former,  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  did  not  provide  for,  than 
in  the  latter,  which  he  did.  It  was 
well  known  that  the  main  difficulty  in  Go- 
vernment trials  in  Ireland  was  tiie  pro** 
curing  of  witnesses.  No  change  of  venue 
could  secure  the  personal  safety  of  a  wit« 
ness.  On  his  return  to  his  home  he  would 
be  subject  to  the  same  ill  wiU  as  if  the 
cause  had  been  tried  at  his  own  county 
town.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would  consent  to  bring  in 
some  general  and  comprehensive  Bill.  Now, 
with  respect  to  the  Amendments  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Grey),  the  object 
of  the  first  was  to  deprive  the  Judges  of  the 
power  of  transportation  for  being  out  after 
the  hours  proscribed  in  the  Bill.      The 
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persisted  in  adhering  to  them,  and  the  re* 
suit  had  justified  his  anticipations,  for  not 
one  single  man  had  been  tried  under  those 
court-martial  clauses,  the  terror  produced 
by  seeing  the  Government  resolved  to  do 
its  duty  in  protecting  life  and  property 
having  rendered  it  unnecessary  to  put  them 
in  operation. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
wished  it  to  be  imderstood  distinctly  that 
in  voting  for  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and 
against  the  Amendment,  he  did  not  mean 
to  express  his  approbation  of  the  Bill  gene- 
rally. He  thought  it  extremely  iU- drawn 
and  ill-contrived;  and  if  its  duration  were 
not  very  much  modified,  he  should  reserve 
to  himself  the  right  of  voting  against  it 
upon  the  third  reading.  But  if  Ireland 
was  to  have  a  Bill  in  the  nature  of  a  Coer- 
cion Bill — a  temporary  Bill,  in  which  view 
alone  he  supported  it — ^that  invested  extra- 
ordinary powers  in  the  Government  beyond 
the  Constitution,  he  must  certainly  support 
the  clause,  for  if  it  were  thrown  out,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  arm  the  Govern- 
ment with  powers  beyond  the  common  and 
permanent  law.  He  understood  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  pretend  to  call  for  the 
powers  of  this  Bill,  except  for  a  limited 
time,  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  a  most  dan- 
gerous state  of  things;  and  in  this  view  he 
supported  the  clause.  Was  it,  he  would 
ask,  teaching  the  people  to  respect  the  law 
to  let  them,  year  after  year,  see  that  by 
combinations  they  could  defeat  the  law, 
and  that  those  who  were  inclined  to  ob- 
serve it  might  be  murdered  or  injured  with 
impunity  by  those  who  so  combined  ?  The 
Legislature  must  show  there  were  powers 
in  the  Constitution  which  from  time  to  time 
might  be  exhibited  with  extraordinary 
rigour,  and  that  the  legitimate  authorities 
were  able  to  vindicate  their  power  when 
necessary.  His  noble  Friend  who  moved 
the  Amendment  laboured,  throughout  all 
his  speech,  under  a  mistake.  When  illus- 
trating his  argument,  he  drew  on  his  ima- 
gination for  a  picture  of  what  he  called  a 
victim  of  **  suspicious  circumstances,*'  and 
it  was  always  the  same  picture,  of  a  man 
ejected  from  land,  and  this  man  directing 
Ms  mind  towards  vengeance  against  his 
landlord.  He  regretted  that  the  returns 
he  moved  for  on  a  former  evening,  were  not 
on  the  Table — ^if  they  were,  he  could  prove 
to  the  noble  Earl  that  landlords  were  not 
the  victims  of  the  assassin,  so  much  as  the 
honest  and  unoffending  peasantry.  The 
noble  Lord  who  referred  to  the  late  attempt 
made  on  the  life  of  Sir  David  Roche,  might 


have  quoted  from  a  paper  of  the  lame  date 
a  still  more  horrible  and  barbarous  attack 
on  an  honest  industrious  peasant — one  who 
had  not  the  same  means  of  defeneo  as  Sir 
David  Roche.  This  poor  man  was  at- 
tacked in  his  own  house,  horribly  maltreat- 
ed, and  sworn  to  quit  land  he  had  occupied 
for  fifty  years.  Here  there  was  no  question 
of  ejectment;  the  land  he  was  sworn  to 
give  up  possession  of  was  not  claimed  in 
any  way  by  the  miscreants  who  attacked 
him;  but  those  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  state  of  the  country  would  ask  no  bet- 
ter proof  of  the  man's  honesty  than  this 
murderous  assault.  He  was  not  assaulted 
because  he  took  land  over  the  head  of  others 
— ^but  because  he  had  honestly  resisted  all 
attempts  to  induce  him  to  join  the  illegal 
combinations  that  were  now  the  curse  of 
the  country.  The  taking  away  of  arms  was 
another  class  of  offences  exclusively  directed 
against  the  lower  orders.  Some  noble 
Lords  had  argued  upon  this  measure  as  if 
it  were  intended  to  be  the  law  all  over  Ire- 
land; but  they  must  recollect  it  was  only 
for  those  districts  in  which  no  wise  or  ho- 
nest man  would  be  out  after  sunset.  It 
would  certainly  be  much  better  in  his  opin* 
ion  if  the  transportations  were  limited  for 
seven  years;  but  the  best  effects  of  this 
measure  would  be,  that  it  would  inspire  the 
well-disposed  honest  people  of  the  country 
with  confidence  in  the  ruling  powers,  and 
the  evil-doers  with  terror.  If  the  Govern* 
ment  had  answered  in  a  firm  tone  at  an 
earlier  period  to  the  remonstrances  made  to 
them  on  the  subject  of  agrarian  crime, 
there  would  have  been  no  cause  for  this 
Bill;  but  they  had  shown  too  much  vacilla- 
tion, too  much  reliance  upon  what  was  called 
the  ordinary  course  of  the  law;  and  it  had 
been  made  a  boast,  more  than  once,  that 
the  ordinary  law  had  been  maintained  in 
Ireland.  The  language,  in  answer  to  those 
remonstrances  should  have  be^i,  ''We 
wish  to  r^ress  crime  if  we  can  under  or- 
dinary circumstances;  but  let  it  be  known 
to  honest  men  they  shall  be  supported,  and 
to  dishonest  men  they  shall  be  punished  by 
a  rigour  beyond  the  power  of  the  common 
law."  If  that  lantruage  had  been  held  at 
the  nroper  time.  V  ^t  deal  of  crime 
would  have  been  prevented.  Under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  the  clause  now  under 
discussion  was  the  clause  alone  that  would 
make  the  Bill  of  any  value. 

Lord  COTTENHAM  would  give  his 
support  to  the  Bill,  if  a  limitation  was  given 
to  its  existence,  because  he  thought  this  was 
notiuBg  more  than  an  extraordinary  ezpe« 
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dient  to  meet  an  extraordinary  occasion. 
He  understood  that  the  Amendments  pro- 
posed limited  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  a 
certain  period;  and  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  such  a  proposal  was  favourahly  re- 
ceived with  regard  to  the  clauses  which 
made  it  a  crime  for  a  man  to  he  out  he- 
tween  simset  and  sunrise,  unless  he  could 
giye  a  satisfactory  account  that  he  was  not 
out  for  an  unlawful  purpose.  It  was  un- 
douhtedly  a  great  restriction  upon  the 
liherty  of  the  suhject,  for  him  to  be  com- 
pelled, under  a  penalty  of  transportation, 
to  remain  in  his  house  during  these  hours; 
hut  still,  from  what  he  had  heard  of  the 
state  of  Ireland,  he  was  not  disposed  to  say 
that  these  restrictions  were,  in  many  cases, 
imposed  imnecessarily.  The  present  was 
a  measure  of  precaution,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent persons  from  perpetrating  crime;  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  punishment  to 
he  inflicted  for  a  violation  of  it  must  be 
limited  by  the  consideration  of  what  was 
necessary  to  enforce  it,  and  you  would  not 
be  justified  in  carrying  it  further.  It  was 
impossible  to  deny  that  if  this  Bill  passed, 
and  a  proclamation  came  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  that  a  man  who  was  out 
of  his  house  before  or  after  a  certain  hour 
would  be  guilty  of  an  offence;  for  it 
was  an  offence  to  violate  the  law,  and 
to  disobey  an  Act  of  Parliament.  But 
he  might  have  no  criminal  intentions 
connected  with  the  offences  under  this 
law,  and  thus  this  offence  was  capable  of 
every  possible  gradation.  The  man  might 
be  almost  innocent,  or  he  might  be  very 
guilty.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  considered  that  a  great 
improvement  had  been  made  by  the  intro- 
duction of  the  words  "under  suspicious 
circumstances,"  into  the  measure.  He 
(Lord  Cottenham)  approved  of  the  clause 
as  it  stood  ;  hut  at  the  same  time  he  must 
observe,  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  for 
a  man  to  show  he  was  out  upon  justifiable 
and  lawful  grounds  ;  and  this  difficulty 
constituted  one  of  the  greatest  objections 
which  he  felt  to  the  Bill.  He  believed, 
however,  that  no  man  convicted  under  this 
Bill  would  ever  be  transported,  because 
the  Judges  of  Ireland  would  not  exercise 
their  power,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
the  fullest  extent.  If  men  were  trans- 
ported under  this  Bill,  it  would  be  because 
they  were  persons  whom  it  might  be 
thought  expedient  to  get  rid  of  on  account 
of  their  character  in  other  respects  ;  but  if 
they  were  not  transported  at  all,  there 
could  not  be  a  greater  wrong  than  to  haye 


the  power.  The  terror  of  it,  it  was  said, 
would  produce  a  good  effect — an  argument 
which  might  induce  their  Lordships  to 
grant  any  power  that  might  be  asked  for  ; 
but  the  power  given  in  the  Bill  of  trans- 
portation ought  not  to  be  given  unless  it 
was  intended  to  be  exercised.  And  al- 
though he  thought  the  words  "  imder  sus- 
picious circiunstances "  were  properly  in- 
troduced, he  contended  that  what  consti- 
tuted a  suspicious  circumstance  ought  to  be 
designated.  He  thought  it  would  answer 
all  the  purposes  of  the  Bill,  in  suppressing 
outrage  in  Ireland,  if  a  man  heing  out  of 
his  house  before  or  after  the  hours,  was 
convicted  under  this  clause,  was  detained 
in  custody — he  cared  not  where — ^for  ft 
given  time ;  but  he  thought  the  term  sug- 
gested by  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey) 
was  too  short.  The  period  which  he  pro- 
posed of  one  year  ought  to  he  extended  to 
two  or  even  to  three  years.  This  length- 
ened imprisonment  would  operate  to  pre- 
vent outrage  and  crime ;  hut  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  so  severe  and  dispro- 
portionate a  punishment,  for  such  an  of- 
fence, as  transportation,  would  defeat  its 
own  objects,  and  shock  those  who  wished 
punishment  to  bear  some  proportion  to  the 
offence. 

Lord  MONTEAGLB  claimed  to  pos- 
sess a  little  more  knowledge  of  the  position 
and  circumstances  of  Ireland,  with  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  than  either  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Lord  Cottenham),  or  his  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (Earl  Grey) ;  and 
with  this  knowledge,  nothing  but  the 
strongest  sense  of  duty  could  have  brought 
him  to  support  the  measure  now  hefore  the 
House.  If  he  erred  in  supporting  a  mea- 
sure which  was  objected  to  as  unconstitu- 
tional, and  stigmatized  as  severe,  he  had 
the  good  fortune  of  erring  with  some  of 
the  best  and  wisest  men  that  Ireland  had 
produced — those  who  were  most  attached 
to  popular  institutions,  and  most  strenuous 
in  the  defence  of  civil  liberty.  He  could 
not  approach  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion as  if  this  was  a  BiU  which  had  now 
been  proposed  for  the  first  time.  He 
would  remind  the  House  of  the  Insurrec- 
tion Act.  He  remembered  that  Lord 
Plunkett,  a  warm  friend  of  liberty,  de- 
fended the  Insurrection  Act.  Not  only 
when  in  office  did  that  noble  Lord  proposer 
it,  but  out  of  office  he  warmly  justified  and 
maintained  it :  and  his  (Lord  Monteagle's) 
late  lamented  friend,  Sir  John  Newport^ 
who  was  ever  foremost  in  defending  Irish 
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interests,  took  the  same  course,  not  merely 
in  office,  but  in  opposition.  With  a  gene- 
rous tone  of  justice,  they  stood  forward  to 
share  the  unpopularity  and  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  Government  that  had  performed 
its  duty  towards  the  population  of  Ireland; 
aoid  they  gave  to  an  adverse  Ministry  the 
s^me  strenuous  support  which  they  would 
l^ave  given,  on  such  a  measure,  to  their  own 
friends.  But  the  greatest  name  of  all  re- 
mained to  be  mentioned.  He  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle)  knew  with  regard  to  this  very  mea- 
sure, that  at  the  height  of  his  popularity — 
nay,  at  the  hazard  of  his  life — Mr.  Henry 
Grattan,  the  creator  of  Irish  independence, 
the  supporter  of  Irish  liberty,  the  friend 
and  leader  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
of  the  privileges  of  the  Irish  Parliament — 
had  no  hesitation  in  giving  his  uncom- 
promising support  to  a  measure  infinitely 
stronger,  more  unconstitutional,  and  more 
repulsive  to  all  the  doctrines  wisely  laid 
down  for  ordinary  occasions,  than  the  pre- 
sent. Their  Lordships  were  to  consider 
that  the  Bill  they  were  now  called  upon  to 
discuss  was  not  to  be  perpetual;  that  it  was 
an  exception  to  the  ordinary  course  of  le- 
gislation: and  that  they  were  dealing  with 
an  exceptional  case.  Every  day  added  to 
the  catalogue  of  crime  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  alluded.  Their  Lordships  no 
doubt  felt  a  reluctance  in  referring  to  this 
subject,  and  still  more  to  the  impunity 
with  which  crime  was  perpetrated  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  would,  nevertheless,  take  the 
liberty  of  calling  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  that  subject.  He  wished  to  remind  the 
House  that  that  impunity  did  not  arise 
from  any  indifference  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  people  with  regard  to  the  crimes 
committed.  No  such  indifference  existed 
among  them;  but  they  were  prevented 
by  intimidation  from  aiding  in  the  suppres- 
uon  of  these  crimes.  It  was  said  that  the 
Irish  people  did  not  come  forward  to  give 
evidence  or  to  act  as  jurors ;  but  since  the 
days  of  Sir  John  Davis,  who  told  them 
that  no  people  were  greater  lovers  of  jus- 
tice than  the  Irish  people,  down  to  the 
present  time,  they  were  never  accused  of 
having  a  desire  to  encourage  the  perpe- 
tration of  crime;  but  when  they  asked  them 
to  come  forward  at  the  hazard  of  their 
lives,  and  of  everything  that  was  dear  to 
them  in  life,  they  expected  more  than  could 
be  got  from  any  individual.  The  upper 
classes  were  comparatively  safe  in  exerting 
themselves  for  the  suppression  of  crime, 
but  the  poor  were  not  safe  ;  and  he  there- 
fore woidd  say,  that  the  present  Bill  was 


properly  entitled,  "A  Bill  for  the  Protec- 
tion of  Life  and  Property,"  because  there 
was  at  present  no  adequate  protection  for 
either  in  that  country.  His  noble  Friend 
declared  that  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
punishment  being  fixed  under  this  Act  for 
one  year,  or  for  two  or  three  years.  But 
he  would  put  it  to  the  House,  if  a  punish- 
ment of  three  years  were  to  be  imposed  for 
such  offences,  what  became  of  all  the  argu- 
ments used  by  his  noble  friends,  or  of  their 
alleged  love  of  justice  ?  If  the  penalty  in- 
flicted by  the  Bill,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
were  so  very  unjust,  and  if  in  its  stead  a 
punishment  of  imprisonment  for  three  years 
were  to  be  a  proper  regulation  to  adopt, 
what  then  became  of  nine-tenths,  ay,  or 
of  ninety-nine  hundredths,  or  of  nine  hun- 
dred and  ninety-nine  thousandth  parts  of 
the  arguments  of  his  noble  Friend  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  ?  But  he  would  meet 
the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend  in  re- 
spect to  the  substitution  of  punishment,  by 
asking  which  penalty  was  more  likely  to 
be  effectual  ?  He  would  reject  the  pro- 
posal of  his  noble  Friend  as  one  which  ^ 
whiie  it  was  infinitely  more  cruel  to  the  in- 
dividual— [**  No,  no"] — ^he  would  main- 
tain that  an  imprisonment  for  three  years 
would  be  more  cruel  as  a  punishment  for 
the  offence,  than  the  other  penalty  proposed 
to  be  adopted,  while  it  would  be  also  less 
effectual  as  a  preventive  of  crime.  The 
present  Bill  was  the  mildest  and  the  least 
unconstitutional  measure  of  the  kind  that 
had  ever  been  submitted  to  Parliament  to 
meet  such  an  evil;  and  in  corroboration  of 
this  fact,  he  might  observe,  that  the  Bill 
which  had  been  supported  by  Mr.  Grattan, 
authorized  the  trial  of  parties  offending 
against  its  provisions  before  a  bench  of 
magistrates,  and  without  the  intervention 
of  a  jury.  Surely  that  was  a  more  objec- 
tionable enactment  than  the  present  Bill, 
which  fixed  the  trial  to  take  place  before  a 
Judge  of  the  land,  and  with  the  aid  of  a  jury. 
But  another  important  consideration  was, 
that  the  man  who  was  disposed  to  outrage 
would,  after  an  imprisonment  of  three 
years,  come  out  a  perfect  adept  in  crime, 
to  be  again  let  loose  among  his  former  as- 
sociates :  and,  taken  in  this  point  of  view, 
it  was  absm'd  to  suppose  that  transporta- 
tion would  not  be  a  better  remedy  than 
imprisonment.  Such  a  person,  by  being 
removed  altogether  from  his  guilty  associ- 
ates, would  cease  to  be  mischievous  by  his 
removal  to  a  convict  settlement.  He  did 
not  pretend  to  say  that,  on  many  occasions, 
when  Insurrection  Acta  were  in  force  in 
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Ireland,  there  might  not  have  heen  cases 
of  abuse  under  them.     In  fact,   it  was 
scarcely  possible  to  imagine  the  adminis- 
tration of  any  law  of  great  severity  without 
some  abuses  taking  place;  but  he  would 
say  this,  that  having  been  connected  with 
a  county  in  Ireland  in  which  Insurrection 
Acts  had  imfortunatey  been  in  force  during 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  periods  of  their 
existence  in   that  country,  he  had  never 
heard  of  a  single  case  there  in  which  the 
powers  conferred  by  these  Acts  had  been 
applied  to  improper  purposes.     While  he 
supported  this  BiU — a  measure  intended 
to  be  local  in  its  application,  and  tempo- 
rary in  its  duration — he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  wojild  be  sorry  to  trust  to  an  Insur- 
rection Act,  or  to  any  such  measure,  for 
improving  permanently  the  state  of  Ire- 
land.    They  should  look  to  a  totally  dif- 
ferent class  of  measures  to  effect  that  ob- 
ject; but  these  measures  of  improvement 
ought  in  his  opinion  to  be  kept  totally  dis- 
tinct from   the   present   Bill,  because,   if 
both  were  brought  forward  at  the  same 
time,  they  would  raise  the  inference  in  the 
minds  of  many,  that  the  acts  of  outrage 
which  they  wished  to  suppress  had  some 
justification,  or  were  connected  with  evils 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  Parliament  to 
prevent.     He  had  no  inclination  to   sup- 
port any  measure  calculated  to  diminish  the 
liberty  of  the  people;  but  feeling,  as  he 
did,  that  the  greater  punishment  was  more 
likely  to  prove  the  better  remedy  for  the 
evil,  he  wished,  in  giving  his  vote  against 
the  Amendment,  to  guard  against  miscon- 
ception, and  at  the  same  time  to  take  his 
fuU  share,  as  an  individual  Member  of  Par- 
liament,  of  the  responsibility  of  such  a 
measure. 

Lord  LANGDALE  said,  the  greater 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Amendment,  referred  to  the 
pnnciple  of  the  Bill,  to  which  nobody  ob- 
jected, and  seemed  to  be  founded  on  the 
supposition  that  the  Amendment  had  been 
brought  forward  with  the  intention  of  ob- 
structing the  measure,  which  none  of  those 
noble  Lords  by  whom  the  Amendment  was 
supported  had  any  intention  of  doing. 
There  was  no  question  as  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill;  and  he  hoped  they  had  not  got 
to  such  a  state  of  things,  that  any  attempt 
to  improve  a  BiU  was  to  be  regarded  as  an 
attempt  to  obstruct  its  progress.  Had  any 
one  doubted  the  necessity  of  employing  an 
extraordinary  remedy  for  the  evils  against 
which  they  had  to  provide  ?  Under  the 
circumstances  in  which  Ireland  was  placed, 


it  became  necessary  to  take  certain  precau- 
tions, and  to  make  it  an  offence  to  appear 
out  of  doors  between  sunset  and  sunrise  on 
the  following  day.     Nobody  doubted  the 
necessity   of  that  precaution,   or  that  in 
adopting  it  they  were  under  the  necessity 
of  making  that  an  offence  which  in  itself, 
and  without  regard  to  this  measure,  would 
be  an  act  perfectly  innocent  in  its  nature. 
It   was  in  itself  no  offence  to  be  out  of 
doors  during  these  hours;  but  the  Uberty  of 
being  abroad  at  such  times  was  considered 
to  facilitate  the  commission  of  ofiences  of  a 
dangerous  character,  and  the  Legislature, 
therefore,  thought  proper  to  adopt  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  BiU,  and  to  make 
the  fact  of  a  person  appearing  absent  from 
his  home  after  nightfall  an  offence.    Now, 
it  was  plain  that  such  an  offence  admitted 
of  every  degree  of  aggravation.     It  was  an 
offence,  or  a  violation  of  the  law,  to  do 
that  which  the  law  forbids  to  be  done;  but 
stUl  there  might  be  such  a  justification  for 
a  person  being  absent  from  his  home,  that 
the  offence  would  be  of  the  most  trivial 
kind;  whereas,  on  the  other  hafid,  it  might 
be  aggravated  to  the  greatest  extent.   The 
question  then  arose,  was  there  to  be  one 
law  and  one  punishment,  subject  alone  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
case,  for  these  different  degrees  of  offence  ? 
It  was  said  that  the  punishment  of  trans- 
portation  for   seven   years — and   he   was 
glad  the  penalty  had  been  reduced  to  that 
extent  —  was   the   utmost   that  could   be 
imposed    under    the   Act,    and   that  any 
degree    of   punishment    under    that    was 
to  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  authori- 
ties.    Discretionary  law  was  not  very  ad- 
visable under  any  circumstances;  and  the 
Amendment  of  his   noble  Friend  simply 
was,  that,  if  there  were  no  circumstances 
of  aggravation,  they  were  not  to  exceed 
one  year's  imprisonment.     But  his  noble 
Friend  never  said  that  if  there  were  to  be 
great  aggravation   of   the   offence,   they 
might  not  go  the  whole  length  of  the  pro- 
posed penalty.     The  question  was  merely 
which  course  was  best  to  adopt,  and  which 
was  most  calculated  to  correct  the  state  of 
Ireland.     He  beUeved  they  aU  concurred 
in  the  same  object.     There  was  no  dis- 
position shown  on  the  part  of  any  noble 
Lord  to  obstruct,  or  to  place  impediments  in 
the  way  of  the  measure  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  thought  right  to  bring  forward ; 
but  his  noble  Friend  and  others  were  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  had  not  se- 
lected  the    mode    of    punishment  which 
would  be  best  on  aU  occasions ;  and  agree- 
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ing  in  that  opinion,  lie  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  would  at  once 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  his  nohle  Friend, 
who  thought  that  one  year  might  he  too 
fihort  a  period  of  imprisonment,  and  he 
would  make  it  two  years.  He  wished  to 
he  permitted  to  add,  that  among  all  the 
nohle  Lords  who  had  spoken  on  £is  ques« 
tion,  not  one  had  attempted  to  deny  that 
every  variety  in  degree  of  offences  might 
he  committed  under  the  Act. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  a 
nohle  Lord  had  reminded  him,  that  it  did 
not  appear  to  he  generally  known  whether 
ihe  Government  had  given  up  the  punish- 
ment of  fifteen  years  or  not.  He  heggcd 
to  state  that  such  was  the  fact,  and  that 
seven  years  had  heen  adopted  as  the  ex- 
treme penalty. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  would  also  wish  to  know  from  the  nohle 
Earl  what  was  the  limit  intended  to  he 
given  to  the  operation  of  the  Act  ?  When 
they  were  ahout  adopting  a  measure  of 
such  a  character,  however  necessary  it 
might  he,  it  was  most  important  that  a 
limit  should  he  fixed  to  its  duration. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  the 
nohle  Marquess  was  aware  that  the  clause 
as  printed  fixed  the  duration  of  the  Act  to 
five  years  ;  hut  hoth  he,  and,  he  helieved, 
his  nohle  and  learned  Friend  (the  Lord 
Chancellor),  would  not  have  any  insupe- 
rahle  ohjection  to  fixing  its  duration  for 
three  years,  and  tlie  end  of  the  then  exist- 
ing Session  of  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  COURTOWN  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Government  would  persevere 
in  fixing  the  continuance  of  the  Act  at 
Ave  years. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  the  Bill 
would  meet  with  great  opposition  in  an- 
other place,  and  it  might  he  impossible  to 
renew  it  hereafter.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  they  should  put  in  the  words,  "  to  the 
end  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,'' 
and  not  *'  to  the  end  of  the  then  Session 
of  Parliament." 

Lord  COTTENHAM  said,  the  Govern- 
ment, knowing  when  the  Act  would  ter- 
minate, could  apply  for  its  renewal,  if 
thought  necessary,  in  one  Session,  as  well 
as  in  the  Session  after  it. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  suggested,  that  a 
fixed  day,  say  the  1st  of  November,  1849, 
should  be  named  in  the  Bill,  because  cir- 
cumstances might  occur  to  bring  the  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament  to  a  sudden  termina- 


tion, which  would  prevent  the  subject  being 
taken  into  consideration. 

The  Earl  of  LONSDALE  begged  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  they  were  going  away 
from  the  question  immediately  before  them. 

House  divided.  For  the  Amendment : 
—  Contents  7  ;  Not  Contents  38  :  Ma- 
jority  against  the  Amendment  31. 

List  of  the  Contents. 

LORDS.  Carrington 

Cottenham  Lilford 

Campbell  Kin&aird 

Langdale  Grey 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  then 
moved  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  be 
limited  to  three  years,  ending  the  1st  of 
October,  1849. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said,  he  thought  even  three  years  too  long 
a  period ;  and  if  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  were  not  agreed  to,  he  would, 
on  the  third  reading,  vote  against  the 
Bill  altogether. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  it 
was  of  importance  that  the  House  should 
be  as  unanimous  as  possible  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  would  therefore  consent  to 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to.  Bill  passed 
through  Committee.     House  resumed. 

House  adjourned. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  6,  1846. 

Mncirnefl.]    Nbw  Writ.     For  Staflbid,  v.  the  Hon.  Swyn- 
fen  Thomu  Cunegie,  ComnUarioner  of  the  Treaiury. 

Public  Bills.— 1*-  Railway,  ftc.  Depofiti;  Out  Pension- 
ers' Payment  (Greenwich  ind  Chelsea)  s  Out  Peniionen' 
Senrieei  (Chelsea  and  Greenwich  BUI). 
S*-  MetxtipolitBn  Buildings  (No.  2);  Joint  Stock  Banks 
(Scotland  and  Ireland). 

PsTiTiONS  PBB8BNTB0.  By  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Moflhtt,  and 
Mr.  Williams,  ftom  several  places,  for  a  Total  and  Imme- 
diate Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws. — By  Mr.  Erans,  from  se- 
veral places  in  the  County  of  Derby,  against  the  proposed 
Government  Measure  respecting  Customs  and  Com  Im- 
portation.— ^By  Lord  James  Stuart,  flrom  Carpet  Weavers 
and  others  in  the  employ  of  James  Templeton,  Esq., 
Ayr,  and  by  Colonel  Thomas  Wood,  ftom  Inhabitants  and 
Katepayers  of  Chelsea,  for  Commercial  Reform. — By  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  fkom  Shipowners  of  the  Port  of  Sunderlsnd, 
for  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Timber.— By  Mr.  Hume,  from 
Guildry  Incorporation  of  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Montrose, 
in  favour  of  Burghs  (Scotland)  Bill. — By  Mr.  Hornby, 
IWim  several  places  in  the  County  of  Lancaster,  for  Limit- 
ing the  Hours  of  Labour  of  Children  and  Young  Persmis 
employed  in  Factories  to  Ten. — By  Mr.  Duncan,  ttom 
Baxter  Brothers  and  Company,  Flax  Spinners  in  Dun- 
dee, for  reftiting  Statements  respecting  lU-txeatmcnt  of 
Girls  in  Faetories. — By  Mr.  Williams,  ftom  Samuel  Gor- 
don, Esq.,  of  Aungier  Street,  Dubl'm,  for  Inquiry  into 
Injuries  perpetrated  upon  him  by  Persons  connected  with 
the  Court  of  Chaneery  in  Ireland.— By  Sir  William  Somecw 
ville,  ftotn  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Council  of  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Drogheda,  for  Encouragement  of  Meehanies'  In- 
stitutes in  Ireland.— By  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  BusfieUd,  and  Mr. 
Duncombe,  ftom  a  great  number  of  places,  against  Enrol- 
mcntof  Militia.—By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  fton  Memben 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  Garttang  Union,  for  Altera- 
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ttoa  of  the  Poor  Lsw.— By  Mr.  Young,  from  High  Sheriff 
and  Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Cavan,  in  flavour  of  the 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland)  BilL — By  Mr.  Greene,  ftom 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Leitrim,  for  Alteration  of 
Law  mpecting  Railway!  (Ireland). 

COMMERCIAL  POLICY— CUSTOMS- 
CORN  LAWS. 

House  in  Committee  on  tlie  Customs 
and  Com  Importation  Acts.  On  the  Ques- 
tion— 

"  That  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  now  payable  on  the 
importation  of  Com,  Grain,  Meal,  or  Flour,  there 
shall  be  paid  untU  the  Ut  day  of  February,  1949, 
ihefoBowing  DtOies,**  &o. — 

Mr.  W.  0.  STANLEY  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  the  following  Amend- 
ment— 

**  There  be  paid  a  fixed  Duty  of  fire  shillings 
per  quarter  upon  Wheat." 

Although  he  represented  an  agricultural 
constituency,  he  had  not  hitherto  troubled 
the  House,  hecause  he  was  desirous  of  pay- 
ing undivided  attention  to  the  arguments 
on  hoth  sides,  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
whether  he  ought  or  ought  not  to  alter  the 
opinions  he  had  always  held  on  this  suh- 
ject.  The  noble  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  had  said  on  a  late  occasion  that 
**  he  thought  the  interests  of  the  country 
were  deeply  involved  in  the  immediate, 
complete,  and  tranquil  settlement  of  the 
question."  He  cordially  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  but  he  was  prepared  to  prove 
that  not  one  of  his  three  propositions  would 
be  effected  by  the  proposed  measure.  No- 
body  would  say  that  they  would  produce 
an  immediate  settlement  of  the  question  ; 
the  vote  of  the  other  night  decided  that 
it  should  not  be  immediate.  Nor  would  it 
be  a  complete  settlement  of  the  question ; 
and  as  to  a  tranquil  settlement  of  it,  the  hon. 
Members  for  Durham  and  Wolverhampton 
had  avowed  that  they  would  continue  to 
agitate  as  long  as  any  part  of  the  present 
duty  upon  com  remained.  Looking  to  the 
future,  nobody  could  believe  that  this  would 
be  a  tranquil  settlement  of  the  question. 
With  a  view  to  bring  about  a  complete 
and  tranquil  settlement,  he  had  put  his 
Amendment  on  the  Notice-book ;  and  if  his 
arrangement  were  accepted,  he  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  the  country  would  readily 
submit  to  it.  It  would  feel  that  a  mode- 
rate fixed  duty  ought  to  be  maintained — 
that  it  would  be  a  useful  source  of  revenue, 
and  a  slight  protection  to  the  farmer,  by 
which  the  consumer  could  not  be  materi- 
ally injured.  The  noble  Lord  had  himself 
admitted  that  a  5$,  duty  upon  wheat  would 
not  raise  the  price  more  than  Is,  per  quar- 
ter.    If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 


of  the  Government  wished  to  carry  out  his 
own  proposition,  he  would  support  this 
Amendment;  and  while  he  advocated  a  10 
per  cent  duty  on  cotton,  linen,  butter, 
cheese,  &c.,  it  was  not  unreasonable  to 
expect  that  he  would  afford  the  same  degree 
of  protection  to  com :  Ss,  on  wheat,  2s,  6d, 
on  barley,  and  2s,  (or  rather  Is,  6d.,  which 
he  wished  to  substitute  in  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment)  upon  oats,  would  not  be  more 
than  equal  to  10  per  cent.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  revenue,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ought  not  lightly  to  throw  away  a 
source  of  500,000^  annually.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  himself  in  favour  of  a 
4«.  duty  for  a  limited  period;  and  why 
should  he  object  to  a  duty  of  5s.  perma- 
nently ?  He  now  appealed  to  the  formid- 
able party  opposite — ^to  the  265  Members 
who  were  fighting  a  battle  under  adverse 
circumstances,  one  of  which  was  that  they 
had  been  deserted  by  their  own  supporters. 
Would  they  refuse  to  accept  his  proposal  ? 
Would  they  not  pause  before  they  threw 
the  country  into  the  tumult  of  a  general 
election,  when  they  would  have  to  array 
their  forces  in  the  counties  to  meet  the 
League  in  the  towns  ?  If  as  a  body  they 
would  unite  with  him,  they  would  have  a 
much  better  chance  of  an  equitable  settle- 
ment than  if  they  were  to  resort  to  extreme 
measures:  they  would  then  not  only  be 
supported  by  their  own  partisans,  but  they 
would  disarm  the  powers  of  the  League. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  measure  would 
be  carried  elsewhere,  and  the  result  would 
be  continued  agitation.  lie  submitted  his 
proposition,  convinced  that  it  would  not 
only  be  a  just  and  fair  settlement  of  the 
Com  Law  question,  but  that  it  would  be 
injurious  to  no  interest  in  the  Empire. 

Colonel  WOOD  said,  that  he  had  not 
as  yet  taken  any  part  in  these  long-pro- 
tracted debates,  and  he  would  now  trespass 
for  a  short  time  on  the  House.  He  was 
sure  that  all  the  great  interests  of  tho 
country,  and  particularly  the  agricultural 
interest,  were  suffering  severely  from  the 
great  delay  that  was  taking  place  in  adopt- 
ing the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
The  whole  com  trade  was  completely  pa- 
ralysed. There  was  not  a  farmer  who  waa 
not  waiting  to  see  how  this  proposal  of  the 
right  hon  Baronet  would  be  disposed  of. 
Who  were  the  parties  connected  with  the 
agricultural  interests  who  would  most  suffer 
from  this  delay  ?  It  was  the  small  tenant- 
farmers  about  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
professed  to  be  so  much  interested.  The 
large  tenant-farmers  might  perhaps  be  able 
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to  suipend  their  sales,  but  the  imsll  teiiant- 
tarmen  must  prepare  for  their  Ladj-dsy 
rents.  Their  barley  and  their  oats  were 
already  disposed  of:  the  little  wheat  they 
had  remained  to  be  sold.  They  were  losing 
3i.  or  4>.  OD  every  quarter  of  wheat  now 
brought  to  market,  because  the  trade  was 
suspended;  and  it  was  his  £rm  belief  that 
if  this  question  were  disposed  of  we  should 
see  the  price  of  wheat  rise  instead  of  fall. 
That  was  the  first  injury  which  was  sus- 
tained by  the  email  tenant-farmer.  Now 
for  the  last.  By  the  delay  of  this 
the  price  of  com  bod  fallen — tbo  duty 
the  importation  of  foreifpi  grain  was  rising. 
Tbere  was  not  a.  ship-load  of  corn  that  ar- 
Tived  in  any  part  of  the  United  Eingdon 
that  was  not  immediately  warehoused,  and 
the  consequence  would  he  that  when  this 
measure  was  disposed  of  there  would  be  a 
large  accumulation  of  com  in  the  ware- 
houses, which  would  he  poured  out  foi 
consumption,  and  utterly  swamp  the  mar- 
ket. So  much  for  the  agricultural  interest. 
But  there  was  another  class  of  society  con- 
cerned in  a  measure  to  whioh  the  boa. 
Uember  for  Finsbury  had  alluded,  yit.,  a 
measure  to  alter  the  law  of  removal,  to 
which  the  poor  wore  now  subject.  Every 
week's  delay  in  passing  that  measure  was 
consigning  some  poor  family  to  the  Union 
workhouse  for  the  rest  of  tiieir  lives.  If 
Gentlemen  were  so  anxious  for  the  benefit 
of  their  poorer  fellow  countrymen,  let  them 
not  delay  this  measure  ;  but  let  this  ame- 
lioration of  the  law  of  settlement  travel 
witli  the  other  measure,  and  whilst  they 
were  taking  care  of  themselves,  as  som 
supposed,  let  them  take  care  of  thei 
poorer  neighbours  into  the  bargain,  and 
rescue  the  poorer  class  of  society  from  the 
general  law  of  removal  under  which  they 
wore  now  aufibring,  and  by  which  some 
poor  families  were  cast  into  a  parish  in 
which  they  had  not  been  for  forty  or  fifty 
years  of  their  lives.  He  was  decidedly  op- 
posed to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  In  his  own  opinion 
the  time  bad  arrived  when  the  Com  Laws 
ought  to  bo  immediately  and  entirely  re- 
pealed. Ue  had  voted  for  the  last  thirty 
years  for  every  Act  of  Parliament  that  had 
regulated  the  importation  of  com,  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  ev 
of  those  Acts  of  Parliament  were 
failures.  He  remembered  when  thi- 
tery  at  War  stated  that  the  Act  < 
was  the  most  unwise  Act  the  Ian 
tcrcst  ever  could  support.  He  »u 
the  Act,  and  there  was  a  great  c 


astonishioeot  that  anybody  could  usert 
that  the  Act  of  1815  was  a  failure.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  there 
never  was  an  Act  of  ParUament  placed  on 
the  Statute  Book  which  so  speedily  proved 
the  futility  of  all  enactments  to  divert  the 
calamities  over  which  there  could  be  no 
human  control,  and  which  the  Legislature 
might  materially  aggravate,  but  could  not 
alleviate.  In  1816  was  the  moat  calam- 
itous harvest  ever  remembered.  On  the 
I5th  August,  1815,  the  opening  price  was 
just  below  80(.,  and  the  ports  of  the  coun- 
try remained  closed  during  alt  August,  Sep- 
tember, and  October;  and  when  a  little  dry 
com  would  have  been  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  mix  with  our  damaged  corn,  not  a 
grain  could  be  taken  out  of  bond ;  and  it  was 
not  till  thel5thof  November  that  any  sonnd 
com  was  entered.  The  ports  were  opened 
in  1816,  and  they  remained  open  till  Au- 
gust, 1818,  when  there  happened  a  wet 
week,  which  raised  the  price;  a  large  quan- 
tity of  foreign  com  flowed  into  this  country, 
and  for  three  years  the  country  felt  tho 
effect  of  the  importation.  From  1815  to 
the  present  moment  he  would  undertake 
to  prove  that  every  one  of  theee  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  been  failures.  There  was 
one  reason  why  he  should  vote  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Uember — it  was  be- 
cause he  was  sincerely  anxious  that  this 
measure  should  pass  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  knew  better  than  other  Gentlemen 
what  was  likely  to  pass  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament.  He  should  vote  for  this  mea- 
becBusc  be  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  knew  what  was  likely  to  succeed; 
and  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature 
ought  to  have  a  fair  field  open  to  them  to 
do  some  good.  He  hoped  they  would 
amend  the  Bill,  and  sena  it  back  with  a 
clause  in  it  for  a  total  and  immediate  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  He  was  satisfied  that  if 
the  House  of  Lords  adopted  that  courae — 
and  he  firmly  believed  that  as  a  body  they 
would  consult  tbeir  own  interests:  there  was 
part  of  the  landed  pronrietora  whose 
estates  were  better  prcparca  to  meet  any 
change,  if  any  change  sliould  follow,  which 
he  believed  would  not  be  the  case — if  they 
should  send  the  Bill  back  again,  amended. 
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Mb.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
Ids  gallant  Friend  had  at  the  commence- 
ment of  his  speech  charged  him  and  his 
Friends  with  causing  great  and  repre- 
hensible delay  bj  these  debates;  but  in 
the  latter  part  he  challenged  them  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  with  him  upon  all 
the  Corn  Laws  which  had  been  passed 
since  1815.  There  was,  he  thought,  as 
much  discrepancy  between  these  state- 
ments as  when  his  gallant  Friend  had  at 
one  part  of  his  speech  said  that  the  mea- 
sure of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  raise 
the  price  of  wheat,  and  in  another  that  it 
would  make  no  difference  at  all.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  the  effect 
of  the  measure  would  be  to  raise  the  price 
of  wheat  \s,  or  2s.  per  quarter;  but  his 
gallant  Friend  said  that  it  would  raise  it 
Zs,  or  4^.  His  gallant  Friend  had  said 
also,  that  the  alteration  of  the  present  cruel 
law  of  settlement  was  delayed  by  the  pre- 
sent debates,  and  that  they  were  respon- 
sible for  the  evib  inflicted  by  that  law  upon 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  country.  Now, 
as<  far  as  the  famine  in  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, the  case  would  be  worse,  if  the 
Erice  of  provisions  was  raised ;  and  as  the 
kw  of  seitlement  had  no  direct  connection 
with  the  present  measure,  he  begged  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
the  suggestion  of  his  gallant  Friend,  that 
the  measure  relating  to  the  law  of  settle- 
ment should  be  permitted  to  precede  the 
present  question — which  should  be  post- 
poned in  order  to  keep  down  the  price  of 
wheat.  He  could  not  see  how  his  gallant 
Friend  could  g^t  out  of  this  difficulty. 
Granting  the  premises  of  his  gallant<  Friend, 
they  could  come  to  no  conclusion  but  this 
— that  as  there  were  many  Gentlemen  in 
that  House  who  received  this  not  as  a 
question  of  mere  imports,  but  as  a  great 
financial  and  commercial  change ;  and  as 
these  Gentlemen  would  persevere  in  an 
obstinate  discussion  of  the  question — if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  price  of  provisions  would  be  raised, 
and  if  he  agreed  with  his  gallant  Friend, 
who  was  BO  zealous  a  supporter  of  his — as 
to  the  necessity  of  a  change  in  the  law  of 
settlement,  the  least  return  he  could  make 
for  that  support,  was  to  grant  his  request, 
and  to  let  the  law  of  settlement  precede  the 
decision  of  the  Com  Law.  But  as  the 
question  of  delay  had  been  urged  against 
them,  he  egged  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  state  of  the  case  with 
regard  to  the  delay  which  had  taken  place 
in  these  debates.       With  regard   to  the 


length  of  time  which  had  been  consumed, 
he  did  not  believe  that  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite thought  them  to  blame.  Let  the 
House  look  to  the  condition  of  the  Notice- 
book.  It  would  have  been  in  the  power  of 
so  large  a  minority  so  to  have  clogged  the 
Notice-book  that  the  progress  of  the  debate 
would  have  been  seriously  retarded.  Now, 
with  the  exception  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Warwickshire,  there  had  not 
been  a  single  notice  placed  on  the  Notice- 
book  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  opposed 
to  the  Government  on  this  subject.  [An 
Hon.  Mbmber  :  There's  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pontefract.]  He  did  not 
allude  to  Motions  made  as  Amendments  to 
this  question,  but  to  Motions  which  would 
retard  the  debate.  There  was  not  one  no- 
tice from  that  side  of  the  House  except  the 
notice  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Warwickshire.  But  let  them  look  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  There  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone,  who  had 
brought  forward  certain  charges  against 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
ham, and  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chichester.  [Mr,  Collett  :  My  charges 
were  not  against  the  hon.  Members,  but 
against  the  Peers.]  But  the  charges  were 
of  a  nature  that  directly  concerned  his 
noble  Friends,  and  were  intended  to  draw 
from  them  explanations  and  statements  in 
reply.  He  did  not  impute  any  blame  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Athlone  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
had  brought  it  forward  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty.  But  what  he  said  was  this — 
that  if  they  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
been  desirous  of  delaying  the  debate,  they 
might  have  entered  into  a  discussion  upon 
the  motives  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ath- 
lone, and  produced  a  protracted  debate 
upon  the  hon.  Member's  Motion.  But  not 
one  of  his  noble  Friends  had  risen,  and  the 
Motion  had  been  very  speedily  disposed  of. 
Let  the  House  then  look  at  the  case  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Warwick- 
shire. His  hon.  Friend  had  brought  in  his 
Motion  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
fraudulent  objections  to  the  right  of  voting 
in  his  county.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  oppose  the  appointment  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  his  hon.  Friend  would  have 
raised  no  further  discussion  upon  it.  But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard 
had  given  notice,  not  simply  of  his  inten- 
tion to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  upon 
the  subject,  but  of  his  intention  to  ask  that 
leave  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend.     This  woidd  necessarily 


723        Commereial  Policy-^         {COMMONS}         CutUmu—Com  Lawi.      724 


lead  to  a  debate.  Now,  he  did  not  blame 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  the 
pursuit  of  such  a  course;  but  he  wanted  to 
free  himself  and  his  friends  from  the  charge 
of  having  caused  a  factious  delay  to  the 
continuance  of  the  debate  upon  this  ques- 
tion. He  would  also  beg  to  tell  his  gallant 
Friend  that  in  his  opinion  a  full  discussion 
was  better — seeing  the  strange  confusion 
of  parties  which  prevailed  upon  this  ques- 
tion, and  seeing  how  the  subject  had  been 
protractedly,  and,  it  might  be,  doggedly 
discussed — than  if  it  had  been  hastUy  dis- 
posed of.  As  a  principle  opposed  to  the 
practice  of  the  country  for  centuries  was 
now,  for  the  first  time,  to  be  introduced,  a 
brief  or  hasty  disposal  of  it  would,  in  his 
opinion,  have  been  most  improper.  But, 
however  bad  the  famine  might  be  in  Ire- 
land, he  must  remind  the  House  that  they 
were  not  responsible  for  the  not  issuing  of 
the  Order  in  Council,  against  which  the 
only  reason  he  had  heard  was  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  advised  it.  Nor 
were  they  responsible  for  the  non-intro- 
duction 01  a  temporary  measure  for  the  re- 
lief of  Ireland,  nor  for  the  refusal  of  the 
Government  to  give  precedence  to  the  un- 
opposed proposal  with  regard  to  Indian 
com.  Nor  were  they  responsible  that  Par- 
liament had  not  been  assembled  before  the 
22nd  of  January.  The  country  would  not 
sympathize  with  the  Government  nor  with 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  in  charging  them 
with  undue  delay;  and  he  gave  notice  to 
the  House  that  whenever  the  same  charge 
was  repeated,  he  would  cause  still  further 
delay  by  rising  and  contradicting  it.  As 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, he  did  not  intend  to  vote  upon  it,  as 
he  did  not  intend  to  take  any  part  upon  any 
of  the  Amendments  which  might  be  intro- 
duced to  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCR  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  proposed  this 
Amendment  had  said  that  it  would  lead  to 
a  tranquil  settlement  of  the  question.  He, 
however,  could  not  flatter  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber with  the  hope  that  a  5$.  fixed  duty 
would  lead  to  anything  like  a  tranquil 
settlement  of  the  question.  No  settlement 
of  this  question  could  now  bo  satisfactory, 
unless  it  were  proposed  in  a  speech  by  Her 
Majesty  from  the  Throne  to  a  new  Parlia- 
ment. Whatever  settlement  might  be 
made  by  the  present  Parliament  would  only 
be  regarded  as  a  settlement  brought  about 
by  treachery  and  fraud.  As  to  his  gallant 
Friend,  he  could  not  understand  how — not 


to  be  inconsistent  with  himself— he  had 
not  voted  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhapton  the  other  evening.  [Colonel 
Wood  :  I  did  not  vote  at  all.]  His  gallant 
Friend  had,  however,  said  that  there  was 
no  party  in  the  country  upon  which  the 
House  had  turned  its  back;  but  there  was 
certainly  one  upon  which  his  gallant  Friend 
had  turned  his  back,  and  that  party  was 
his  own  constituents.  He  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  measure 
until  he  had  brought  forward  the  question 
as  to  the  settlement  of  the  poor.  The  com- 
plaint as  to  the  state  of  the  settlement  law 
reflected  not  upon  his  friends,  but  upon  the 
Government.  It  was  the  Government  who 
were  chargeable  with  all  the  evils  of  the 
present  settlement  question.  He  had  never 
supported  any  measure  for  the  prohibition 
of  the  importation  of  com.  He  had  con- 
stantly supported  every  measure  admitting 
the  importation  of  com  on  occasions  of 
temporary  exigency;  but  he  had  specially 
supported  and  consistently  adhered  to  the 
pnnciple  of  the  sliding-scale.  Those  hon. 
Members  who  spoke  of  the  state  of  tho 
Com  Law  and  the  effect  of  the  sliding- 
scale,  should  recollect  that  in  1816,  when 
wheat  was  at  I12ir.  in  England,  it  rose  to 
116«.  at  Vienna,  and  127s.  at  Stutt- 
gard  and  Munich  ;  and  in  1817  when 
wheat  was  112«.  in  England,  it  was  127 s, 
at  Stuttgard  and  Munich,  and  141ff.  in 
France.  When,  therefore,  hon.  Members 
who  supported  the  Government  spoke  of 
the  evil  effects  of  the  system  of  the  Com 
Laws  and  the  sliding-scale,  it  should  be 
home  in  mind  that  the  Com  Laws  had 
always  prevented  the  price  of  com  from 
arriving  in  this  country  at  the  famine  level 
which  they  had  attained  on  the  Continent. 

Colonel  WOOD  said,  he  had  been 
charged  with  deceiving  or  deserting  his 
constituents.  Now  he  believed  that  his 
views  were  in  accordance  with  the  opinions 
of  the  majority  of  his  constituents.  Ho 
thought  he  knew  as  much  of  his  consti- 
tuents as  any  one;  and  he  declared  his  be- 
lief that  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  down- 
wards to  the  tenant-farmer  the  majority  of 
them  concurred  with  him  on  this  question. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  merely  wished  to 
explain  that  he  had  not  suj^gested  the 
opening  of  the  ports  by  an  OrdcT  in  Coun- 
cil, but  by  a  short  Bill,  to  which  he  be- 
lieved no  one  would  have  raised  any  ob- 
i'ection.  As  to  the  introduction  of  maize, 
10  had  recommended  not  that  it  should  bo 
a  separato  measure,  but  that  instead  of 
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forming  a  part  of  the  general  Tariff,  it 
should  be  introduced  at  the  end  of  the 
measure  upon  the  Com  Laws. 

Sir  J.  TYRRELL  could  not  help  say- 
ing that  he  had  heard  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Brecon 
(Colonel  Wood)  with  extreme  astonishment 
— ^inasmuch  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman had  hitherto  been  regarded  as  the 
very  Nestor  of  Protection.    Especially  was 
it  a  subject  of  surprise  to  him  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  should  be  in  a  state 
of    such  excessive  ignorance   as    to  the 
opinions  and  feelings  of  his  constituents 
upon  this  question,  because,  a  requisition 
was  already  in  a  state  of  very  considerable 
progress  calling  on  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  to  resign  his  seat — a  requisition 
which  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, on  account  of  the  utter  discordance 
between  his  opinions  on  the  subject  and 
those  of  his  constituents,   would  be  im- 
pelled, by  his  own  high  sense  of  honour,  to 
accede   to  by  resigning  his   seat  as  re- 
quested, particularly  as  the  requisition  was 
signed  by  large  numbers  not  only  of  the 
gentlemen  of  property,  but  of  the  class  re- 
ferred to  as  so  much  the  object  of  solici- 
tude by  the  friends  of  this  measure,  i.  e, 
the  tenant-farmers.     There  was  an  asso- 
ciation also  of  which  he  had  heard,  en- 
titled '*  The  Amalgamated  Farmers*  Com- 
pany." He  did  not  know  how  many  shares 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  prepared 
to  take  in  that  concern.     While  he  was  on 
the  subject  of  ignorance,  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  suggest  a  course  which  he  be- 
lieved would,  while  not  interfering  with 
public  business,  give  great  public  satisfac- 
tion.    He  meant  that  while  the  agricul- 
tural interest  accused  the  Government  of 
treachery,  and  demanded  that  the  sense  of 
the  country  should  be  taken,  the  Ministers 
would  leave  the  independent  Members  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  the  Session  (the 
only  pressing  portion  of  which  appeared  to 
be  the  railway  business),  and  meanwhile 
conduct  an  appeal  to  the  country  on  the 
present  measure  :  with  such  an  appeal  the 
agriculturists  would  be  satisfied;  without  it 
it  was  not  possible  that  they  should  bo  sa- 
tisfied, especially  while  they  saw  in  such 
places  as  those  for  which  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  sat,  opinions  entertained  on 
this  important  subject  quite  at   variance 
with  those  which  were  advocated  by  those 
learned  Gentlemen.     This  he  could  assure 
the  Government,  that  the  agricultural  party 
were  prepared  to  fight  the  measure  by 
every  means  which  the  forms  of  the  House 


afforded.  It  was  their  duty  so  to  do— 
their  duty  to  protection,  as  it  would  be  to 
the  Crown,  were  its  interests  directly,  aa 
he  believed  them  to  be  indirectly,  affected 
by  the  measure. 

Lord  WORSLEY  recommended  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment,  as  a  divi- 
sion would  be  a  useless  waste  of  time,  with 
no  prospect  of  success. 

Mr.  CURTIS  said,  seemg  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  in  his  place,  he 
wished  to  set  him  right  as  to  a  statement 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  the  other 
night. 

Mr.  GREENE  :  It  is  not  competent  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer  to  speeches 
delivered  on  a  former  occasion  in  this 
House. 

Mr.  CURTIS :  Well,  then,  Sir,  I  will 
just  state,  it  has  been  said  that  the  wages 
paid  to  agricultural  labourers  in  Sussex 
are  only  Ss,  a  week.  They  are  on  the 
contrary  12^.  a  week,  and  often  13«.  or  14«. 
I  know  that  many  farmers  give  135.  or 
lis,  a  week,  and  that  if  a  man  be  a  tolera- 
bly good  labourer  he  can  easily  get  12«.  I 
do  not  believe  that  wages  so  low  as  Ss,  a 
week  are  to  be  met  with  except  rarely — 
and  certainly  not  in  Sussex.  The  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  say  he  really  wondered 
that  the  Amendment  met  with  so  little 
support  among  those  who  till  recently 
were  so  favourable  to  the  fixed  duty.  His 
own  opinion  was  in  favour  of  a  duty  of  6«. 
first ;  then  one  of  4«. ;  then  one  of  2s.  ; 
and  then  none  at  all.  The  farmers  thought 
that  they  had  not  been  fairly  dealt  with  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.  They  claimed  to  be  justly 
entitled  to  relief  from  the  hop  duty,  and 
the  malt  duty,  and  other  burdens.  There 
was  a  strong  opinion  gaining  ground  in  fa- 
vour of  a  repeal  of  the  malt  duty ;  and  it 
would  be  powerfully  urged  on  the  Govern- 
ment that  a  proportion  of  the  hop  duty 
should  be  taken  off  equal  to  that  portion  of 
the  com  duty  which  was  removed  by  this 
measure. 

Mr.  HUDSON  said,  that  he  had  never 
alluded  to  the  wages  in  Sussex,  and  was 
gratified  to  hear  they  were  so  good, 
though  he  was  not  at  all  surprised  to  hear 
it,  believing  that  most  unfounded  state- 
ments had  been  made  as  to  agricultural 
labour;  and  he  trusted  that  what  had  been 
stated  would  weigh  with  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  MONCKTON  MILNES  rose  for  the 
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purpose  of  moving  the  following  Amend- 
ment :— 

"To  moye  the  omission  of  all  words  in  the 
Resolution  respecting  the  importation  of  Com, 
referring  to  the  cessation  or  alteration  of  duties  to 
be  paid  in  1849." 

He  assured  the  House  that  nothing  but  a 
strong  sense  of  public  duty  could  have  in- 
duced him  to  come  so  prominently  before 
them;  but  having  a  powerful  excuse  in  the 
present  state  of  parties  —  presenting  as  it 
did  a  disruption  of  all  its  usual  tics — and 
looking  to  the  suspension  of  confidence  in 
public  men  which  prevailed  throughout  the 
country,    and  the   necessity  imposed  on 
every  Member  of  Parliament  who  had  not 
pledged  himself  to  his  constituents  to  judge 
the  question  before  the  House  by  the  light 
of  his  own  knowledge  and  reflection,  he 
ventured  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  the 
course  suggested  in  his  Amendment.     He 
might  be  told  that  the  character  of  me- 
diator  between   two   great   parties  —  one 
flushed  with  victory,  and  the  other  unsub- 
dued by  defeat — was  ungrateful  and  unne- 
cessary; and  indeed  the  issue  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  did  not  encourage 
him  to  believe  that  he  would  receive  much 
support  in  that  capacity  from  either  side  of 
the  House.     But  he  would,  nevertheless, 
perform  what  he  conceived  to  be  his  duty 
to  his  constituents  and  his  country.     The 
object  of  his  Amendment  was  to  continue 
for  an  indefinite  period;  but  he  should  be 
sorry  to  say  for  a  permanency — ^the  re- 
duced scale  of  duties  which  would  come 
into  operation  on  the  Bill  before  the  House 
becoming  the  law  of  the  land.     That  scale 
was  extremely  moderate  —  ranging  over 
very  few  figures,  and  affording  a  strong 
contrast  to  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in   1842.     When  that  measure, 
which  the  House  was  now  called  on  to  abo- 
lish, was  brought  before  them,  he   (Mr. 
Milues)  stated  his  opinion  that  the  scale  was 
too  high,  and  its  details  too  complex.     He 
was  then  informed  that  a  lower  protection 
to  the  fanner  could  not  then  be  given.    He 
opposed  the   scale   of   1842,   because  he 
thought  the  country  could  not  go  up  and 
down  the  ladder,  with  two  great  gaps  in  it, 
without  sometimes  falling  through  it.     Ho 
objected  to  that  scale,  because  he  thought, 
considering  the  increase  of  population,  and 
the  great  advance  of  agriculture,  a  lower 
scale  would  have  been  sufficient  to  enable 
the  farmers  to  do  all  that  they  were  asked 
to  do — namely,  to  compete   successfully 
with  foreign  farmers  in  average  seasons. 
It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  anything 


at  all  upon  the  scale  of  1842.  After  hearing 
the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  (Sir  R.  Peel 
and  Sir  James  -Graham)   speak  of  that 
scheme.   One   would  imagine    that  some 
Satanic  agency  had  brought  it  about  rather 
than  those  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  them- 
selves.    It  was  diflicult  to  imagine  how, 
with  their  meails  of  information  and  power 
of  observation,  they  should  in  1842  have 
considered  it  the  best  scale,  and  that  they 
should  now  treat  it  with  such  bitter  vitu- 
peration.    Therefore  he  was  perfectly  con- 
sistent in  acting  up  to  the  principle  in  com- 
mercial matters  which  he  had  ever  hitherto 
observed  in  approving  of  a  considerable  re- 
duction of  the  scale  of  1842.     He  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether 
he  ought  not  gravely  to  consider  whether, 
by  some  compromise,  such  as  reducing  the 
duty  to  a  low  amount,  and  then  fixing  it 
indefinitely,  he  would  not  be  able  to  recon- 
cile his  opponents,  who  now  formed  a  de- 
termined and  talented  protective  party.  All 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
went  to  relaxation,  not  abolition,  of  the  com 
duties.     It  was  most  untenable  to  attempt 
to  draw  analogy  between  the  cases  of  wool 
and  of  com.     It  would  be  scarcely  less  ab- 
surd than  to  expect  credit  for  100,000f.  on 
account  of  the  previous  punctual  repayment 
of  a  loan  of  50?.     Total  repeal  involved 
results  pregnant  with  difficulties  and  dan- 
gers to  which  a  statesman  surely  could  not 
or  should  not  be  insensible.    It  was  a  mat- 
ter of  no  small  importance,  to  throw  away 
entirely  and  absolutely  the  means  of  rais- 
ing a  revenue  from  com — especially  with  a 
view  to  probably  increased  taxation,  while 
clouds  were  hovering  in  every  quarter  of  tho 
horizon.     Was  it  a  wise  thing,  under  such 
circumstances,  was  it  a  cautious  thing  for  a 
cautious  man  to  do,  to  cost  away  the  power 
of  raising  revenue  from  this  source  ?     The 
effect  of  such  a  dutv,  it  was  obvious,  would 
be  very  inconsiderable  in  its  effects  on  the 
consumer;  while  the  effect  of  a  removal  of 
the   duties  would  simply  be,  to  throw  a 
large  bonus  into  tho  hands  of  the  foreign 
exporter.    A   natural  feeling  was  arousetl 
in  the  minds  of  the  agriculturists  that  they 
were  entitled,  in  the  event  of  such  a  mea- 
sure passing,  to  call  for  the  abolition  of  all 
protective  duties;  and  the  inevitable  effect 
would  be  to  awaken,  among  a  large  and 
influential  clans  of  the  community,  a  dan- 
gerous  and  hostile  spirit,  which  had  been 
characterized  as  a  **  strong,  though  igno- 
rant impatience  of  taxation.*'     It  appeared 
unreasonable  to  lav  it  down  that  in  three 
years — whatever  might  be  the  misfortunes 
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which  agriculture  meanwhile  might  meet 
with;  whatever  the  intermediate  difficulties 
and  the  interyenine  embarrassments  of  the 
country — ^free  trade  should  be  absolutely 
estabUshed.  He  thought  that  they  had  heard 
enough  on  both  sides  of  the  House  on  this 
subject  to  convince  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  if  he  thought  that  the  next  three  years 
would  be  years  of  contentment  and  happi- 
ness among  the  agricultural  classes,  he  was 
sadly  mistaken.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  agricultural  interests  would  even  think 
themselves  conquered  by  the  carrying  of 
this  Bill;  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Anti-Corn-Law  League  would  be  less  se- 
rious in  prosecuting  their  own  intentions 
and  their  own  objects.  But  so  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  declared  of  his  previous 
Com  Law,  which  he  now  deemed  a  failure. 
And  what  prospect  was  there  that  his  de- 
ductions or  his  expectations  as  to  the  next 
three  years,  would  prove  more  correct  than 
they  had  turned  out  as  to  the  preceding 
period  ?  Let  it  be  supposed  that  in  1849 
the  harvest  should  be  as  abundant,  and  the 
price  of  wheat  as  low,  as  in  1835,  did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  really  mean  to  say,  that 
if  wheat  were  at  the  end  of  his  three  years* 
interval,  at  37s.,  the  carrying  into  effect 
of  this  proposed  law  was  to  be  persisted  in? 
If  so,  the  result  would  certainly  be  one  of 
the  most  terrible  panics  ever  experienced. 
And  it  was  inexplicable  to  him  how  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  have  so  signally 
been  betrayed  into  a  departure  from  his 
usual  cautious  and  prudent  course,  and  have 
entered  on  one  rash,  uncertain,  and  danger- 
ous. No  person  could  deny,  that  if  this 
measure  passed,  all  parties  would  regard  it 
as  a  most  triumphant  victory  of  one  class 
over  another.  He  might  be  permitted  to 
say  to  hon.  Friends  of  his  of  the  protective 
party — and  he  hoped  that  they  would  un- 
derstand him  to  make  the  observation  in  a 
kind  spirit — that  he  did  not  think  that  they 
acted  wisely  in  refusing  all  compromise  on 
this  subject.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
did  right  in  laying  down  the  principle, 
that,  whatever  be  the  increase  of  the  popu- 
lation, whatever  be  the  increase  of  the  ne- 
cessities of  this  country,  they  would  not  ad- 
mit any  reduction  of  the  law  of  1842.  Any 
man  regarding  the  large  increase  of  popu- 
lation, must  consider  the  Com  Law  as  a 
temporary  means  of  keeping  in  good  and 
active  cultivation  the  soil  of  this  country. 
When  he  considered  that  England  was  the 
only  wheat-eating  country  on  the  surface  of 
the  globe,  he  was  not  able  to  resist  the  con- 
clusion, that  Uy  Jiave  a  fuU  and  abundant 


supply  of  wheat  at  the  command  of  Eng- 
land, was  not  a  matter  of  choice,  but  a 
matter  of  necessity.  If  they  looked  to  the 
history  of  the  last  twenty  years,  they 
would  find  that  the  supply  of  corn  was  not 
in  any  way  whatever  lunited  by  the  Com 
Law  passed  at  the  time  of  the  peace.  Let 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  then  proceed  in  the 
course  he  had  hitherto  pursued,  and  carry- 
out  his  own  precedent.  Let  him  only  act 
with  the  same  prudence  and  caution  as  he 
had  acted  in  other  matters,  and  he  was 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
reap  an  abundant  reward.  He  knew  well 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  great  difficulty  for 
any  statesman  in  these  days,  especially 
after  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act,  to 
accomplish  an  harmonious  action  between 
a  powerful  monarchy,  a  proud  aristocracy, 
and  a  free  people.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  however,  if  he  did  not  think 
that  this  measure  would  have  the  effect  of 
causing  a  greater  conflict  between  the  mid- 
dle classes  and  the  aristocracy;  and  whe- 
ther he  did  not  think  that  he  was  really 
doing  a  great  injury  to  the  social  state  by 
presenting  to  the  world  the  want  of  har- 
mony between  the  English  middle  classes 
and  the  English  aristocracy  ?  It  was  not 
true  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been 
swayed  by  the  threats  of  the  Anti-Corn- 
Law  League;  but  still  that  accusation  would 
be  brought  against  him.  He  prayed  him 
not  to  persist  in  carrying  out  this  measure 
in  its  integrity;  for  he  would  not  in  any 
degree  compromise  his  own  character  or 
dignity  by  submitting  to  the  strong  opin- 
ion, or  to  the  prejudices,  if  he  would,  of 
the  higher  classes  of  the  community.  Let 
him  only  give  this  question  a  fair  chance  of 
arrangement,  either  in  this  House  or  the 
other,  and  let  him  remember  that  he  was  not 
the  Minister  of  one  party,  but  of  the  whole 
community.  Let  him  so  modify  this  mea- 
sure, and  so  adapt  it  as  he  could  well  adapt 
it  to  the  ultimate  common  sense  of  the 
whole  community,  and  thereby  establish 
the  reputation  of  having  brought  about  the 
settlement  of  this  great  question.  Having 
settled  this  great  question  as  he  had  other 
great  questions,  let  him  add  the  decision 
on  the  Com  Laws  to  the  question  of  deci- 
sion on  Catholic  claims,  and  the  great 
question  of  currency,  and  by  this  means  let 
him  show  to  the  world  that  he  had  proved 
the  Minister  of  no  class  and  of  no  party, 
but  the  Minister  of  the  entire  community. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
his  Amendment. 
Mb.  AQLIONBY  wished  to  caU  the  at* 
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tentdon  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
to  a  subject  that  was  intimately  connected 
with  the  Com  Law.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  person  had  yet  ventured  positively 
to  predicate  what  must  be  the  result  of  the 
great  measure  now  before  them.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  expected  that  there  would  be  a  dimi- 
nution in  the  price  of  com  and  of  the  money 
wages  of  the  country,  or  that,  thinking  so, 
whether  the  labourer  would  not  be  greatly 
benefited.  For  himself,  he  looked  to  great 
advantages  from  the  repeal  of  the  Com 
Law.  Another  result  to  be  expected — ^and 
in  this  he  was  sure  he  expressed  a  senti- 
ment which  he  had  heard  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  and  others — ^namely,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  results  as  to  the 
price  of  com  sold  by  the  farmer,  that  the 
produce  of  the  country  might  be  greatly 
increased  by  the  application  of  capital  and 
skill,  and  tlus  for  the  general  interest.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
that  House  treated  the  general  subject  be- 
fore them  according  to  the  experience  which 
they  had  acquired  in  their  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood. They  treated  the  question  as  it 
affected  landlords,  and  not  as  it  affected  or 
might  affect  tenants.  The  way  in  which 
he  wished  to  look  at  this  question  was  the 
manner  in  which  it  would  affect  tenants  in 
his  part  of  the  country — ^in  Cumberland  and 
Westmoreland.  In  these  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, property  was  divided  into  very  small 
parcels — the  holders  of  these  small  parcels 
of  land  were  designated  **  statesmen,  "ana- 
logous to  yeomen  in  this  part  of  the  coun- 
try. This  class  was  composed,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  could  testify,  of  very  honest 
and  very  industrious  persons.  These  were 
persons  without  much  capital;  and  he 
wished  now  to  show  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  how  these 
men  might  be  assisted  in  case  this  measure 
turned  into  a  law.  These  persons  had 
very  little  capital;  they  gave  to  the  land 
their  own  industry  and  that  of  their  fami- 
lies; their  holdings  varied  from  150  to 
200  acres,  and  were  in  their  own  occupa- 
tion, tilled  by  their  families  and  a  few  la- 
bourers. Now,  though  they  had  not  capital, 
something  might  be  done  to  relieve  them 
from  wanting  it.  Here  was  a  very  large 
class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  holding 
imder  our  ancient  feudal  settlement.  They 
were  copyholders.  But  there  was  another 
matter  which  was  still  worse.  In  the 
north  of  England  they  had  a  tenure  of  this 
defloriptioib— that  upon  the  death  of  the 


lord  of  the  manor,  a  two  years'  fine  waa 
laid  upon  every  acre  of  land  within  the 
manor.  Let  the  House  consider  the  effect 
of  this,  and  ask  itself  how  the  tenant 
could  be  expected  to  lay  out  capital  for  the 
improvement  of  his  occupation  ?  He  did 
not  refer  to  this  as  an  objection  to  the 
measures  of  the  Government ;  he  only 
wished,  that  in  the  passing  of  those  mea- 
sures, justice  should  be  done  to  the  large 
class  of  persons  who  were  subjected  to 
those  fines.  Let  them  be  enabled  to  lay 
out  their  capital  without  imposing  upon 
them  such  fines — in  short,  do  what  the 
Committee  of  this  House  recommended  in 
their  Report  of  the  13th  of  August,  1838, 
in  which  they  said — 

"  Tour  Committee  hare  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  abolition  of  the  copfhold  tenure  would  not 
onlj  be  a  great  public  benefit,  but  that  it  ihould 
be  made,  if  possible,  a  national  object." 

The  importance  of  the  question  was  as 
great  now  as  then;  and  it  would  be  very 
much  increased  when  the  measures  of  the 
Government  had  become  law.  He  consi- 
dered that  every  facility  should  be  given 
for  enfranchising  ^ch  copyholds  on  a  com- 
pulsory principle.  At  present  he  would 
content  himself  with  drawing  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  attention  to  the  subject;  and  if 
he  could  do  it  without  embarrassing  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  he  would  Uke  to 
bring  forward  a  measure  in  some  subse- 
quent stage  of  the  present  discussion.  If 
such  a  Bill  could  be  passed  simultaneously 
with  the  measures  now  before  the  House, 
he  thought  it  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
ducing a  considerable  body  of  agriculturists 
to  give  their  adhesion  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Cora  Laws. 

Sir  R.  peel  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract  would  not  think  he  waa 
guilty  of  any  disrespect — a  feeling  which 
he  entirely  disclaimed — if  he  abstained  on 
the  present  occasion  from  entering  into  a 
consideration  of  the  arguments  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  urged  with  very  great 
ability.  Such  a  course  would  have  the  effect 
of  reviving  the  whole  of  the  debate  which 
had  taken  place  on  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset.  In  the 
course  of  that  debate,  he  stated  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  think  that  it  was  for 
the  permanent  benefit  of  all  classes  of  the 
community,  that  a  foundation  should  be 
laid  for  the  complete  adjustment  of  the 
Com  Laws.  To  that  sentiment  he  deli- 
berately, and  on  the  fullest  consideration, 
adhered;  but  he  could  not  enter  on  the 
explanatioa  of  it  without  opening  up  the 
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whole  question  again.  He  apprehended 
there  would  be  opportunities  on  future 
stages  of  the  Bill  of  again  discussing  the 
general  subject;  and  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  any  part j  to 
go  into  it  at  present.  He  must,  therefore, 
state  yery  generally  his  entire  dissent  from 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he 
should  conciliate  the  support  of  any  party 
by  adopting  the  course  proposed.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  agriculturists  would  be 
at  all  satisfied  by  the  adoption  of  that 
course,  but  the  contrary;  nor  would  those 
who  supported  the  measure  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Goyemment,  because  it  provided  for 
the  total  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  within  a 
certain  period,  be  willing  to  accept  such  a 
proposal  as  the  present.  As  to  the  argu- 
ment which  constituted  the  chief  ground  of 
the  hon.  Member's  recommendation,  that 
he  was  the  Minister  of  all  classes,  he  was 
very  much  afraid  that  he  should  not  fulfil 
their  expectations  by  consenting  to  this 
Amendment.  The  question  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  had  ad- 
verted was  a  very  important  one,  and  he 
very  much  desired  it  should  not  be  con- 
nected with  the  present  measure.  It  might 
be  expedient;  but  it  had  obviously  no  par- 
ticular reference  to  the  proposal  he  had 
made  on  the  subject  of  the  Com  Laws. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  a  particular  class,  and 
so  it  might,  to  relieve  them  of  their  obliga- 
tions; but  there  was  another  class  who 
might  not  take  exactly  the  same  view,  and 
might  object  to  fines  certain  in  lieu  of  im- 
proved value  fines.  At  present  the  law 
gave  certain  facilities  to  those  who  wished 
to  effect  the  conversion  of  their  tenures; 
but  if  you  could  make  some  arrangement 
with  the  goodwill  of  both  parties — the 
payer  of  the  fines  and  the  lord  of  the  manor 
— quite  irrespectively  of  the  question  of 
the  Com  Laws,  he  believed  it  would  be 
attended  with  very  great  advantages.  A 
Committee  was  now  sitting  in  another  place 
to  consider  the  subject  of  peculiar  burdens 
on  agriculture,  which  would  enjoy  the  best 
assistance  on  legal  questions;  and  he  was 
of  opinion  that  it  was  very  desirable  that 
their  consideration  should  be  given  to  this 
question,  and  a  special  report  made  by 
them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  recol- 
lect that  there  were  two  parties  :  it  would 
be  easy  to  sacrifice  the  rights  of  one  by 
simple  legislation;  but  the  proposal  to  ef- 
fect a  settlement  not  by  voluntary  arrange- 
ment, but  by  some  sort  of  compoluon,  re- 
quired   yery    great    eonBideration.      He 


had  always  regarded  the  expense  and  de« 
lay  of  transferring  property  as  a  great 
e^ ;  if  they  looked  to  the  state  of  the 
law  in  other  countries,  he  believed  they 
would  find  that  in  all  there  were  greater 
facilities  for  the  transfer  of  property  than 
existed  in  this  country.  Such  was  the 
expense  as  well  as  delay  now,  from  profes- 
sional arrangements,  unavoidably  incident 
to  the  tranter,  that  he  believed  any  one 
who  had  purchased  a  small  property  would 
be  much  inclined 'to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  would  never  buy  another.  To  di- 
minish the  impediments  now  existing  to 
the  transfer,  was  a  point  weU  meriting  con- 
sideration ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
very  unwise  to  mix  up  this  question  with 
that  of  com — a  subject  of  great  difficulty, 
and  sufficient  of  itself  to  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  miles  agreed  that  they  should 
throw  no  kind  of  dday  in  the  way  of  pass- 
ing this  measure,  after  having  fully  con- 
sidered and  come  to  a  decision  on  its  prin- 
ciple. Amongst  the  differait  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  he  could  not  see  any  in  which 
he  could  concur;  and  a  discussion  on  any 
of  them  would,  of  course,  have  the  effect 
of  opening  the  whole  question  of  the  Corn 
Laws.  He  thought,  llierefore,  the  dis- 
position of  the  House  would  be  best  con- 
sulted by  abstaining  from  unnecessary  dis- 
cussion. The  intention  of  the  party  to 
which  he  belonged  was,  having  discussed 
the  subject  folly  and  fairly,  and  placed  their 
opinions  before  the  country,  to  leave  the 
country  to  speak  for  itself,  when  it  should 
come  to  that  election  which  they  hoped 
was  not  far  distant,  and  decide  whether 
their  view,  or  that  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, was  the  most  advantageous  for  the 
country.  With  respect  to  this  Amendment^ 
he  completely  dissented  from  it,  consider- 
ing the  principle  of  the  existing  Corn  Laws 
as  the  best  that  had  been  proposed  up  to 
the  present  time.  He  wished  to  retain 
the  law  of  1842  ;  and  to  all  the  Amend- 
ments he  should  give  his  decided  opposition. 
Hitherto  the  varying  systems  of  Corn  Laws 
had  entered  comparatively  httle  into  the  dis- 
cussion ;  but  there  woxdd  be  subsequent  op- 
portunities of  showing  that  there  would  be 
such  a  declension  of  prices  as  would  render 
it  impossible  for  the  present  holders  of  the 
soil  to  maintain  their  position.  He  wished^ 
before  he  sat  down,  to  correct  a  misappre- 
hension of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  with  re- 
ference to  a  speech  he  had  delivered  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee.  The 
riffai  hon.  Buronet  conceived  that  he  hi4 
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stated,  tliat,  of  the  two  propositions  before 
the  House — that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  for  total  and  immediate  repeal 
— ^he  should  prefer  acceding  to  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition.  He  had  meant  to 
state  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  farmers 
generally  throughout  the  country.  He 
had  said,  that  to  both  the  proposals  he 
should  give  his  most  decided  opposition  ; 
but  he  added,  at  the  same  time,  that,  as 
far  as  the  farmers  were  concerned,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  they 
would  infinitely  prefer  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  then  went  on  to  show 
why.  He  had  wished  to  defend  his  own 
consistency  by  stating  his  opinions,  and 
did  not  mean  in  any  way  to  derogate  from 
his  principles.  He  regarded  the  Resolu- 
tions as  merelj  pro  formd ;  and  he  wished 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  in  the  coun- 
try, that  in  allowing  them  to  pass,  they 
were  decidedly  opposed  to  each  and  all  of 
ithcm. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  It  would  be  most  un> 
just  to  contend  that,  because  the  Resolu- 
tions were  permitted  to  pass  without  a 
division,  or  the  expression  of  much  dissent, 
any  compromise  was  entered  into.  They 
wiere  necessary  as  the  foundation  of  the 
Bill,  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  was 
to  ho  contested  in  its  future  stages  ;  and 
it  would  be  impossible  justly  to  assert  that 
those  who  acquiesced  in  the  Resolutions, 
iiad  abandoned  their  opposition  in  the 
alightei^  degree.  But  he  could  not  com- 
pliment the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  clear- 
ness of  his  explanation.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man hoped  he  had  satisfied  him  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  that  he  had  not  derogated  from  his 
principles,  most  completely ;  he  (Sir  R. 
recti)  had  never  thought  so  :  nothing  was 
further  from  his  intention  than  to  impute 
to  the  hon.  Gestleman  any  opinion  that  ho 
wished  the  present  amount  of  protection  to 
be  in  the  slightest  degree  abated.  On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
differed  from  the  hon.  Members  for  Hun- 
tingdonshire and  Nottinghamshire,  in  being 
unfavourable  to  any  nxMiification  of  the  Com 
Laws.  Ho  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  if  wo  must  incur  the  inevitable  evil  of 
ft  change  in  the  Com  Laws,  then  he  should 
decidedly  prefer  the  proposition  for  an  im- 
mediate repeal  to  that  proposition  brought 
forward  by  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  decidedly  preferred  the  main- 
tenance of  the  existing  Cora  Law ;  but, 
he  said,  on  the  hynothesis  that  something 
must  be  done,  and  an  extenaive  change 


made,  he  preferred  immediate  to  deferred 
repeal.  That  he  understood  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  and,  on 
referring  to  the  usual  records,  he  found  his 
recollection  confirmed  in  every  particular. 
He  had  not  in  the  slightest  degree  meant 
to  impute  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  dero- 
gated from  hb  principles  ;  but  when  he 
said,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  opposite  would 
only  stand  to  his  gims  he  would  be  ready 
to  support  him,  his  conviction  was,  that  he 
preferred  immediate  repeal;  and  the  expla- 
nation now  made  did  not  interfere  with 
that  impression.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  he  would  not  enter  into  the  question : 
neither  should  he ;  but  he  wished  to  di- 
minish the  authority  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  a  prophet ;  and  let  him,  therefore,  re- 
mind the  hon.  Gentleman  that,  in  18439 
when  he  proposed  the  diminution  of  the 
duty  on  the  import  of  cattle,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  predicted  an  enormous  downfall 
in  the  price  of  food.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
approved  of  the  Com  Law,  but  objected  to 
that  nart  of  the  Tariff  of  1842,  which 
provided  for  the  removal  of  prohibition  on 
the  import  of  cattle,  saying,  there  would 
be  an  enormous  use  of  barley  in  the  fat- 
tening of  cattle  on  the  coast  of  Holland; 
and,  therefore,  on  that  ground  he  proposed 
that  the  duty  should  be  taken  on  the  weight 
of  the  cattle,  in  order  (hat  we  might  be  ena- 
bled to  compete  with  those  formidable 
rivals.  He  could  not  help  reminding  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  prophesied, 
in  1842,  an  enormous  depression  in  the 
price  of  stock  and  meat,  and  that  up  to 
this  period  his  prediction  had  not  been 
realized. 

Mr.  W.  miles  said,  he  had  meant  to 
state  that  the  farmers  would  prefer  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  for  immediate 
repeal.  But  he  had  not  intended  to  say 
anything  contrary  to  what  he  had  always 
proposed ;  he  merely  gave  the  out-of-doors 
opinion.  With  respect  to  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  opposi- 
tion he  had  given  to  the  Tariff  in  1842,  he 
attributed  the  rise  in  the  price  of  meat  to 
the  immensely  increased  consumption  of 
labourers  employed  on  railroads,  as  well  aa 
to  the  disease  among  the  cattle.  Though 
he  might  be  supposed  to  be  a  false  prophet, 
he  would  still  tcU  the  House,  that  whether 
they  took  the  duty  off  cattle  or  not,  they 
might  expect  an  annual  increase  from  the 
Continent,  which  would  work  exceed- 
ingly well,  not  injuring  any  one,  so  long 
as  the  demand  for  labour  continued.  But 
wbeD  the  demand  oeaaed,  that  inatant  the 
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new  Tariff  would  become  oppresaive  to  the 
tenant-farmer;  and  foreign  wheat,  when  it 
was  not  wanted,  would  come  into  competi- 
tion with  the  produce  of  our  own  farmers. 

Mk.  BURROUQHES  wished  to  advert 
shortly  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for   Cockermouth.      At  a  time 
when  it  would  be  necessary  to  call  into 
operation  all  the  productive  powers  of  the 
soil,   he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  remove  every  obstacle  that 
was  in  the  way  of  improvement ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  correct  in  his  view  of  the  Copyhold 
Enfranchisement  Act,  when  he  said  that  a 
commutati6n  under  that  Act  converted  a 
£ne  certain  into   a  fine   arbitrary.      He 
spoke  with  diffidence ;  but  his  opinion  was, 
that  upon  the  enfranchisement  of  copyhold 
land,  imder  that  Act,  which  was  effected 
by  the  payment  of  so  many  years'  purchase, 
as  the  case  might  be,  no  fine  remained, 
and  the  tenure  was  altogether  changed. 
That  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  analogy  be- 
tween the  mode  in  which  the  Highway  Act 
was  about  to  be  dealt  with,  and  the  mode 
in  which  he  would  have  the  Copyhold  En- 
franchisement Act  dealt  with.     And  he 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  did 
not  think  a  compulsory  clause  in  the  Copy- 
hold Act  would  be  half  so  unpopular  as  the 
compulsory  clause  which  was  about  to  be 
added,  for  the  appointment  of  district  sur- 
veyors, in  the  Highway  Act.     He  wished 
to  be  understood  as  approving  that  inten- 
tion, however  unpopular  it  might  be.     He 
thought  the  appointment  of  district  sur- 
veyors desirable ;  but  what  was  the  state 
of  the  law  now  with  regard  to  copyholds  ? 
There  was  an  Act  for  the  voluntary  en- 
franchisement of  copyholds;    well,  what 
was  the  consequence  ? — a  copyright  tenant 
complained  that  the  fine  was  too  high,  and 
that  the  fees  were  forty  times  worse.    The 
tenant  would  state  that  there  was  now  a 
Copyhold    Enfranchisement     Act,    under 
which  proceedings   were   voluntary,    cer- 
tainly, but  it  would,  in  all  probability,  before 
long,   be  made  compulsory.      The   value 
would  be  calculated  upon  the  fines  of  pre  • 
ceding  years ;  and  so,  he  doubted  not,  oai 
that  since  the  passing  of  that  Act,  fines 
had  been  higher  than  before;  and  he  knew 
that,  like  the  district  surveyors*  clause  in 
the  Highway  Act,  the  Act  for  the  volun- 
tary  enfranchisement  of    copyholds    had 
been  almost  a  dead  letter.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said,  that  the  purchase  of 
small  estates  was  much  checked  on  ac- 
count of  the  expense.     Now,  nothing  in- 
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creased  that  expense  more  than  copyhold 
tenure ;  but  there  was  a  compulsory  sale 
of  smidl  portions  of  an  estate,  to  which 
parties  were  obliged  to  submit — ^he  alluded 
to  the  compulsory  sale  of  those  pieces  of 
land  which  were  taken  for  railroads.  He 
had  superintended  for  himself  and  others 
the  sale  of  several  small  portions  of  estates 
to  railroad  companies,  and  the  trouble  and 
expense  of  defining  the  copyholds  was  very 
great.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
at  any  greater  length  on  the  present  occa- 
sion; but  the  subject  having  been  men- 
tioned, he  did  not  like  to  remain  entirely 
silent. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  few  measures  would 
tend  more  to  the  development  of  the  pro- 
ductive powers  of  the  sou  than  making  the 
enfranchisement  of  copyholds  compulsory. 
The  more  our  tenures  were  simplified  the 
better.  He  hoped  measures  would  be 
adopted  to  carry  out  the  reconunendations 
of  their  own  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Sir.  a.  BROOKE  would,  at  that  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  address  some  observa- 
tions to  the  House,  explanatory  of  his  rea- 
sons in  giving  his  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.     He     would    principally    confine 
himself  to  the  operation  of  the  measure  as 
regarded  Ireland ;    for  however   the  in- 
terests of  England  might  be  involved,  ho 
maintained  it  would  ten  times  more  affect 
Ireland.     It  appeared  to  him  very  extra- 
ordinary that,  during  the  whole  of  the  de- 
bate, there  was  so  little  said  as  to  the  ef- 
fects the  measure  might  produce  on  Ire- 
land.    And  of  all  the  Irish  Members  who 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  only  two  at- 
tempted to  justify  that  vote ;  and  of  those 
two,  one   was  the  follower  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  O'Connell),  while 
all  of  them  assumed  to  themselves  the  ex- 
clusive privilege  of  watching  over  the  par- 
ticular interests  of  the  poorer  classes    of 
Ireland.     None  of  those   Irish   Members 
had  good  reason  for  the  course  they  had 
taken  —  a  course   in   opposition  to  their 
former  sentiments  and  votes.     Some  rea- 
son ought  to  have  been  given  for  a  change 
of  conduct  so  extraordinary  ;  for  had  there 
been  any  reasons  adduced  throughout  the 
debate  which  were  calculated  to  satisfy 
his  own  mind  as  to  the  propriety  or  the 
necessity  of  the  measure  before  the  House, 
or  that  it  would  tend,  even  in  a  compara- 
tive degree,  to  benefit  the  condition  of  the 
lower  classes  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  it 
should  have  his  cordial  support.     In  con- 
sidering the  measure  with    reference  to 
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IreUnd,  it  struck  him  that  it  ahould  be 
considered  on  its  own  intrinsic  merits,  and 
particularly  as  to  its  effects  on  Ireland. 
^yerj  Gentleman  present  must  be  .w«e 
that  in  England  a  great  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation was  almost  exclusively  dependent  on 
manufactures  for  support ;  that  was  not 
the  case  in  Ireland.  There,  few,  compa- 
rativdy  speaking,  derived  support  from 
such  a  source;  and  even  those  parties  in 
Ireland  who  carried  on  factories,  were 
themselves  in  a  great  measure  dependent 
on  the  land  to  carry  on  their  business ;  for 
instance,  those  who  were  extensively  en- 
gaged in  the  linen  trade  were  generally 
landed  proprietors  ;  they  had  large  farms 
which  they  cultivated.  And  those  labourers 
who  were  employed  in  manufactures,  when 
their  business  became  at  all  slack,  had  re- 
course to  agricultural  labour  for  the  sup- 
port of  themselves  and  their  families ;  with 
the  exception  of  some  artisans,  masons, 
and  carpenters,  and  even  those  could  hardly 
be  excepted,  as  in  country  places  they  had 
small  farms  to  assist  in  the  support  of 
themselves  and  their  household,  so  that  he 
might  fairly  conclude  that  in  Ireland  all 
classes  were  dependent  on  the  land.  It 
was  also  evident  that  England  was  an  im- 
porting country,  while  IreLind  was  an  ex- 
porting country.  The  exports  of  Ireland 
to  England,  during  the  last  year,  in  wheat, 
in  barley,  oatmeal,  flour,  and  other  articles 
of  trade,  amounted  to  nearly  5,000,0002. 
of  money.  He  would  ask,  would  it  be 
to  the  advantage  of  this  country  that  that 
vast  sum  should  be  transferred  to  America 
or  to  other  countries?  Would  it  be  to  the 
advantage  of  Ireland  to  have  an  amount  of 
5,000,000{.  sent  to  foreign  countries  ?  He 
knew  the  reply  would  be  made  that  it 
would  be  much  better  for  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  consume  their  own  produotions; 
but  the  means  to  do  so  should  be  first  ac- 
quiredy  which  to  some  would  be  a  difficult 
matter,  as  three-fourths  of  the  population 
were  a  great  portion  of  the  year  without 
any  employment.  One  of  the  first  things 
which  should  be  considered  as  regarded 
Ireland  was,  to  provide  the  people  with  em- 
ployment, and  which  he  would  recommend 
to  the  immediate  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty *8  Government.  He  was  one  of  a  de- 
putation who  waited  on  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Oovomment  to 
press  on  him  the  necessity  of  the  constmc- 
tion  of  a  canal  from  Lough  Erne  to  BaDy- 
shannon,  which  would  afford  employment 
to  the  poorer  classes  in  that  large  district. 
The  replj  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was. 


that  it  would  be  more  consistent  for  the 
landed  proprietors  to  undertake  the  work. 
He  woidd  say  that  the  landed  proprietors 
were  perfectly  willing  to  assist  to  the  ut- 
most of  their  power,  if  the  Government 
would  give  that  encouragement  which  they 
ought,  and  which  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land now  imperatively  demanded.  It  was, 
however,  wiUi  regret  he  had  to  state  to  the 
House  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
hope  of  any  great  benefit  being  coniferred 
on  Ireland,  ui^ess  there  was  some  security 
for  peace,  for  tranquillity,  and  for  security 
to  l£fe  and  property.  As  long  as  the  pre- 
sent system  of  agitation  continued,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  anything  to  go  on  in  Ire- 
land either  prosperously  or  happily.  He 
regretted  very  much  the  absence  oi  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  as  he  wished  to  re- 
fer to  a  letter  which  was  addressed  by  that 
hon.  Member  to  the  Conciliation  Hall, 
Dublin,  relative  to  the  Bill  which  was  now 
before  the  other  House ;  and  which  would 

?rove  the  little  hope  there  was  to  benefit 
reland,  while  letters  of  such  a  description 
were  addressed  and  circulated  in  that 
county.  In  the  letter  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  ho  found  the  following  passages, 
well  calculated  to  keep  Ireland  in  a  state 
of  excitement : — 

"  I  am  now  anxiooi  that  the  AMoeiatioB  shoiild 
dUtinctlj  undentand  the  position  we  are  placed 
in.  The  Asaociation  is  most  anxious  to  hare  the 
country  five  fit>m  the  horrars  of  the  wholesale 
murders  of  the  clearanoe  system,  and  of  the  often 
retaliatoiy  and  hideous  assassiaations.  The  Co- 
ercion Bill  does  not  eren  purport  to  give  any 
remedy  for  the  crimes  of  the  landlords ;  and  it  is 
more  likely  to  provoke  additional  assansination 
than  to  check  the  progress  of  crime,  or  brinji^  to 
punishment  those  who  are  already  stained  with 
the  guilt  of  perpetrating  those  crimes/* 

Here  there  was*  at  least  by  implication,  a 
charge  against  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  as 
if  they  were  murderers;  while,  to  speak  the 
truth,  there  could  not  be  taken,  as  a  class, 
a  more  indulgent  or  a  more  useful  body  of 
men.  The  right,  hon.  Baronet  alluded  to 
the  potato  disease.  He  would  be  sorry  to 
damp  the  ardour  or  the  zeal  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  to  provide  aprainst  any 
contingency  which  might  arise  in  Ireland  ; 
but  still  he  was  convinced  that  the  acconnts 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  received 
on  the  subject  of  the  potato  disease  were 
greatly  exaggerated.  There  might  be  in 
some  districts  a  defalcation  as  to  the  potato 
crop,  but  there  was  in  the  country  an 
abundance  of  com.  From  a  consideration 
of  the  whole  subject,  he  felt  himself  com- 
pelled to  oppose  the  measure  introduced  by 
the  GoT«nunent,  because  it  would  prove 


741        Commercial  Polkff'^ 


{Mabch  6}         CuiUmi^Oam  Lmoi*       742 


prejudicial  to  the  best  interests  of  Ireland, 
and  retard  every  agricultural  in^provement. 

Mb.  ACLAND  would  not  enter  into  the 
question,  but  he  wished  to  say  that  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  been  exposed  to  con* 
aiderable  odium  for  refusing  to  pledge  him- 
self to  a  course  which  was  most  impolitic. 
If  they  were  going  to  suffer  they  had  to 
thank  those  who  had  made  unreasonable 
demands;  and  he  had  refused  to  pledge 
himself  to  the  unreasonable  proposition  of 
not  being  content  with  less  protection  than 
they  then  possessed.  He  had  not  giyen 
his  vote  the  other  night  without  much 
consideration  of  the  course  he  was  taking. 

Mb.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  would  se- 
cond the  request  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  not  to  divide  the 
House  on  this  Amendment.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Somersetshire  had 
said  that  all  who  voted  against  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government  had  pledged  them- 
selves to  maintain  the  existing  Com  Laws. 
Now,  he  thought  he  should  speak  for  him- 
self ;  and  he  begged  to  say  that  he  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  of  the  kind  on  that  sub- 
ject. He  found  a  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment before  the  House  on  this  subject 
— ^he  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  that  propo- 
sition— and  he  should  do  so  without  stating 
what  were  the  particular  views  he  enter- 
tained on  the  maintenance  or  surrender  of 
protection.  He  had  seen  enough  of  the 
process  of  Hansardizing  going  on  in  that 
House  to  know  it  was  very  disagreeable  to 
be  a  Hansardee,  and,  therefore,  he  would 
not  subject  himself  to  it.  All  he  would 
say,  therefore,  was,  that  he  saw  a  Bill  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  on  the  Table, 
that  he  objected  to  that  Bill,  and  that  he 
meant  to  vote  against  it. 

Mb.  C.  BULLER  said,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  were  united,  he 
presumed  they  were  united  for  some  pur- 
pose or  other;  and  as  they  objected  to 
the  Motion  for  an  alteration  of  the  Corn 
Laws,  it  was  but  a  fair  inference  that  they 
were  united  in  favour  of  the  existing  Com 
Laws 

Mb.  BORTHWICK:  Under  the  exist- 
ing  circumstances  of  the  country,  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  totally  uncalled  for  ;  indeed,  any 
measure  on  the  subject  of  the  Com  Laws 
was  at  present  uncalled  for,  and  unneces- 
sary. Nor  could  he  take  into  his  favoura- 
ble consideration  any  amendment  which 
would  imply  any  alteration  in  the  Com 
Laws  at  this  time.  He  was,  however,  far 
firom  saying  that  circumstances  would  not 


arise  which  might  require  a  change  ;  but 
those  circmnstances  had  not  yet  arisen. 
He  agreed  in  opinion  with  that  great  phi-* 
loBopher,  Lord  Bacon,  who  declared  that 
changes  should  never  be  made  unless  there 
would  be  a  sufficient  amount  of  good  to 
counterbalance  any  evU  which  might  result 
from  the  change.  The  present  Corn  Laws 
had  worked  extremely  well;  and  it  was 
most  desirable  that  the  present  proteotion» 
which  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
country  imperatively  demanded,  should  be 
continued. 

Mb.  ward  said,  he  had  hitherto 
looked  upon  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien)  as  the 
pink  o^  consistency,  the  very  mirror  of 
agricultural  chivaby.  He  was  therefore 
astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  Member,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Publication  Committee  of 
the  Protection  Society  in  Old  Bond-street, 
who  were  pledged  never,  under  any  con^ 
ceivable  circumstances,  to  adopt  any  mea< 
sure  by  which  the  agricultural  interest 
would  receive  less  than  their  present 
amount  of  protection — ^he  was  astonished 
to  hear  that  hon.  Member  come  forward 
with  such  a  Myiteries-of-Udolpho  sort  of 
speech,  and  concede  that  he  might  be  here* 
after  ready  to  adopt  some  such  measure  as 
this,  or  at  least  a  modification  of  the  pre* 
sent  Com  Laws.  Henceforward  he  should 
not  know  in  whom  to  put  faith.  He  had 
once  the  greatest  reliance  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  he  was  obliged  to  confess  with  the 
greatest  pain  and  regret  that  he  could  now 
place  no  more  confidence  in  him  (Mr.  S. 
O'Brien),  that  on  any  other  person  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  His  confidence  in  them 
was  reduced  so  low  he  could  *go  no  fur- 
ther. 

Mb.  HUDSON  would  assure  the  House 
that,  in  his  own  neighbourhood,  numbers 
of  small  proprietors,  who  had  in  their  oc- 
cupancy one  hundred  acres  of  land  and  up- 
wards, found  it  very  difficult,  under  all  the 
advantages  which  the  present  law  afibrded, 
to  maintain  their  position.  He  would  ask 
what  must  their  situation  then  be  when  the 
proposed  measure  would  come  into  opera- 
tion ?  If  it  became  law  it  was  his  firm  con- 
viction, and  the  conviction  of  the  landed  in- 
terest in  his  county  (Yorkshire),  whether 
Whigor  Tory,  that  certain  ruin  would  be  the 
result.  With  reference  to  the  subject  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth, 
and  spoken  of  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, he  thought  that  to  enfranchise  copy- 
holds by  a  compulsory  law  would  be  to  do 
an  act  of  injustice  to  the  lords  of  the  ma- 
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non*  and  to  commit  a  wholesale  Bjetem  of 
robbery. 

Mr.  S.  0*BRIEN  was  sorrj  to  find 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  so 
little  confidence  in  the  Members  of  his 
(Mr.  O'Brien's)  side  of  the  House,  but  he 
was  happy  to  observe  from  the  manner  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  his  confidence  in 
himself  was  not  at  all  diminished  ;  and  he 
desired  further  to  remark,  that  when  he 
(Mr.  O'Brien)  should  enter  into  a  state- 
ment of  his  reasons  for  opposing  the  mea- 
sure, it  would  be  for  the  gratification  of 
those  persons  who  had  a  better  right  to 
question  him  upon  the  subject  than  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  • 

Lord  G.  BENTINCR  would  not  make 
any  apology  for  the  few  observations  he 
was  about  to  address  to  the  House.  He 
Could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
that  there  was  no  "  shaking*'  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  in  their  determination  of  up- 
holding the  interests  of  agriculture,  and 
the  other  branches  of  domestic  industry. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  present 
system  of  protection  was  to  remain  per- 
manent for  all  time  and  under  all  circum- 
stances. If,  for  example,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
were  to  come  down  to  the  House,  and  fulfil 
all  the  promises  and  recommendations  he 
made  to  the  country  in  1826,  and  offer 
full  compensation  to  agricultural  interests ; 
if  he  were  to  come  down  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  propose  to  deduct 
30  per  cent  of  all  payments  out  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  that  purpose,  commencing 
with  the  Civil  List,  and  going  through  all 
the  annuitants  on  the  public  purse,  and 
when  he  had  got  a  reduction  of  15,000,0002. 
from  the  burdens  of  the  people,  and  the 
greater  portion  of  that  amount  was  to  be 
paid  to  the  relief  of  agriculturists — they 
would  not  be  so  unreasonable  as  to  say 
that  they  were  not  then  in  a  condition  to 
oompete  with  any  people  in  the  world. 
Let  them  relieve  agriculturists  from  the 
payment  of  tithes,  from  the  payment  of 
poor  rates,  from  the  payment  of  the  malt  tax, 
from  the  payment  of  the  duty  on  home-dis- 
tilled spirits,  and  from  the  payment  of  the 
hop  duty,  and  they  would  defy  every 
nation  in  the  world  in  their  agriculture ; 
and  no  man  would  be  so  unreasonable  then 
as  to  ask  for  protection,  as  they  would  be 
able  to  compete  with  any  country.  It  was 
really  impossible  for  him  to  say  what  pro- 
position might  not  emanate  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  :  he  was  always  in  expec- 
tation of  hearing   something    new.    U< 


could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
therefore,  that  they  were  not  bound  under 
every  ^  circumstance  to  ask  for  the  same 
amount  of  protection  as  they  then  had,  if 
those  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  carried  out,  which  they  had  been  in- 
duced to  expect  from  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE  S  considered  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  had  as  much  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion under  discussion  as  if  he  had  delivered 
a  dissertation  on  the  state  of  New  Zealand. 
He  would  not,  after  the  House  had  listened 
to  what  had  been  said  by  the  several  Mem- 
bers who  had  addressed  the  House,  ask 
them  to  retrace  their  steps  for  the  last 
few  hours,  and  go  back  to  what  he  had 
laid  before  them.  He  still  believed  that 
he  did  right  in  making  the  proposition^ 
not  concurring  in  the  opinions  of  hon. 
Members  who  had  referred  to  it ;  and  not- 
withstanding his  own  impression  as  to  the 
advantage  it  would  be  to  the  public,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion,  at  the  same 
time  expressing  his  hope  that  at  a  future 
time  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  again 
bringing  it  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  when  it  would  be  more  favourably 
received. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Question  again  put. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  said,  he  had  placed 
on  the  Order-book  a  Motion  in  reference  to 
the  question  which  had  so  long  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House.  It  was  to  give 
to  their  Colonies  and  Canada  time  to  pre- 
pare for  the  great  change  that  was  pro- 
posed in  reference  to  the  Com  Laws,  as  he 
knew  that  they  could  not  keep  pace  with 
the  rapidity  of  the  alterations,  and  would 
be  unable  to  compete  with  the  United 
States.  He  also  considered,  in  reference 
to  the  farmers  of  this  country,  that  exist- 
ing  contracts  should  regulate  the  councils 
of  great  nations.  With  regard  to  ten- 
ants-at-will,  it  was  not  necessary  to  come 
to  any  arrangement ;  but  with  leaseholders 
it  was  very  different,  and  by  withdrawing 
protection  from  them,  they  would  inflict 
upon  them  a  very  great  injury ;  yet  his 
wish  was  not  to  interfere  further  than 
would  merely  protect  existing  rights.  Aa 
hon.  Gentlismen  who  had  preceded  him, 
had  considered  it  advisable  to  withdraw 
their  Motions,  it  was  probable  he  should 
follow  their  example.     He  saw  many  rea- 
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the  wants  of  the  Irisli  people,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  see  the  question  of  the  Corn 
Laws  settled,  because  if  they  should  have 
to  contend  against  the  great  transatlantic 
republic,  it  would  be  desirable  that  they 
should  have  peace  amongst  themselves. 
He  considered  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  change  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  which  was  at  all  unconstitutional,  as 
an  alteration  in  the  Corn  Laws  would  be 
merely  an  administrative  measure.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  withdrawing  a 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  to 
extend  the  period  of  protection  to  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1851. 

Sib  W.  JOLLIFFE  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  proposition  of  the  Government  would 
have  an  injurious  effect  upon  the  country. 
He  did  not  agree  with  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member,  that  the  pro- 
posed Bill  would  give  any  security'  that 
protection  should  exist  for  the  term  of 
three  years ;  for  in  case  com  should  rise 
to  '*  famine  prices,*'  he  did  not  believe 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  retain 
even  the  4f .  duty  ;  and  that  was  an  opinion 
in  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  (Co- 
lonel Wood)  who  supported  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  fully  coincided. 
Should  the  right  hon.  Baronet  remain  in 
office  for  three  months,  which  he  consi- 
dered would  be  the  extent  of  it,  they  had 
no  security  by  the  proposed  Bill,  that  he 
would  not  in  that  time  propose  an  entire 
removal  of  protection  ;  and  if  he  did  not 
do  so,  but  went  out  of  office,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of  London 
should  succeed  him,  could  that  noble  Lord 
be  upbraided  for  proposing  an  immediate 
repeal  of  those  duties  of  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed his  disapproval  ?  When  he  looked 
at  the  state  of  that  House,  and  considered 
the  probability  of  the  measure  being  again 
brought  under  discussion  for  an  alteration 
of  the  Bill  then  before  them,  he  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  to  have  it  repealed 
at  once. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPE  LAND  expressed 
his  hearty  concurrence  in  the  measure  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  thought  that  it 
would  have  been  more  complete  if  the  re- 
peal of  the  Corn  Laws  had  been  total  and 
immediate  ;  for  the  effect  of  its  being  only 
gradual  would  be  to  keep  the  farmers  of 
the  country,  for  the  next  three  years,  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty  and  agitation.  Till 
Uiis  question  was  settled  by  a  total  aboli- 
tion of  duty,  it  would  never  be  settled ; 
but  it  would  be  annuallv  discussed.  He 
was  last  Monday  in  the  county  of  Hants, 


at  Winchester,  and  he  asked  several 
farmers  what  they  thought  of  the  Govern- 
ment majority;  and  nine  out  of  ten,  al- 
though they  expressed  themselves  sur* 
prised,  declared  that  they  would  prefer  an 
immediate  abolition  of  duty  to  its  retention 
for  three  years.  In  this  discussion  it  had 
been  asked  what  was  to  become  of  the 
tenant-farmers  ?  He  would  give  an  answer 
from  his  own  experience.  He  was  joint- 
treasurer  to  a  charitable  corporation,  and 
pending  the  present  proposition,  one  of  the 
large  farms  belonging  to  it  became  vacant  t 
they  did  not  wish  to  continue  their  tenant, 
and  applications  for  the  farm  were  innu- 
merable. They  were  at  a  loss  to  choose. 
One  of  their  other  tenants  from  Essex, 
who  had  been  on  a  farm  for  some  years, 
which  he  had  brought  to  great  perfection, 
applied  for  this,  and  he  was  asked  1,4002. 
a  year  rent,  instead  of  1,2002.,  at  which  it 
had  before  been  let.  He  went  into  York- 
shire, returned,  and  took  the  lease;  and  to- 
day he  (Alderman  Copeland)  had  settled 
the  terms  of  his  lease,  and  he  had  taken 
the  farm.  [Sir  J.  Graham:  For  how 
many  years  ?]  For  fourteen  years  and  a 
half.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  said,  the  farm 
was  underlet ;  but  all  he  could  say  was, 
that  the  late  tenant  had  not  been  suc- 
cessful; and  when  he  saw  p,  man  take  a 
farm  of  900  acres  at  1,4002.  a-year,  and 
go  into  it  with  a  capital  of  20,0002.,  he 
was  convinced  that  the  tenant-farmers  had 
no  fear  of  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. These  were  circumstances  which 
weighed  with  him  as  a  commercial  man, 
and  told  more  forcibly  on  the  opinion  he 
had  formed  of  the  project  of  the  Go- 
vernment than  any  arguments  he  could 
hear. 

Mr.  FINCH  would  meet  one  case  with 
another.  He  knew  a  farmer  in  the  same 
county,  Essex,  who,  not  long  since,  in  an- 
swer to  his  landlord,  who  was  a  free-trader, 
and  who  attempted  to  persuade  him  that,  as 
the  shackles  of  trade  were  about  to  be  re- 
moved, he  ought  to  take  a  new  lease,  said 
that,  but  for  the  capital  he  had  already 
sunk  in  the  farm,  nothing  would  induce 
him  to  take  a  lease  at  the  same  rent,  fore- 
seeing the  injurious  effect  which  the  re- 
moval of  protection  would  have  upon  agri- 
culture. The  circumstances  which  might 
have  induced  the  farmer  to  whom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded,  to  increase  his  rent 
were  twofold:  first,  the  land  might  have 
been  greatly  enhanced  in  value ;  secondly, 
the  farmer  might  have  been  sanguine  that 
the  Government  measure  would  have  been 


747        Cmmercial  Policy^        {COMMONS}        Chutms— Cam  Laws.       748 


thrown  cmt  in  the  House  of  Lords,  as  a 
great  many  other  agriculturists  were. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  said:  Sir,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  whether  or  no  he  has 
made  up  his  mind  as  to  what  will  he  the  pro- 
bahle  operation  of  the  Bill  which  he  has  in- 
troduced ?  I  think  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  introduced  the  measure,  he  said 
he  was  unable  to  form  any  calculation  as 
to  its  effects  upon  the  price  of  home-grown 
com.  He  then  said,  he  had  made  no  cal* 
culation  whatever.  A  considerable  time 
has  since  elapsed;  and  it  surely  must  have 
struck  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
country  is  most  anxious  for  the  solution  of 
the  question,  and  to  hear  the  opinion  of 
Government  upon  the  subject.  I  cannot 
avoid  saying,  Sir,  that  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  to  tell  the  coun- 
try what  his  opinion  is — ^what  he  calculates 
wiU  be  the  practical  effects  of  the  changes. 
So  short  a  time  ago,  Sir,  as  the  10th  of 
June  last,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment predicted,  with  the  greatest  confi- 
dencO)  that  if  the  total  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  took  place,  the  average  price  of 
wheat  could  not  exceed  45«.  per  quarter. 
I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  same 
time  predicted)  that  if  such  would  be  the 
case,  that  all  the  most  ancient  land  of 
England  would  be  thrown  out  of  cultiva- 
tion. I  wish  to  know  whether  anything 
has  transpired  since  the  10th  of  June,  to 
alter  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  probable  price  of  wheat  in  case 
this  Bill  IS  passed?  I  further  wish  to 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
poses should  be  done  with  respect  to  the 
commutation  of  tithe.  I  think  my  right 
hon.  Friend  on  a  previous  occasion  said,  he 
wanted  time  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  alteration  caused  by  the  mea- 
sure as  regards  tithe ;  but  in  Jime  last,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  showed 
that  the  revenue  of  "the  most  ancient 
land  in  England"  would  be  almost  entirely 
eaten  up  by  the  tithe  if  the  Com  Laws 
were  to  be  repealed.  I  want  to  know,  Sir, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  still  thinks 
such  will  be  l£e  effect  of  this  measure  on 
these  lands  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  was,  I 
repeat.  Sir,  of  opinion,  at  the  time  to  which 
I  refer,  that  a  repeal  of  the  Com  Law 
would  drive  most  of  the  ancient  land  in 
England  out  of  cultivation  and  into  pas- 
ture; and  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  also  expressed  his 
opinion  in  1841>  that  no  higher  protection 


than  a  duty  of  Is.  per  bushel  would  have 
the  effect  of  entirely  paralysing  agricul- 
ture, and  would  be  no  protection  at  all  to 
Ireland.  Since  the  introduction  of  the 
measure,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
had  time  to  consider  what  its  probable  ef- 
fects would  be  ;  and  I  say  again,  Sir,  that 
the  country  is  entitled  to  hear  the  opinions 
of  the  Government  on  the  subject.  When 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  introduced  the  mea- 
sure which  is  now  law,  he  informed  the 
landed  interest  what  his  expectations  were 
as  to  the  prices  of  wheat.  He  said  he 
thought  the  price  of  wheat  would  average 
56s.  per  quarter,  and  would  range  between 
545.  and  oSs.  My  right  hon.  FriencT  then 
estimated  what  the  protection  was  to  be 
which  would  give  such  an  average  price. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then,  at  all 
events,  considered  that  a  considerable  pro- 
tective duty  was  necessary  in  order  to  keep 
the  price  of  wheat  at  5Qs.  At  that  time, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  expected  the 
price  of  wheat  to  be  '5Qs.  a  quarter,  he  cal- 
culated that  foreign  com  would  be  sent  in 
at  40^.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  at  War,  in  his  address  to  his 
constituents  on  the  13th  of  February, 
1845,  stated,  that  it  had  been  his  opinion 
that  a  duty  of  20^.  was  mpre  than  suffi- 
cient protection;  but  then  he  admitted  that 
subsequent  experience  had  taught  him  that 
20s,  duty  was  not  one  penny  too  much  pro- 
tection. I  believe  I  am  perfectly  correct 
in  making  this  statement,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said  that  a  duty 
of  209.  ought  to  be  kept  up.  1  ask  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  whether  any  new  circum- 
stances have  occurred  within  the  last 
twelve  months  which  can  lead  them  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  price  at  which  foreign 
corn  can  be  introduced  to  this  country 
would  be  anything  less  than  from  40^.  to 
45«.  per  quarter?  I  repeat  again,  Sir, 
that  it  is  but  proper  Government  should  give 
an  opinion,  for  which  the  country  is  so  anx- 
ious, upon  what  the  effect  of  the  measure 
will  be,  according  to  the  opinion  which, 
doubtless,  they  must  have  formed  before 
this  period.  1  distinctly  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  whether  or  no  he  has  made  up  his 
mind  as  to  what  the  effect  of  this  law  will 
be,  and  what  that  opinion  is  ? 

Sir  R.  PEEL :  1  think  my  noble  Friend 
will  see  that  I  could  not  answer  his  ques- 
tion as  to  the  price  of  wheat  under  the  pro- 
posed measure,  or  its  effect  upon  the  tithe- 
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payer  or  the  titlieowner.  I  believe  it  is 
understood  that  we  are  not  to  revive  that 
discussion,  which  it  was  the  general  wish  of 
the  House  should  be  postponed  tiU  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill.  I  am  sure  the 
noble  Lord  cannot  have  failed  to  have  paid 
the  same  attention  to  my  speech  which  I 
paid  to  his ;  and  I  assure  my  noble  Friend 
I  listened  to  that  speech,  which  he  delivered 
with  much  ability,  with  great  satisfaction, 
whatever  might  be  the  observations  it  con- 
tained with  regard  to  myself.  In  what  I 
addressed  to  the  House,  I  endeavoured  to 
show  two  things ;  I  endeavoured  to  show 
that  there  were  causes  in  operation  tending 
to  diminish  the  cost  of  the  production  of 
com,  and  which  for  several  years  had 
diminished  the  price  of  wheat ;  and  I  at- 
tempted to  show  that  there  had  been  within 
the  last  three  years  more  agricultural  im- 
provement, and  more  application  of  science 
to  the  production  of  com,  than  at  any  for- 
mer period.  I  was  charged  with  hastiness 
in  disturbing  this  happy  state  of  circum- 
stances. Now,  during  the  last  three  years, 
when  you  admit  there  was  a  greater 
amoimt  of  agricultural  improvement  than 
at  any  other  period,  the  price  of  wheat  has 
only  been  51 «.  I  attempted  to  show  that 
there  were  causes  at  work,  extrinsicaUy  of 
the  operation  of  the  Corn  Laws,  which  had 
a  tendency  to  diminish  the  price  of  wheat. 
I  then  attempted  to  show  that  agricultural 
prosperity  was  not  necessarily  interwoven 
with  the  price  of  wheat,  because  on  the 
average  of  several  years  previous  to  1842, 
the  price  of  wheat  had  been  67«.  per 
quarter;  yet  during  the  three  years  ad- 
mitted to  have  been  years  of  great  agricul- 
tural improvement,  the  price  had  been  only 
51s.  I  thought  that  a  very  strong  proof 
that  the  prosperity  of  agricidture  does  not 
necessarily  depend  on  the  price  of  wheat. 
Now,  I  admit  to  my  noble  Friend,  I  have 
no  answer  to  make  to  him  if  he  quotes 
Hansard;  I  admit  to  him  if  he  searches 
through  Hansard,  he  can  find  observations 
and  speeches  at  variance  with  what  I  stated 
the  other  night.  I  began  by  simply  stating, 
that  after  a  close  investigation  into  the 
question,  I  was  ready  to  submit  to  the 
charge  of  inconsistency.  I  stated  in  the 
strongest  manner  that  I  did  not  want  to 
be  referred  to  speeches  delivered  at  a  for- 
mer period,  to  know  that  my  opinions  had 
undergone  a  change ;  I  said  I  did  not  wish 
to  deprive  those  who  had  always  advocated 
a  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws,  of  the  full  and 
entire  credit  due  to  them;  and  I  must  remind 
my  noble  Friend,  that  when  the  Motion  of 


the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
C.  Villiers)  was  brought  forward  last  year, 
I  made  a  speech  which  Earl  Grey  described 
as  a  conclusive  speech  in  favour  of  a  gra- 
dual repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  As  to  the 
effect  of  the  present  measure  with  respect 
to  tithe,  I  am  unwilling  to  enter  into  that 
part  of  the  subject.  I  have  already  stated 
I  would  fix  any  day  that  may  be  most  con- 
venient for  the  discussion  on  the  second 
reading.  I  do  not  wish  to  throw  any  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  that  discussion.  I  am 
ready  to  name  any  day,  at  a  reasonably 
early  period,  for  taking  the  second  read- 
ing. The  arrangement  I  propose  is  this 
— ^that  the  Report  on  the  Resolutions 
should  be  brought  up  and  received 
on  Monday,  and  the  Bill  then  brought 
in  and  read  a  first  time;  as  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  is  likely  to  be  a 
protracted  one,  it  might  be  inconvenient 
to  begin  it  on  the  Friday;  and  I,  therefore, 
propose  that  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  shall  be  taken  on  Monday  week. 
This  being  the  arrangement,  I  think  it 
better  to  postpone  any  observations  I  may 
have  to  make  till  that  debate ;  I  could  not 
merely  answer  the  questions  my  noble 
Friend  has  put,  and,  therefore,  I  think  it 
better  to  postpone  my  observations  till  that 
opportunity.  As  to  the  price  of  com,  if, 
as  he  says,  I  endeavoured  by  the  Corn  Law 
to  give  a  guarantee  that  it  should  keep  at 
a  certain  price,  I  could  have  attempted 
nothing  so  unwise.  Under  a  higher  rate 
of  protection  than  that  given  by  the  Act 
of  1842,  the  price  of  com  was  very  much 
lower  than  subsequent  to  it ;  I  believe  in 
1835  the  price  of  wheat  was  as  low  as  SSs, ; 
during  the  whole  of  that  year  the  average 
price  of  wheat  did  not  exceed  39;.  I  thi^ 
that  subsequent  to  the  passing  of  the  pre- 
sent law,  the  price  has  been  41^.,  42^.,  and 
not  under  40^.,  on  the  average  of  years. 
And  among  other  considerations  that  in- 
duced me  to  change  my  opinion  was,  seeing 
that  legislative  enactments,  even  where  the 
protection  given  by  them  was  higher  than 
that  given  by  the  present  law,  have  entirely 
failed  in  securing  a  high  price  of  wheat ;  if 
with  the  higher  rate  of  protection  the  price 
has  been  as  low  as  39^.,  should  it,  the  year 
after  the  present  change,  fall  to  39s.  again, 
the  low  price  cannot  be  necessarily  imputed 
to  the  meditated  alteration  in  the  law;  be- 
cause under  a  high  protection  we  have 
failed  for  a  whole  year  in  securing  to  the 
agricultural  interest  a  higher  price  than 
405.  I  do  not  think  the  prosperity  of  agri- 
culture depends  upon  the  price  of  wheat. 
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I  know  a  case  in  which  eleven  fnnuB  in  the 
eouatj  of  Roibnrgh  have  been  let  aince 
the  propoaal  of  the  present  alteration  in 
the  Corn  Law ;  the  valiution  was  made  in 
October  laat,  under  the  asanmption  that 
the  present  Com  Laws  would  he  continued, 
and  jet  the  whole  eleven  farms  have  been 
let  at  higher  rents:  this  has  occurred  within 
the  last  fortnight.  I  believe  also  that  five 
fanns  in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  which  had 
become  vacant,  have  been  relet  since  the 
intentjoos  of  Her  Ma 
were  made  known ;  ani 
of  these  five  farms  an  increased  rent  has 
been  received.  These  facta  confirm  mT 
impression  that  the  prosperity  of  agricul- 
ture IB  not  necessarily  interwoveu  with  the 


price 


of  wheat. 


Hr.  DISRAELI:  I  have  no  intention 
of  trespassing  on  the  House,  hut  I  feel 
bound  to  Bay  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  not  answered  the  inquiry  of  my  noble 
Friend.  Hy  nohle  Friend  inquired  whether 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had,  during  the  last 
six  woeka,  formed  any  opinion  as  to  what 
extent  the  measure  would  affect  the  price 
of  agricultural  produce,  and  what  the  pro- 
bable price  of  com  would  he  under  the 
proposed  measure  ?  What  my  noble  Friend 
said  as  to  the  opinions  of  Members  of  the 
Oovemment  three  years  ago,  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  has  likewiae  passed  over,  1  do 
not  wish  to  enter  into  the  general  question. 
After  what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  it  would  bo  neither  becoming  nor 
courteous  to  do  so,  until  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill ;  but  I  cannot  avoid  saying  that 
I  think  the  inquiry  of  my  noble  Frind  a 
perfectly  fair  and  legitimate  one.  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  has  a  right  to  ask  if  the 
Oovemment  has  not,  during  the  six  weeks 
which  has  intervened  since  the  introduction 
of  the  measure,  formed  an  opinion  as  to  how 
it  will  a^ect  the  price  of  agriculturEil  pro- 
duce. If  the  Oovemment  have  not  formed 
an  opinion,  we  will  accept  that  reply  at  tbo 
vsluH  which  wo  choose  to  place  upon  ' 
it  may  guide  our  future  conduct,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  country.  The  inquiry  does 
not  trench  on  the  general  merits  of  the 
question ;  within  these  limita  my  nohli 
Friend  has  confined  himself ;  he  has  not 
received  an  answer,  tb( 
think  he  was  entitled 
has  fallen  from  the  rig! 
would  be  unbecoming  t( 
general  considerations, 
gratulate  the  Ilouse  oi 
from  a  great  evil ;  ai 
th«ra  are  to  be  no  mo) 


Santard.  I  am  glad  myaelf  that  after 
this  night  Bamara  is  to  be  no  longer  re- 
cognised as  an  official  authority. 

Sir  R.  PEEL:  The  hon.  GenUeman 
oaked  me  for  an  answer  which  I  had  al- 
ready given.  I  staled  that  it  would  be 
itterly  impossible  for  me  to  estimate  what 
he  price  of  wheat  wonld  be  whatever  the 
state  of  the  law  was — that  it  is  influenced 
hy  other  circumstances.  I  cannot  enter 
further  into  the  questifm. 

Mb.  pinch  regretted  that  a  more  sa- 
tisfactory answer  had  not  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Every  body  knew 
that  the  price  of  wheat  varied  with  the 
seasons  and  other  circumstances ;  but  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  might  state  what 
average  he  expected.  When  yon  to<A  away 
a  duty  varying  from  1(.  to  20i.,  could  yon 
say  that  it  wonld  not  have  an  effect  on  the 
price  of  wheat  ?  The  responsibility  of  this 
measure  must  fall  on  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who,  in  and  out  of  Ae  House,  had  placed 
their  confidence  in  the  Htnistry;  and  they 
who  could  confide  in  their  wisdom  and  dis- 
cretion were  bound  to  transfer  their  confi- 
dence to  the  Anti-Com-Law  League.  He 
should  have  thought  that  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  when  he  introduced  a  mea- 
sure to  affect  one  half  the  population  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  would  have  been 
enabled  to  give  a  satisfactory  reply.  How 
was  it  possible  that  landlords  coiJd  enter 
into  any  stipulation  with  their  tenants  which 
could  be  satisfactory  H  Nobody  could  give 
an  BUBwer,  and  say  what  was  to  be  the 
price  of  wheat  three  years  hence.  He 
asked,  then,  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port, had  he  formed  any  calculation? 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  answered  my  question.  1 
did  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  pro- 
tect us  from  the  influence  of  seasooa,  bnt 
a  simple  queatiou,  to  which  1  think  I  have 
a  right,  en  behalf  of  the  country,  to  de- 
mand an  answer  before  we  go  into  the 
second  reading.  We  have  a  right  to  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  csUmatoa 
will  be  the  difference,  occasioned  by  the 
removal  of  protectinn  as  it  now  exiats  in 
tbo  price  of  com.  1  say  again,  the  coun- 
try has  a  right  to  know  what  the  opinion 
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would,  by  the  removal  of  proteciion,  be 
lowered  5s. ^  10s.,  or  15s,,  or  taking  the 
price  of  wheat  at  5Qs.,  as  it  had  been  dur- 
ing other  years,  whether  he  thought  that 
with  no  protection  it  will  be  51^.,  or  465., 
or  43tf. — ^what,  in  short,  he  expects  the 

Erice  of  com  will  be  under  the  proposed 
iw  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  an- 
swered such  a  question  in  1842;  nay,  he 
had  volunteered  an  answer;  and  it  has 
been  usually  the  practice  of  all  Ministers 
in  introducing  changes,  to  tell  the  country 
what  was  likely  to  be  the  practical  opera- 
tion of  those  changes. 

Sib  R.  peel  :  It  is  because  of  my 
courage  in  1842  that  I  hesitate  now.  But 
it  is  not  that  I  ever  gave  a  guarantee  that 
the  prices  of  com  would  vary  from  54«.  to 
58*.  If  my  noble  Friend  will  refer  once 
again  to  Hansard,  he  will  find  that  I  dis- 
tinctly stated  it  was  utterly  impossible,  in 
my  opinion,  for  any  act  of  a  Legislature 
to  guarantee  prices.  I  then  distinctly  re- 
fused to  give  any  guarantee  whatever.  I 
stated  that  although  I  thought  it  probable 
there  would  be  a  variation  from  54^.  to 
5Ss.,  yet  that  various  other  considerations 
besides  the  acts  of  a  Legislature  affected 
prices.  My  noble  Friend  refers  to  a  case 
of  com  being  at  S9s.  under  a  high  state  of 
protection.  Now,  after  mature  reflection 
on  this  subject,  I  am  not  at  all  clear  that, 
if  protection  had  been  withdrawn,  even  at 
that  period,  the  price  of  com  would  have 
been  lower  than  39s,  1  think  it  is  highly 
probable  that  the  exclusion  of  com,  and  of 
a  regular  trade  in  com,  there  being  a  high 
protection,  did  lead,  undei*  a  succession  of 
favourable  harvests,  to  lower  prices  in  this 
country  more  so  than  if  for  some  years 
preceding  there  had  been  less  protection. 
I  am  bound  to  state  to  my  noble  Friend 
that  there  are  great  difficulties  in  making 
a  calculation  of  this  kind.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  that,  if  there  had  been 
a  much  diminished  protection,  or  no  pro- 
tection at  all,  there  would  have  been  a 
lower  average  price  for  the  year  1835  than 
39#.  But,  as  I  said  before,  it  is  very  dif- 
ficult to  make  any  accurate  calculation. 

Mb.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  thought  that, 
as  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  turned  to  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  as  if 
they  deemed  all  the  responsibility  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  was  there  to  be 
attached,  it  was  only  fair  that  they  should 
learn  what  was  the  view  there  taken  of  the 
probable  effect  of  the  withdrawal  of  protec- 
tion. The  answer  might  be  illustrated  by 
an  analogous  case.     A  person  who  had 


been  persecuted  with  the  solicitations  of  a 
beggar  for  alms,  at  last  gave  some  money, 
and  in  doing  so,  he  asked  the  mendicant 
what  he  would  have  done  if  his  entreaties 
had  been  refused  ?  The  reply  was,  **  Why, 
I  should  have  been  obliged  to  work.*' 
Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked  what 
would  become  of  him  if  protection  was 
withdrawn  ?  All  he  could  say  was,  that 
if  he  went  and  looked  over  his  own  pro- 
perty himself,  and  cultivated  it  better  than 
he  hitherto  had  done,  he  would,  perhaps, 
become  a  better  and  a  happier  man. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  ventured  on  two 
or  three  occasions  to  express  his  astonish- 
ment at  the  position  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment—a Government  which  was  once 
strong  in  every  way,  not  only  as  regarded 
their  own  individual  position,  but  also 
strong  in  the  aid  they  received  from  their 
late  supporters.  He  had  taken  the  liberty 
to  put  some  questions  to  tiie  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  former  occasions.  He  asked, 
where  were  certain  Members  of  that  Go- 
vemment  ?  he  asked  why  were  they  not 
in  that  House  ?  He  received  no  answer; 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  was  silent,  and  so  also  was 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department.  Perhaps  they 
delayed  their  answers  waiting  for  prece- 
dents; perhaps  they  thought  there  were  no 
precedents  on  the  subject.  But  he  was 
not  without  a  precedent,  and  h«  could  refer 
to  Parliamentary  records  for  the  accuracy 
of  which  he  might  vouch  :  they  were  re- 
cords to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  as  well  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  had  themselves  re- 
ferred. He  put  questions  to  know  where 
were  certain  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  who  were  always  esteemed 
important  men  in  that  House  ?  He  now 
repeated  the  question,  why  certain  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  were  not  present 
in  the  House  ?  Where  was  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  ?  Where  was  the  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ?  Where  were  the  Irish 
Attomey  and  Solicitor  Generals  ?  And 
where  were  two  Lords  of  the  Treasury  ? 
[An  Hex.  Member  :  A  new  writ  has  been 
moved  for  one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
to-night.]  Thei'e  was  one  still  vacant;  but 
tibi  mel,  ibi  apes.  For  his  precedent  he 
found  in  one  of  the  records  of  Parliament 
that  a  question  was  put  by  a  noble  Lord,  a 
protectionist,  the  Earl  of  Darlington  (now 
the  Duke  of  Cleveland)  in  that  House,  on 
the  22nd  of  May,  1835:— 
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any  length  of  time,  these  might  he  very  proper 
questions  ;  hut  as  the  absenoe  of  Lord  Palmerston 
is  merely  a  temporary  one,  I  must  decline  giving 
any  other  answer  than  that  I  have  already  re- 
turned to  the  noble  Lord/' 

Now,  as  to  the  length  of  time  he  (Colonel 
Sibthorp)  should  wish  to  be  infoimed  how 
much  longer  the  present  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  was  to  be  non  est  inventtu,  and 
how  much  longer  the  Scretary  for  Ireland 
would  remain  absent  for  want  of  a  seat  in 
that  House.     He  wanted  to  know  when 
there  was  a  chance  of  those  two  Gentle- 
men, who  filled  important  situations  in  the 
Government  of  the  country,  appearing  in 
that  House.     For  himself,  he  thought  the 
chance  became  every  day  less.    The  people 
of  this  country  did  not  like  tergiversation; 
and  the  more  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  exposed  to  the  public,  the  less 
likely  would  be  rendered  the  presence  of 
those  Gentlemen  in  that  House.  Formerly, 
he  never  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  to  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  he  did  not  get  a  straight- 
forward answer,  which  he  hoped,   as  an 
humble  Member,  he  was  entitled  to.     If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  conduct  had 
been    straightforward^   then  ho    (Colonel 
Sibthorp)   had  practised  a   very   crooked 
course  during  ^e  whole  of  his  life.     He 
had,   during  his  twenty-two  years*  resi- 
dence in  this  House,  scorned  to  act  a  ser- 
vile part  to  any  one  ;  and  when' he  found  a 
man  profess  one  thing  and  perform  an- 
other, it  became  him  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  as 
an  honest  man  to  say — **  The  Lord  deUver 
me  from  such  company  !" 

Sir  R.  peel  could  not  help  remarking 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  always 
forgot  when  he  rose  to  ask  a  Question, 
before  closing  his  speech,  to  put  the  ques- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  offices  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  referred,  that 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests  had  been  filled  up  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  Viscount  Canning;  and  the  other 
office,  that  of  one  of  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury, would  be  filled  up  by  Monday  next. 
These  were  the  answers  to  the  first  inqui- 
ries of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer;  but  if 
he  further  insisted  upon  an  answer  to  his 
question  as  to  when  the  Sinrretary  of  State 
u)r  the  Colonies  and  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  obtain  seats  in  that  House,  he 
must  honestly  confess  that  he  could  not  give 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  any  positive 
answer.  He  would  only  remark  that  if  the 
hon.  and  g^allant  Officer  should  think  proper 
to  accept  the  Chiltem  Hundreds,  he  could 
assure  him  that  hia  uoblo  Friend  (the  Earl 


**  Lord  Darlington  said,  I  wish  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment  whether  Lord  Palmerston  is  to  be  created  a 
Member  of  the  British  Peerage,  and  thereby  obtain 
a  seat  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament  ?  Or, 
whether  any  vacancy  is  likely  to  occur  in  this 
House,  BO  as  to  enable  him  to  procure  a  seat  here  ? 
The  public  know  nothing  upon  the  subject,  except 
that  Lord  Palmerston  has  been  gazetted  as  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs ;  and  it  is  highly 
important  that  the  fitct  should  be  understood." 

So  he  thought  with  respect  to  the  present 
instances  to  which  his  question  had  refer- 
ence.    Lord  Darlington  added — 

"  If  the  noble  Lord  answer  in  the  negative,  I 
wish  to  ask,  whether  it  be  intended  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  continue  to  hold  the  situation  as  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ?  I  believe  it 
is  perfectly  unusual,  and  almost  unprecedented, 
for  an  individual  not  in  Parliament  to  hold  a 
Cabinet  situation." 

So,  indeed,  it  was.  [Sir  Robert  Peel  :  I 
was  not  asked  that  question.]  No  ;  nor 
would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  have  an- 
swered it.  The  answer  was  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  then  the  Home  Secretary,  now 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London,  who 
said — 

"  The  noble  Lord  has  asked  me  several  questions, 
all  of  them  of  rather  an  extraordinary  and  novel 
nature.  One  is,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Grown  to  confer  the  dignity  of  the  Peerage  upon 
a  certain  individual?  Next,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  any  Member  of  this  House  to  vacate 
his  seat  for  that  individual,  or,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  suggests,  to  vacate  in  that  iniHvidual^s 
fiivour  by  dying  himself?  The  question  then  arises, 
whether,  in  that  case,  any  particular  body  of 
constituents  would  be  disposed  to  elect  the  noble 
Lord,  who  has  been  referred  to,  as  their  repre- 
sentative in  this  Hou8e,or  whether  they  would  choose 
some  other  representative  ?  There  then  arises  a 
fourth  question,  or  a  fifth,  whether,  supposing  none 
of  those  things  to  happen,  it  is  intended  that 
Lord  Palmerston  shall  then  continue  Secretary  of 
State  for  Forci^  Affairs  ?  Really  these  questions 
are  of  so  extraonlinary  and  novel  nature,  that  I 
can  only  entreat  the  noble  Lord  to  bring  forward  a 
distinct  Motion  on  the  subject." 

Lord  Darlington  was  then  reported  to  have 
said — 

"  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will  allow  me  to  ask 
iiim  another  question  ?  The  noble  Lord  talks  of 
novelty  ;  is  it  novel  or  in  it  not  for  an  individual 
holding  the  office  of  Foreign  Secretary  to  have  no 
seat  cither  in  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment r 

Now  he  thought  he  might  put  the  question 
in  the  same  form  touching  the  present 
Secretary  for  the  Colonics,  and  the  present 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  To  the  latter  ques- 
tion Lord  John  Russell,  with  that  tuamtcr 
in  modo  which  charactemcs  the  noble 
Lord,  replied  thus  : — 

*'  1  can  only  say  that  if  the  state  of  things  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  complains  had  continued  for 
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of  Lincoln)  would  be  quite  prepared  to  en- 
counter him  in  his  own  city. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  that  with 
regard  to  accepting  the  Chiltem  Hundreds, 
he  helieyed  that  was  an  office  for  which 
application  must  be  made  to  Government. 
Then  he  never  would  make  that  applica- 
tion. He  would  never  disgrace  himself  so 
far;  but  he  woidd  tell  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net this,  that  if  he  would  dissolve  Parlia- 
ment, he  cared  not  even  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  himself  to  come  to  Lincoln, 
and  with  all  the  expectations  that  he  might 
hold  out  to  the  citizens  of  Lincoln,  he 
(Colonel  Sibthorp)  was  quite  prepared  to 
meet  him.  He  never  bribed  any  man.  He 
had  no  Treasury  seats  to  offer;  he  had  no- 
thing but  his  own  conduct — ^his  principles 
and  consistency  to  rely  on.  But  with  all 
this  disadvantage  he  would  invite  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  ihe  contest.  Let  him  6xb- 
Bolve  Parliament  to-morrow,  and  send 
whom  he  liked,  he  would  try  a  contest  for 
the  city  of  Lincoln,  which  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  representing  for  twenty  years, 
and  his  ancestors  before  him  for  a  century 
and  a  half.  With  the  support  he  could 
command,  he  would  set  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  defiance.  There  should  be  no 
tricks,  no  Anti-Com-Law  League  ma- 
noeuvres. He  defied  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  would  stand  upon  his  own 
character,  his  own  consistency,  his  own 
conduct.  Let  the  Anti-Com-Law  League 
men — ^let  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  try; 
he  would  meet  them,  and  woidd  see  whe- 
ther they  would  dare  offer  such  an  insult  to 
the  citizens  of  Lincoln.  He  relied  upon 
their  consistency,  and  their  Conservative 
principles. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  considered  that  it  was 
clearly  the  duty  of  the  House  to  inquire 
whether  the  First  Minister,  who  had  recom- 
mended this  measure,  took  the  responsi- 
bility of  passing  it  through  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.  The  gallant  Officer  had 
referred  to  some  circumstances  which  oc- 
curred in  1835,  and  which  were  of  great 
notoriety.  He  did  not  suppose  the  noble 
Lord,  who  was  connected  with  those  cir- 
cumstances, could  deny  their  accuracy. 
He  would  recall  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  precedent  with  respect  to  this  ques- 
tion, which  he  thought  would  be  entitled  to 
a  more  direct  answer  than  that  which  he 
had  given  to  the  question  of  the  gallant 
Officer.  When  the  Master  General  of  the 
Ordnance,  Sir  George  Murray,  was  de- 
prived of  his  seat  in  that  House,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  J.  Russell)  rose  and 


asked  whether  the  gallant  Officer,  the 
Master  of  the  Ordnance,  still  attended  the 
Cabinet  Councils  ?  If  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  re- 
collected aright,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose  and  said  that  his  right  hon.  and  gal* 
lant  Friend  had  ceased  to  attend  the  Ca- 
binet Councils.  In  his  (Mr.  Disraeli's) 
opinion,  that  answer  recognised  a  great 
constitutional  principle;  and  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  House  of  Commons 
should  lose  sight  of  that  principle.  There- 
fore he  begged  leave  to  ask,  with  great  re- 
spect to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  Colonies,  who 
did  not  occupy  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, was  still  in  the  habit  of  attending 
Cabinet  Councils  ? 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  that  he  believed 
there  had  been  no  Cabinet  Council  held 
since  his  right  hon.  Friend  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  been  appointed  Secretary  to  the  Colo- 
nies, which  he  had  not  attended.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  was  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet, 
and  attended  the  Cabinet  Coimcils,  although 
he  was  not  a  Member  of  that  House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  understood,  then,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  say  that  he  approved 
of  Mr.  Gladstone  being  a  Member  of,  and 
attending  Cabinet  Councils,  although,  in 
the  year  1835,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
not  approve  of  Sir  George  Murray  attending 
those  Councils,  he  not  being  at  the  time  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sir  R.  peel  did  not  recollect  under 
what  circumstances  Sir  G.  Murray,  at  the 
time  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to,  did 
not  attend  the  Cabinet  Councils,  nor  did  he 
recollect  that  the  reason  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
assigned  for  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Offi- 
cer not  attending  those  Councils  was  that 
he  was  not  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
Until  he  referred  to  the  Parliamentary 
records,  he  could  not  speak  upon  the 
subject. 

ViscouxT  POLLINGTON  said,  that  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  invited  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  the  Member  for 
the  city  of  Lincoln  to  accept  the  Chiltem 
Hundreds,  that  he  might  afford  an  opportu- 
nity of  a  contest  on  the  part  of  Lord  Lin- 
coln, he  (Lord  PoUington)  as  a  voter  for 
the  coimty  of  Nottingham  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  defeat  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  already  experienced  ? 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  invited  Sir  R. 
Peel  to  meet  him  next  Friday  at  the  corn 
market  in  Lincoln.  He  would  entertain 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  generously,  and 
give  him  the  best  bottle  of  wine  he  had 
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in  the  House;  and  then  he  would  accom- 
pany the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  farmers' 
ordinaries  and  give  him  an  opportunity  to 
judge  of  the  temper  of  mind  that  prevailed 
amongst  them. 

Mr.  GREENE  (the  Chairman)  then  pro- 
posed  the  First  Resolution,  which  reduced 
the  duties  on  com,  grain,  meal,  or  flour, 
which  put  and  agreed  to.* 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  it  had  heen  sug- 
gested hy  the  nohle  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  that  buck-wheat,  Indian  com,  or 
maize,  should  be  included  in  the  First  Reso- 
lution, instead  of  standing  among  the  mis- 
cellanous  articles  in  the  Second  Resolution. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  embody  in  a  dis- 
tinct Resolution  those  articles,  and  he  hoped 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  this.    [Mr. 
Miles  :    I   object  to   that  course.]     The 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  Was,  that  the 
duty  should  be  immediately  relinquished 
on  those  articles  (buck-wheat,  maize,  or 
Indian  com) ;   but  he   (Sir  Robert   Peel) 
having  entered  into  an  engagement  that 
with  regard  to  articles  which  were  to  be 
included  in  the  new  Com  Law  he  would 
not  exercise  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury 
the  power  which  they  usually  exercised,  of 
remitting  the  duty  immediately  after  the 
Resolution  passed  the  House,  but  that  the 
duty  in  respect  to  those  articles  should  not 
be  remitted  until  the   Bill   should  have 
passed  the  House  of  Lords  and  have  re- 
ceived the  Royal  Assent,  he  could  not  in- 
clude buck-wh.eat,  maize,  and  Indian  com 
in  the  First  Resolution.     He  however,  had 
hoped  that  there  would  have  been  no  ob- 
jection to  the  exercise  of  the  power  which 
the  Treasury  possessed  in  respect  to  these 
latter  articles,   should  the  House  pass  the 
Resolution  proposed.  The  whole  amount  of 
duty  would  thus  be  remitted  at  once.     He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire should  oppose  this.     He  moved — 

*'  That  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Custoini  now 
chargeable  on  the  articleit  under-mentioned,  im- 

Eirtod  into  the  United  Kingdom,  the  following 
uties  ttliall  be  charged,  viz. 

8.  d. 

Buok-wheat,  the  quarter 1  0 

Maize  or  Indian  Com,  the  quarter 1  0 

Meal,  the  cwt 0  4i 

Rice,  the  cwt 1  o 

of    and    from    a    British    Pos- 
session, the  cwt 0  0 

—  rough    and   in    the   husk,    the 

quarter 1  o 

of   and    from    a    British    I»os- 

session,  the  quarter 0  1 

Mr.  0*C0NNELL  said,  that  the  strong- 


•  For  RetoluUons,  tee  Vol.  Ixxxiil,  p.  383. 


est  sympathy  had  recently  been  expressed 
by  the  House  towards  Ireland,  and  he  was 
sure  it  was  sincere.  Now  it  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly beneficial  to  Ireland  if  the  duty 
on  Indian  com,  buck- wheat,  and  maiae* 
were  remitted.  He  would  not  press  boa. 
Gentlemen  to  do  anything  against  their 
principles;  but  if,  consistently  with  their 
principles,  they  could  accede  to  this  propo- 
position,  he  would  most  respectfully  ask 
them  to  allow  that  these  articles  should 
be  admitted  at  once  duty  free. 

Mr.  MILES  said,  that  though  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  throw  any  opposition 
in  the  way  of  the  Resolution  immediately, 
he,  at  the  same  time,  wished  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  when  they  came 
to  take  maize  from  the  Tariff,  and  deal 
with  it  as  if  it  were  in  the  Com  Bill,  they 
would  materially  affect  the  agricultural  in« 
terest,  not  only  as  regarded  the  price  of 
wheat,  but  also  the  price  of  barley  and 
oats.     His  hope  and  trust  was,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  merely  wished  to  take 
the  vote  on  it  to-night;  but  what  descrip- 
tion of  vote  would  it  be  ?     Was  it  that  it 
should  pass  under  the  shilling  duty  imme- 
diately ?     If  the  Committee  came  to  that 
conclusion,  he  for  one  would  at  once  give 
it  a  decided  negative.     If  the  Government 
pleased  on  their  own  responsibility  to  take 
maize  from  the  Tariff,  it  was  necessary  at 
once  to  take  the  objection.     It  was  quite 
impossible  for  him  (Mr.  Miles)   to  bring 
forth  all  the  arguments  which  justified  his 
objections,  as  he  did  not  know  that  this 
question  was  to  come  on.     He  wished  that 
they  should  have  some  discussion  on  the 
subject.     Notice  of  Motion  was  given  at 
the  very  end  of  last  Session,  when  no  one 
was  in  the  House,  that  there  was  an  in- 
tention to  move  this  Session  for  a  total  re- 
peal of  the  duty  on  the  article  of  maize.  Ho 
believed  that  no  observation  was  made  on 
the  subject  at  that  time.     It  was  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  maize  was 
used  in  America   for  fattening   animaL<<. 
He  represented  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  it  was  food  fit  for  pigs;  but  the  Ame- 
rican papers  said  that  those  who  were  the 
authors  of  such  a  statement  very  much  re- 
sembled  swine  themselves.      The  papers 
also  confirmed  the  statements  made  by  the 
noble    Lord  the    Member    for  the   West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  who  said  that  from 
his  long  residence  in  America  he  waa  well 
aware  that  what  were  tliere  called  **  Johnny 
Cakes,"  went  far  to  supersede  the  York- 
shire cakes.     This  maize  then  mtut  come 
in  direct  competition  not  only  with  wheat, 
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bat  also  with  barley  and  oats,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  that  this  discussion  must 
come  on  at  some  period,  in  which  hon. 
Members  might  have  an  opportunity  of  stat- 
ing their  opinions  with  respect  to  it.  When 
they  talked  of  the  quantities  of  wheat 
produced  in  the  United  States,  they  ought 
to  recollect  the  large  quantities  of  maize 
that  were  produced  also.  There  were 
seven  hundred  millions  of  quarters  produced 
there  last  year.  The  produce  was  enormous. 
He  was  in  hopes  that  it  would  come  under 
the  Com  Bill,  and  scarcely  thought  it  right 
immediately  to  enter  into  a  discussion  on 
it.  AU  he  would  say  was,  that  it  was  Us 
determination,  if  the  Ministers  proposed 
taking  it  out  of  the  Tariff,  to  object  to  the 
Resolution. 

Sir  R.  peel  must,  in  justice,  say  that 
he  had  directly  called  the  attention  of  his 
hon.  Friend  to  the  proposal,  hoping  it 
would  answer  his  views.  Some  time  since 
his  right  hon.  Friends  had  taken  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility,  to  lessen  the 
pressure  in  Ireland,  of  oitlering  a  large 
quantity  of  Indian  com  from  the  United 
States,  for  which  act  they  must  ask  for 
the  indemnity  of  Parliament.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  many  benevolent  in- 
dividuals looked  upon  it  as  a  substitute  for 
potatoes,  of  which  he  assured  the  House 
there  were  alarming  accounts,  and  that  if 
Indian  com  were  admitted  duty  free,  indi- 
viduals would  at  once  spend  a  large  sum  in 
the  purchase  of  Indian  com  as  a  substi- 
tute for  potatoes.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  Indian  com  properly 
prepared  might  make  excellent  food,  and 
when  the  existing  pressure  was  overcome, 
might  make  the  best  substitute  for  pota- 
toes. He  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther he  might  not  allow  the  Resolution  to 
pass  through  Committee  to-night,  on  the 
understanding  that  it  should  be  reported 
the  fii'st  thing  on  Monday,  on  which  occa- 
sion it  would  be  competent  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  so  chose,  to  raise  his  ob- 
jection. He  thought  that  this  arrange- 
ment might  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  would  then  have  an  op- 
portunity for  consideration  in  the  interval, 
and  perhaps  would  see  the  advantage  of 
admitting  Indian  com,  not  only  for  the 
purpose  of  feeding  cattle,  but  also  for  the 
purpose  of  feeding  the  people  in  the  pre- 
sent emergency  in  Ireland*  With  respect 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  Ministers  might  admit  maize  duty 
free  by  an  order  in  Council,  that  would  be 
a  most  unconstitutional  proceeding  while 


Parliament  was  sitting,  and  would  form  a 
most  dangerous  precedent. 

Mr.  bright  said,  he  should  have  been 
greatly  surprised  at  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire,  if  he  had  not 
recollected  the  extraordinary  objections 
raised  by  him  on  a  former  occasion.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  see  on  a  little  consideration  that  he 
would  be  not  only  consulting  the  wishes  of 
the  House,  but  also  those  of  the  country, 
if  he  acquiesced  in  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  No  doubt  the  protec- 
tionists would  not  object  to  allow  maize  to 
come  in,  if,  by  so  doing,  they  could  only 
keep  out  wheat ;  but  surely  in  the  present 
day  it  could  not  be  made  an  objection  to 
the  introduction  of  maize,  that  human 
beings  would  get  a  portion  of  it,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  confined  exclusively  to 
brute  beasts.  Considering  the  state  of 
Ireland,  he  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  withdraw  their  opposition  to  the 
present  proposition ;  or  else,  if  they  went 
on  at  this  rate,  they  would  not  only  lose 
their  Com  Laws,  but  their  character. 

Mr.  MILES,  though  perfectly  prepared 
to  discuss  the  subject,  yet  knowing  that 
certain  objections  were  raised  in  the  coun- 
try to  the  introduction  of  maize,  he  thought 
it  his  duty  to  get  up  and  to  state  shortly 
what  those  objections  were.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men, when  discharging  their  duty,  should 
not  be  lectured  so  severely  even  by  Com 
Law  repealers.  He  thought,  though  in 
opposition  to  the  hon.  Member,  he  had 
always  given  the  hon.  Member  credit  for 
honest  motives,  and  he  trusted  that  his  own 
motives  would  not  be  impugned.  He  ought 
not  to  be  held  up  to  disapprobation,  as  ex- 
pressing opinions  which  he  felt  to  be  in- 
consistent with  reason.  The  Government 
had  provided  a  large  quantity  of  Indian  corn 
for  the  consmnption  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  did  not  think  that  anything  could  be 
more  legitimate  than  that,  before  a  famine 
occurred,  fearing  that  it  might  occur,  the 
Government  should  take  Indian  corn  out  of 
bond  duty  free.  But  when  it  came  to  a 
question  of  having  our  markets  inundated 
with  this  maize  from  America,  it  became 
quite  necessary  to  interfere  against  any 
such  proposition;  and,  at  all  events,  their 
conduct  in  so  interfering  should  not  be 
thus  impugned. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  :  Sir,  I  cannot 
quite  concur  in  the  necessity  which  is  al- 
leged to  exist  for  taking  this  maize  out  of 
bond;  inasmuch  as,  practically  speaking, 
I  do  not  myself  see  the  difference,  in  pobt 
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in  the  House;  and  then  he  would  accom- 
pany the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  fanners' 
ordinaries  and  give  him  an  opportunity  to 
judge  of  the  temper  of  mind  that  prevailed 
amongst  them. 

Mb.  GREENE  (the  Chairman)  then  pro- 
posed the  First  Resolution,  which  reduced 
the  duties  on  com,  grain,  meal,  or  flour, 
which  put  and  agreed  to.* 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  it  had  heen  sug- 
gested hy  the  nohle  Lord  opposite  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  that  huck-wheat,  Indian  com,  or 
maize,  should  he  included  in  the  First  Reso- 
lution, instead  of  standing  among  the  mis- 
cellanouB  articles  in  the  Second  Resolution. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  emhody  in  a  dis- 
tinct Resolution  those  articles,  and  he  hoped 
there  would  he  no  ohjection  to  this.    [Mr. 
Miles  :    I  ohject  to   that  course.]     The 
suggestion  of  the  nohle  Lord  was,  that  the 
duty  should  he  immediately  relinquished 
on  those  articles  (huck-wheat,  maize,  or 
Indian  com);   hut  he   (Sir  Rohert   Peel) 
having  entered  into  an  engagement  that 
with  regard  to  articles  which  were  to  he 
included  in  the  new  Com  Law  he  would 
not  exercise  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury 
the  power  which  they  usually  exercised,  of 
remitting  the  duty  inmiediately  after  the 
Resolution  passed  the  House,  hut  that  the 
duty  in  respect  to  those  articles  should  not 
he  remitted  until  the   Bill   should  have 
passed  the  House  of  Lords  and  have  re- 
ceived the  Royal  Assent,  he  could  not  in- 
clude huck-wheat,  maize,  and  Indian  com 
in  the  First  Resolution.     He  however,  had 
hoped  that  there  would  have  heen  no  oh- 
jection to  the  exercise  of  the  power  which 
the  Treasury  possessed  in  respect  to  these 
latter  articles,  should  the  House  pass  the 
Resolution  proposed.  The  whole  amount  of 
duty  would  thus  he  remitted  at  once.     He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Memher  for  Somer- 
setshire should  oppose  this.     He  moved — 

"  That  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Customs  now 
chargeable  on  the  articles  under-mentioned,  im- 
ported into  the  United  Kingdom,  the  following 
Duties  shall  be  charged,  viz. 

8.  d. 

Buck-wheat,  the  quarter I  0 

Maize  or  Indian  Com,  the  quarter ....  1  0 

Meal,  the  cwt 0  4^ 

Rice,  the  cwt 1  0 

of    and    from    a    British    Pos- 
session, the  cwt 0  6 

rough    and   in    the   husk,     the 

quarter 1     0 

of    and    from    a    British    Pos- 
session, the  quarter 0     1 

Mb.  O'CONNELL  said,  that  the  strong- 


•  For  Resolutions,  see  Vol.  Uxziii.,  p.  283. 


est  sympathy  had  recently  heen  expressed 
hy  the  House  towards  Ireland,  and  he  was 
sure  it  was  sincere.  Now  it  would  he  ex- 
ceedingly heneficial  to  Ireland  if  the  duty 
on  Indian  com,  huck-wheat,  and  maise, 
were  remitted.  He  would  not  press  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  do  anything  against  their 
principles;  hut  if,  consistently  with  their 
principles,  they  could  accede  to  this  propo- 
position,  he  woidd  most  respectfully  ask 
them  to  allow  that  these  articles  should 
he  admitted  at  once  duty  free. 

Mr.  miles  said,  that  though  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  throw  any  opposition 
in  the  way  of  the  Resolution  inmiediately, 
he,  at  the  same  time,  wished  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  when  they  came 
to  take  maize  from  the  Tariff,  and  deal 
with  it  as  if  it  were  in  the  Com  Bill,  they 
would  materially  affect  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, not  only  as  regarded  the  price  of 
wheat,  hut  also  the  price  of  harley  and 
oats.     His  hope  and  trust  was,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  merely  wished  to  take 
the  vote  on  it  to-night;  hut  what  descrip- 
tion of  rote  would  it  he  ?     Was  it  that  it 
should  pass  under  the  shilling  duty  imme- 
diately ?     If  the  Committee  came  to  that 
conclusion,  he  for  one  would  at  once  give 
it  a  decided  negative.     If  the  Government 
pleased  on  their  own  responsibility  to  take 
maize  from  the  Tariff,  it  was  necessary  at 
once  to  take  the  ohjection.     It  was  quite 
impossihle   for  him  (Mr.   Miles)   to  bring 
forth  all  the  arguments  which  justified  his 
objections,  as  he  did  not  know  that  this 
question  was  to  come  on.     He  wished  that 
they  should  have  some  discussion  on  the 
subject.     Notice  of  Motion  was  given  at 
the  very  end  of  last  Session,  when  no  one 
was  in  the  House,  that  there  was  an  in- 
tention to  move  this  Session  for  a  total  re- 
peal of  the  duty  on  the  article  of  maize.  Ho 
believed  that  no  observation  was  made  on 
the  subject  at  that  time.     It  was  said  by 
the   right  hon.  Baronet,  that  maize  was 
used  in  America   for   fattening   animals. 
He  represented  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  it  was  food  fit  for  pigs;  but  the  Ame- 
rican papers  said  that  those  who  were  the 
authors  of  such  a  statement  very  much  re- 
sembled  swine  themselves.      The  papers 
also  confirmed  the  statements  made  hy  the 
noble   Lord  the    Member    for  the   West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  who  said  that  from 
his  long  residence  in  America  he  was  well 
aware  that  what  were  there  called  **  Johnny 
Cakes,"  went  far  to  supersede  the  York- 
shire cakes.     This  maize  then  must  come 
in  direct  competition  not  only  with  wheat. 
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that  the  Government  had  exercised  a  wiae 
discretion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  remarked,  that  no 
one  could  refuse  to  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Somersetshire  the  credit  of  believing  that 
he  was  influenced  by  feelings  of  humanity 
on  this  and  other  subjects ;  and  he  must 
also  add,  that  he  was  not  surprised  that  to 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
hon.  Member  should  have  made  some  ob- 
jection. He  did  trust  now,  however,  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to  the 
proposal ;  adopt  these  Resolutions  in  Com- 
mittee that  night,  and  take  the  discussion 
on  Monday.  The  whole  difference  in  the 
matter  must  be,  that  by  adopting  this 
course,  they  would  take  the  discussion 
a  few  days  sooner  than  it  would  otherwise 
come  on.  These  articles  were  contained  in 
the  Tariff;  but  the  Tariff  might  be  delayed 
from  various  causes.  As  he  understood 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  that  these  articles  might  be  admit- 
ted immediately  at  a  low  duty.  He  had 
also  to  add  that  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  exercised  a  sound  discretion  in 
ordering  a  supply  of  Indian  com;  for  if 
they  had  purchased  the  oats  in  the  mar- 
kets in  Ireland  in  the  name  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  would  have  raised  the  price 
of  food;  whilst  now  they  had,  without  rais- 
ing the  price,  added  to  the  quantity  of  food 
in  the  country.  But  then  came  the  ques- 
tion whether  such  Indian  com  should  be 
admitted  free  to  meet  an  emergency,  or  be 
p^mitted  to  be  introduced  permanently? 
That  was  a  proper  question  to  consider, 
and  it  would  be  quite  competent  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
effect,  that  Indian  com  should  be  only  ad- 
mitted for  a  certain  period,  or  for  the  recom- 
mittal of  the  Resolution.  He  trusted  that 
when  the  question  was  discussed,  it  would 
be  debated  with  calnmess,  and  with  a  due 
consideration  for  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire 
was  fuUy  justified  in  seeking  for  discussion, 
and  he  saw  no  objection  to  its  being  taken 
upon  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  MARCH  hoped,  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
the  .Member  for  London,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  objection  for 
the  present.  He  was  surprised,  however, 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  say 
that  the  state  of  Ireland  now  required  the 
immediate  passii^  of  these  Resolutions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  of  that 
state  w^n  he  brought  forward  his  Tariff ; 


and  now,  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks,  ha 
took  these  articles  out  of  the  Tariff,  and 
wished  to  press  them  on  the  attention  of 
the  Legislature. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  wished  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  quantity  of 
corn  had  been  imported  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  into  Ireland? 

Sir  R.  peel  replied,  that  orders  had 
been  given  to  purchase  Indian  com  and  rye 
to  the  amount  of  100,000?. ;  but  what  quan- 
tity of  com  had  been  purchased  with  that 
sum  he  did  not  recollect. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  understood  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  who  was 
fond  of  imputing  motives  to  his  opponents, 
was  a  prominent  character  in  the  Anti- 
Com-Law  League ;  and  then  there  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bolton,  who  was  the 
chaplain  in  ordinary,  or  the  extraordinary 
chaplain  of  the  League  ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  from  both,  when  they  talked  so  much 
of  their  humanity,  why  they  did  not  give 
50,000?.  to  relieve  the  Irish?  Let  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham,  and  the  League, 
act  on  their  philanthropy,  and  down  with 
the  dust.  Don't  let  them  lay  out  their 
money  in  buying  up  votes,  and  bring- 
ing over  to  their  opinions  those  unlearned 
persons  who,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  were  too 
unsuspecting  of  their  tricks. 

Mr.  C.  goring  suggested  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  in  Committee  of  Supply  they 
should  propose  a  vote  of  100,000*.,  to  pay 
for  the  Indian  com  required  by  the  neces- 
sities of  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  miles  said,  that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  his  desire  to  relieve  the 
distress  which  was  threatened,  he  was  wil- 
Ung  to  add  a  proviso  to  the  Resolution  ot 
to-night,  empowering  the  Government  to 
take  out  of  bond  or  to  import  maize,  buck 
wheat,  or  Indian  com,  free  of  all  duty,  for 
the  next  three  months. 

Mr.  bright  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  permanent  duty  to  be 
levied  on  Indian  com.  The  duty  of  \s,  on 
Indian  com  would  often  be  six  per  cent 
upon  the  cost  in  America,  and  generally 
five  per  cent.  The  Government  might 
have  some  object  in  continuing  this  duty ; 
but  if  the  principle  of  no  duty  was  satis- 
factory in  the  case  of  cotton  and  other 
articles,  and  no  inconvenience  was  experi- 
enced at  the  Custom-house,  he  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  be  willing  to 
reduce  this  duty,  if  any  were  required  for 
registration,  to  one  penny  the  quarter,  or 
else  allow  it  to  come  in  entirely  free.  He 
wished  to  know  if  this  subject  had  been 
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«inder  the  consideration  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  Colleagues? 

Sib  R.  peel  :  The  duty  was,  in  fact, 
a  merely  nominal  one ;  and  considering  the 
Tery  extensive  reductions  proposed  on  other 
sorts  of  grain,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  oppose  this  part  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  W.  ELLIS  assured  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that,  in  consequence  of  the  delay 
which  had  taken  place,  and  the  uncertainty 
which  prerailed  with  regard  to  the  mea- 
sures before  the  House,  a  great  check  to 
employment  was  experienced  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts. 

The  first  five  articles  in  the  Tariff  were 

also  agreed  to  as  follows  : — 

"  ReMolved — ^That  in  lien  of  the  Duties  on  Cns- 
iomt  now  chargeable  on  the  articles  under-men- 
tioned, imported  into  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
following  Duties  shall  be  charged,  vix. 

£    s.    d. 
Agates  or  Cornelians,  cut,  manufiMTtored, 

or  set,  for  every  100/.  yalue    .    .    .10    0    0 
Ale  and  Beer  of  all  sorts,  the  barrel    .10    0 
Almonds,  Paste  of,  for  every  100/.  value  10    0    0 
Amber,   Manuftctures  of,  not  enume- 
rated, for  every  100/.  value      .     .    .10    0    0 

Arrow  Root,  the  cwt 0    2    6 

' of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 
session, per  cwt 0    0    6 

Resolution  to  he  reported. 

House  resumed,  and  Committee  to  sit 

again. 

Adjourned  at  half-past  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Monday,  March  9,  1846. 

MiavntsJ    Pi'sur  Bilia— l*-  PviaCWorkh 
S«-  PioMouton,  WitDMMi,  as. 

Ttcrntem  Pbksbntrd.  From  LandowiMn,  Tensnti, 
Labourm,  and  oihen.  horn  Codnor,  sad  Mvcnl  other 
plaoM,  for  Protsctkm  lo  ths  AfrloiUunl  IntcmL — Prom 
liihsblUDtt  of  Woodbury  and  Cradlton,  sfslittt  Altenuloo 
of  the  Com  Lswi. — From  South  Moreton,  Bri^twell, 
Mii  Cbeiity,  MgBliM  the  MeMure  relatiof  to  Customs 
and  Cora  Importation.— From  Chester,  agamst  the  Prin- 
eiples  of  Free  Trade. — From  Landowners  and  others  in- 
terested In  Protection  to  Natlre  CultlTalion  of  Hops  In 
the  County  of  Sussex,  afafawC  the  Reduction  of  Duty  on 
Hops.  -  From  Members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
In  the  Counties  of  Durham  and  Northurobertand,  com- 
plalmng  of  the  Usurpation  of  PaCnmane  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bishops,  far  Relief,  and  Air  tiie  Better  Rifiilatlon 
-of  Chariudde  Bequests. 

THE  BASILIAN  NUNS  OF  MINSK. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  nohle 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  a  question  of  considcrahle  import- 
ance, in  reference  to  a  document  presented 
to  the  Roman  Government  hy  M.  de  fiou- 
tenieff,  tho  Russian  Minister,  replying  to 
the  atrocious  calumnies  which  had  been 
circulated  as  to  tho  treatment  of  the  Basi- 


lian  nuns  hy  order  of  the  Emperor.  He 
wished  to  know  if  the  nohle  Lord  had  seen 
the  document^  as  he  thought  it  right  the 
public  should  be  infonned  of  the  true  state 
of  the  case  ? 

The  Eabl  of  ABERDEEN  replied  that 
he  had  received  a  copy  of  the  documeDt  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  alluded,  and  had 
every  reason  to  believe  it  was  to  be  eonsi- 
dered  as  the  official  answer  of  the  Russian 
Government  to  the  reports  which  had  been 
circulated  as  to  certain  perseentiotts  and 
severities  said  to  have  been  endured  by 
the  Basilian  nuns  of  Minsk.  When  the 
subject  was  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  House  a  few  days  ago,  he  took  the 
liberty  of  observing  that,  whether  those 
reports  were  true  or  false,  the  matter  to 
which  they  referred  was  one  with  which 
the  House  had  nothing  to  do;  and  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  take  any  steps  in  refer- 
ence to  it.  At  the  same  time  he  expressed 
his  incredulity  respecting  those  reports,  and 
declared  he  did  not  place  any  belief  in  the 
truth  of  the  accusations  which  had  been 
made  against  the  Russian  Goremment; 
whilst  he  admitted  that  there  might  have 
been  some  ecclesiastical  severity,  and  even 
what  might  be  called  by  some  persons  re- 
ligious persecution,  exercised  on  the  nuns, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  horrors  which 
had  been  described  were  utterly  out  of  the 
question.  Since  that  statement  was  made, 
it  appeared  that  the  person  who  was  said 
to  have  circulated  the  reports  in  question 
had  no  existence,  or  at  least  the  Russian 
Government  denied  that  they  knew  any- 
thing of  her,  and  affirmed  that  they  were 
utterly  ignorant  of  her  name.  Under  those 
circumstances,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
document  in  question,  he  could  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  the  incredulity  he  formeriy 
expressed  had  been  very  much  confirmed. 
He  might  state,  in  addition  to  these  facts, 
that  the  Roman  Government  had  thought 
proper  to  write  to  the  nuncios  of  the  dimr- 
eut  Courts  of  Europe,  for  the  purpose  of 
declaring  that  the  statement  as  to  deposi- 
tions purporting  to  have  been  taken  at 
Rome,  by  order  of  the  Pope,  had  no  foun* 
dation  in  truth — disavowing  the  depositions 
altogether,  and  stating  t^t  they  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  of  any  such  interroga- 
tories. 

The  Marqcebs  of  LONDONDERRY 
expressed  his  gratification  at  the  repJy  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  remarked,  that 
though  it  vna  quite  tme  the  House  would 
hare  ^  rfat  to  interfere  r 
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those  reports,  he  thought  the  j  could  hare 
stated  their  atter  horror  at  the  substance  of 
them,  supposing  thej  were  true. 

PROSECUTORS,  WITNESSES,  Ac.  BILL. 

LoBD  DENMAN  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  "  For  the  Punishment 
of  such  as  shall  endeavour  to  deter  Pro- 
secutors, Witnesses,  and  Jurors,  from  the 
discharge  of  their  duty ;  '*  and,  in  doing 
80,  took  occasion  to  refer  to  the  Amend- 
ments  in  the  Bill  for  the  Protection  of  Life 
in  IreUnd.  He  had  heard  with  great  hor- 
ror and  regret  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  with  re- 
spect to  the  system  of  intimidation  exer- 
cised on  persons  employed  in  furthering  the 
ends  of  justice  in  Ireland  ;  and,  although 
he  felt  himself  now  precluded  by  the  de- 
cision of  their  Lordships  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  BiU  brought  forward  by 
Goyemment,  he  could  not  help  saying, 
that  the  particular  provisions  were  still 
«pen  to  discussion.  He  had  not  been  able, 
on  account  of  public  duties,  to  attend  either 
on  that  debate  or  in  the  Committee  ;  and, 
with  leave  of  the  House,  would  take  that 
occasion  to  express  what  he  thought  of 
some  importance  on  those  enactments. 
He  was  sure  the  less  stringent  the  Bill  was 
made,  the  less  likely  to  interfere  with  the 
ordinary  feelings  of  our  nature,  the  greater 
would  be  its  chance  of  success;  and,  whilst 
it  gave  less  offence  to  the  community,  it 
would  become  more  efficient  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  intended.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  grounds  on  which  the  Ist 
Clause,  giving  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the 
power  of  proclaiming  any  district,  rested, 
were  not  sufficient,  and  ought  not  to  be  set 
forth  on  the  face  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
as  a  foundation  for  the  extraordinary  powers 
which  it  proposed  to  confer.  The  clause 
enacted  that  any  district  in  which  any 
murder,  or  attempt  to  murder,  or  any  as- 
sault with  intent  to  inflict  grievous  bodily 
harm,  had  been  committed,  might,  on  evi- 
dence of  such  offence,  be  proclaimed  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Now,  the  offences 
thus  enumerated  existed  throughout  every 
county  in  England  ;  and  there  was  not  a 
district  in  this  country  which  might  not  on 
the  same  grounds  be  proclaimed.  One 
could  not  help  feeling  some  degree  of  alarm 
lest  the  provisions  of  such  a  Bill  should  be- 
come an  example,  on  some  supposed  neces- 
sity, of  legislation  for  England,  and  its 
application  recommended  on  the  same 
grounds.  It  had  appeared  to  him,  that 
in  order  to  justify  the  proclamation  of  a 
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district,  it  would  be  desirable  that  three  or 
more  justices  of  the  peace  should  make 
representation  of  the  facts  of  the  offences 
committed  therein  to  ^e  Lord  Lieutenant; 
but  he  found,  on  inquiry,  that  the  police 
reports  for  the  various  constabulary  dis- 
tricts afforded  him  fuU  information  as  to 
the  details  of  every  outrage  occurring  in 
the  country.  It  would  be  much  better 
that  on  their  report  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  be  authorized  to  act,  with  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Privy  Council,  according  to  his 
own  sense  of  the  exigency  of  the  case.  He 
was  not  sure  that  any  Act  was  requisite  to 
authorize  the  establishment  of  any  number 
of  police  throughout  a  proclaimed  district, 
except  in  so  far  as  it  was  necessary  to  fix 
the  place  in  which  they  were  required  with 
the  additional  expense.  With  respect  to 
the  clause. requiring  persons  to  keep  within 
their  own  dwellings  after  sunset  and  before 
sunrise,  and  attaching  a  penalty  for  the 
non-observance  of  the  regidation  of  trans- 
portation for  fifteen  years-— or  even  of  seven 
years,  to  which  term  it  was  proposed  to 
alter  it — ^he  must  confess  that  he  felt  the 
very  greatest  reluctance  to  any  Bill  which 
granted  such  a  power,  without  requiring  the 
fullest  proof  of  guilt  in  every  particular 
case.  The  mere  right  to  take  an  indi- 
vidual into  custody  was  in  itself  very  large 
and  extensive ;  and  he  thought  that  every 
person  on  being  arrested  should  be  allowed 
to  give  an  explanation  of  his  appearance 
out  at  night  to  persons  competent  to  decide 
as  to  its  satisfactory  character.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  entertained  the  greatest  re* 
luctance  to  the  clause  whereby  it  would  be 
made  lawful  to  send  any  person  taken  up 
by  the  police  between  sunset  and  sunrise 
to  prison,  and  to  trial;  and  would  suggest 
that,  if  his  explanation  was  satisfactory, 
he  should  be  at  once  released.  In  case 
only  one  magistrate  should  be  present,  he 
was  to  wait  for  the  next  petty  sessions;  and 
if  then  only  one  magistrate  should  at- 
tend, he  was  to  be  sent  to  prison  at  all 
events;  but  he  thought  it  rather  hard 
that  the  prisoner's  fate  should  depend  on 
such  an  accident  as  the  number  of  magis- 
trates who  might  be  present.  He  felt  a 
strong  repugnance  to  the  punishment  which 
this  Bill  proposed  to  inflict.  He  could 
not  conceive,  that  a  Bill  which  enact- 
ed that  a  man  should  be  punished  by 
seven  years*  transportation  for  the  mere 
offence  of  being  out  between  sunset  and 
sunrise,  could  have  a  good  effect.  They 
knew  that  such  a  punishment,  in  very 
many  instancesi  amounted  to  transporta- 
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tion  to  life ;  beeaiue  penonA  of  humble 
rank  who  were  sent  for  that  period  to  the 
penal  Bettlementa  were  most  frequently  un- 
able to  procure  the  means  of  retuming. 
The  yery  possibUitj  of  such  soTere  punish- 
ment womd*  in  his  opinion,  be  ealculated 
to  deter  from  prosecution,  and  defeat  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.     He  was  told  that 
transportation  was  greatly  dreaded  by  the 
lower  orders,  whilst  they  had  no  fears  of 
imprisonment ;  but  he  was  convinced  that 
the  power  of  apprehension  was  the  power 
of  preyenting  mischief,  at  least  for  the 
time,  and  that  imprisonment  was  no  light 
matter,  especially  to  labouring  men.     He 
had  suggested  to   the   noble    Lord  (the 
Earl  of  St.  Germans)  that  it  might  not  be 
wrong  to  make  a  distinction  between  the 
first,  second,  and  third  occasion  in  which 
offences   under  the  Act  had  been  com- 
mitted.     He  took  the  liberty  of  recom- 
mending that  a  BuccessiTe  repetition  of 
these  offences  should  be  considered  neces- 
aary  to  expose  the  prisoner  to  the  severest 
form  of  punishment,  and  would  propose 
that  for  the  first  time,  that  is,  for  the 
breach  of  a  mere  polioe  regulation,  which 
might  be  perfectly  innocent,  and  proceed 
even  from  praiseworthy  motives,  he  should 
be  treated  with  lenity;  that  on  his  re- 
petition of  any  breach  of  the  Act,  he  should 
be  more  severely  punished,  as  guilty  of  con- 
tumacy, and  of  sinning  against  the  law, 
ealling  for  more  severity,  though  but  a 
nudum  j9roAt6ttiim,  and  not  a  malum  in 
Uf  and  that  only  for  a  third  offence,  which 
would  raise  a  strong  suspicion  of  his  con- 
curring in  mischievous  objects,  he  should 
be  subjected   to  the  extreme  penalty  of 
the  Act.     If  it  thus  went  forth  that  trans- 
portation were  a  punishment  to  which  the 
offender  would  be  liable  on  the  repetition 
of  his  offence,  the  law  would  become  more 
effective  from  the  reduction  in  the  extreme 
punishment,  and  from  the  gradations  of 
penalty.  On  the  power  to  change  the  venue 
for  the  trial  of  offenders,  he  could  only  say 
that  he  saw  no  objection  to  it ;   for  he 
thought  the  very  necessity  for  introducing 
such  an  Act  as  the  present  necessarily  im- 
ported that  such  a  change  of  venue  ought 
to  take  place.     It  could  not  be  possible 
that  persons  employed  in  furthering  and 
executing  justice  could  be  free  from  danger 
if  there  were  such  associations  and  persons 
as  had  been  supposed  to  exist  in  order  to 
justify  that  Act ;  and  he  thought  the  law 
m  this  country  could  be  extended  with 
much  advantage  to  Ireland.     It  was  some 
coQBolattoii  tQ  hear  from  the  noble  Lord, 


that  jurors  in  Ireland  had  not  been  deterred 
from  the  performance  of  their  duty  by  in- 
timidation or  dread  of  violence  ;  though 
not  intimidated,  they  could  not  fail  to  be 
endangered  by  the  state  of  things  deecribed. 
He  was,  nevertheless,  of  opinion,  thai  the 
law  in  reference  to  that  subject  which  existed 
in  England  ought  to  be  a  general  law,  and 
had  frequently  expressed  his  conviction 
that  it  ought  to  be  rendered  applicable  to 
all  parts  of  the  kingdom  whenever  circum- 
stances arose  which  called  for  its  exerdse. 
As  to  the  offence  charged  in  this  Act,  of 
intimidating  witnesses,  jurors,  or  prose- 
cutors, svarelj  it  was  one  of  the  gravest  of- 
fences that  could  be  committed  against 
human  society,  and  should  be  provided  for, 
not  by  a  local  enactment  for  a  temporary 
purpose,  but  by  a  general  Act  extending 
to  sll  times  and  places.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  adoption  of  the  hints  he  had  thrown 
out  would  render  the  Bill  more  effectual 
for  its  immediate  purposes,  and  would  friei- 
litate  the  return  to  tne  law  and  Constita* 
tion  of  England,  the  only  remedy  for  the 
evils  with  which  Ireland  was  afflicted. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  that  there  was  every  reason 
for  makinff  the  law,  in  the  cases  he  alluded 
to,  genend  and  not  locaL  He  must  deny, 
however,  to-night,  as  he  did  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  a  less  punishment  was  in- 
flicted for  being  out  at  night  than  the 
offence  called  for.  In  the  first  place,  the 
punishment  was  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Judge.  And,  in  the  next  place,  in 
order  to  constitute  the  offence,  it  must  be 
proved  that  he  was  "  out  under  susmcious 
circumstances,  and  not  on  his  lawful  occa- 
sions." But  it  was  said  there  was  no  pos- 
sibilitv  of  a  man  proving,  when  taken  up, 
that  he  was  out  on  his  lawful  occasions. 
Why,  the  proclamation  of  the  district  was 
an  intimation  to  all  liege  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  that,  if  they  went  out  after  sunset, 
they  should  fmnish  themselves  with  proof 
that  it  was  on  th«r  lawful  occasions.  A 
man  able  to  justify  his  being  out  would  not 
be  punished  at  all,  the  Judge  being  enabled 
to  exercise  a  wide  discretion,  hmn  the  in- 
fliction of  If.  fine  to  transportation  for  life. 
He  heard  from  all  the  noble  Lords  con- 
nected with  Ireland  to  whom  he  had  spoken, 
that  nothing  but  the  fear  of  transportation 
in  such  aggravated  cases  as  going  about 
armed  at  night  would  have  Uie  «ffect  of 
preventing  such  offences.  He  approved  of 
the  limitation  of  the  Bill  to  three  years; 
for  if  it  did  no  good  in  three  years,  it  would 
do  no  good  at  idl;  if  it  waa  not  tCEDOtnal  in 


tn 


xYOi^CUtOTif 


lltABOR  9}  WiMmi,  tm.  Sill.         774 


ftfti  period  Aej  must  take  oilier  modes  of 
meetmg  ike  evU. 

Earl  GRET  said,  that  his  noUe  and 
karned  Friend  (Lord  Brou^iam)  had  mis- 
appr^ended  the  arg^oment  both  of  the 
I^rd  Chief  Justice  and  himself.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  the  offence 
was  not  merely  heang  out  at  night,  but 
being  out  under  suspicious  circumstances. 
Now,  he  (Earl  Grey)  wished  once  more  to 
eall  upon  the  House  to  consider  how  little 
praclieal  difference  was  made  by  the  intro- 
duction of  the  words  "suspicious  circum- 
stances." He  maintfuned  that  a  man 
nnght  be  perfectly  innocent,  although  out 
mder  suspicious  circumstances;  and  was  a 
man  to  be  transported,  for  mere  suspicious 
eireumstances,  if  he  had  not  committed  any 
real  offence  ?  Suppose  a  man  was  found 
g«Mng  to  see  a  dying  relation,  and  that  in 
the  same  direction  there  was  a  Whiteboy 
meeting — ^that  would  be  a  suspicious  cir- 
eumstanee.  He  might  have  told  the  per- 
sons in  his  cabin  that  he  was  going  to  see 
a  djfing  relation;  but  their  statement  of  his 
intentions  would  not  be  receired  in  eyidence. 
And  eren  in  the  case  of  a  person  who  was 
going  to  a  Whiteboy  meeting,  there  would 
be  nothing  practicafiy  before  the  court  but 
the  mere  met  of  his  being  out  at  night. 
The  effect  of  this  law  would  be,  tiiat 
the  Irish  peasant  would  be  liable  for  a 
mere  act  of  forgetfulness,  perhaps,  in 
being  out  in  the  proscribed  hours.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice giring  the  weight  of  his  knowledge 
of  criminal  and  constitutional  law  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  he  (Earl  Grey)  had 
proposed.  The  more  he  reflected  on  the 
matter,  the  more  repugnant  he  felt  it  was 
to  justice  to  punish  these  offences  in  this 
severe  way.  Let  the  offence  of  being  out 
at  night  armed  or  disguised,  be  made  a  se- 
parate offence.  There  would  be  no  difficulty 
about  that.  The  case  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham)  he  must 
feel  wanted  a  great  deal  of  bolstering  up 
to  make  it  appear  decent  to  the  public.  A 
more  palpable  instance  of  misapprehension 
of  the  arguments  which  had  been  used  in 
this  case  than  the  speech  of  the  noble  and 
ieamed  Lord,  he  (Earl  Grey)  had  never 
heard  in  the  whole  course  of  his  Parlia- 
mentary experience. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  If  the  noble  Eari 
liree  much  longer,  I  promise  him  he  will 
have  to  put  up  with  many  similar  misappre- 
hoisions.  Now,  as  to  the  noble  Earl's 
right  to  claim  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Chief  Justice  as  &e  supporter  of  his 


views,  he  must  be  consiatent,  and  pledge 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  to  the  inflic- 
tion of  a  three  years'  imprisonment  for  the 
venial  offence  of  being  merely  out  at  night, 
as  proposed  by  his  own  (Earl  Grey's) 
Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS  pledged 
himself  that  all  the  suj^gestions  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  should  receive  the 
consideration  they  deserved  as  coming  from 
such  high  authority,  in  tlie  interval  which 
would  elapse  before  the  GoTemment  brought 
up  the  Report  on  their  BilL  As  to  the 
transportation  clause,  he  thought  it  best  to 
leave  the  question  of  culpability  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  a  Judge  assisted  by  a  jury.  He 
fully  agreed  in  the  principle  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  BUI,  and  should  be 
happy  to  see  it  adopted  by  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  STRADBROKE  :  Wha 
possible  objection  could  there  be  to  pro- 
viding that  a  man  when  out  within  the  pro- 
scribed hours  should  be  liable  to  two  years' 
imprisonment,  but  that  when  arm^  he 
should  be  liable  to  transportation  ? 

Lord  CAMPBELL  hoped  that  the  grave 
offence  of  intimidating  jurors  would  be 
punished  by  a  general  Act,  as  prepared  by 
Ids  noble  and  learned  Friend  the  Chief 
Justice.  Such  should  be  the  permanent 
law,  and  the  proposed  change  would  meet 
with  his  hearty  concurrence.  He  hoped 
some  such  suggestion  as  that  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Stradbroke)  would  be 
ciopted;  for  the  great  error  of  the  clause 
alluded  to  was,  that  it  clubbed  together 
offences  of  a  totally  different  nature;  that 
it  rendered  liable  to  the  same  punishment 
a  man  out  of  his  house  for  a  diabolical 
purpose,  and  the  man  who  was  merely  con- 
templating the  beauties  of  nature,  or  some 
other  beauty  to  him  equally  enticing.  It 
was  not  now  too  late  to  introduce  twa 
clauses,  so  as  to  obviate  all  the  objectiona 
which  had  been  urged.  As  to  the  pro- 
posal of  changing  the  venue,  the  only  fair 
course  was  that  adopted  in  the  Bill  of 
1833 — ^leave  the  question  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Queen's  Bench,  on  the  application  of 
either  prisoner  or  prosecutor. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  lie 
entirely  approved  of  the  Bill  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  and  he  was  disposed  te  give 
it  his  hearty  support.  The  questiem  of 
discretion  in  the  Judge  was  the  most  ranple 
question  in  the  world.  AH  who  objected 
to  the  clause  admitted  that  the  punishment 
should  be  discretionary.  According  to  the 
Bill  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
(Lord  Campbell)  bad  himself  introduced  in 
2C2 
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1834,  an  Irisliman  out  at  night  in  a  pro- 
claimed district  was  liable  to  three  years' 
imprisonment,  with  hard  labour ;  and  he 
was  to  be  tried,  not  by  the  regular  tribunals, 
but  bj  a  court-martial.  All  agreed  that 
the  punishment  ought  to  be  discretionary. 
The  question  was  as  to  the  limit.  The 
offence  might  assume  ten  thousand  different 
shades;  it  might  be  justly  punished  by 
mprisonment  for  a  day ;  it  might  well  de- 
serve transportation  for  seven  years.  But 
they  could  not  anticipate  all  these  cases  of 
suspicion — ^they  could  not  define  beforehand 
every  case  that  might  arise ;  the  whole 
must  be  left,  as  in  many  other  cases,  to  the 
discretion  of  the  court  which  tried  the 
prisoner.  There  was  no  fear  of  trusting 
such  a  discretion  to  the  Judges  of  Ireland, 
mildly  and  humanely  as  the  law  was  admin- 
istered there,  and  he  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  clause  would  be  suffered  to  stand 
as  it  was. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  intimated 
that  he  would  defer  till  Thursday  the  bring- 
ing up  of  the  Report  on  the  Protection  to 
Life  and  Property  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  thought 
there  ought  to  be  no  delay  in  promoting 
this  measure.  The  justification  put  forth 
for  the  Bill  was,  its  immediate  and  absolute 
necessity;  and  he  could  see  no  other  reason 
for  the  proposed  delay  than  that  Govern- 
ment did  not  wish  to  send  down  a  Bill  that 
might  not  be  very  palatable  to  some  of  their 
new  Friends  in  the  other  House. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  agreed 
with  the  noble  Duke,  that  no  unnecessary 
delay  should  take  place ;  but  at  the  same 
time  it  was  very  important  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  should  be  carefully  consi- 
dered, and  any  Amendments  adopted  which 
would  not  destroy  the  efficacy  of  the  mea- 
sure. Besides,  in  the  present  state  of 
business  in  the  House  of  Commons,  it  was 
impossible  that,  even  if  sent  down,  the 
measure  could  be  taken  up  there  at  present. 

The  Marquess  of  CL ANRIC ARDE  pro- 
tested against  delay.  If  the  measure  was 
80  absolutely  necessary  as  had  been  repre- 
sented, no  Customs  Duties  Bill  should  be 
allowed  to  interfere  with  its  progress.  But 
he  must  say  this  was  just  like  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  on  this  subject,  for  when 
they  were  on  the  same  Bill  the  other  even- 
ing, they  had  only  the  advantage  of  the 
presence  of  three  or  four  Cabinet  Ministers 
out  of  seven  who  had  a  seat  in  that  House. 
He  must  say,  too,  that  the  whole  of  the 
argument  in  support  of  the  Bill  was  from 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House. 


He  gave  the  Bill  his  support,  because  he 
held  it  to  be  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
the  innocent.  He  would  prove  to  their 
Lordships,  though  he  would  not  mention 
names,  that  in  a  considerable  town  in  one 
of  the  disturbed  parts  of  Ireland  persons  in 
business  employed  in  the 'banks  there,  were 
obliged  to  go  out  to  take  the  exercise  ne- 
cessary for  their  health  earlier  than  was 
usual,  because  they  dared  not  be  out  after 
nightfall.  It  might  be  thought  a  great 
hardship  to  punish  a  man  for  being  out 
after  nightfall ;  but  who  were  the  parties 
who  were  punished  at  present?  Was  it 
not  those  who  were  afraid  to  go  beyond 
their  own  doors  at  night,  lest  they  should 
be  attacked?  He  held,  therefore,  that 
Government  should  not  delay  the  measure 
on  account  of  a  Bill  about  Customs  duties, 
or  any  measure  of  that  kind,  however  im- 
portant it  might  be  to  party  or  national 
interests.  He  would  support  the  transpor- 
tation clause,  as  one  that  was  necessary, 
considering  the  state  of  Ireland.  It  might 
be  a  strong  measure;  but  he  always  thought 
it  more  dangerous  to  see  Government  strain- 
ing a  law  beyond  what  it  would  naturally 
bear,  than  passing  a  stringent  law  to  aerve 
a  temporary  object,  and  which  was  of  such 
a  strong  character  that  the  country  was 
sure  not  to  permit  it  to  remain  long  on  the 
Statute  Book.  The  BiU  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  pacification  of  Ireland. 
Even  the  Repeal  Association  found  that  it 
could  do  nothing  towards  that  end.  They 
sent  down  into  the  disturbed  districts  a 
person  called  the  head  pacificator,  who,  he 
believed,  had  been  sometimes  very  useful 
in  this  respect;  but  in  this  instance  he 
totally  failed.  Seeing  then  that  they  had 
found  every  kind  of  persuasion  and  influ- 
ence which  existed  in  Ireland  failing  to 
produce  pacification,  their  only  course  was 
to  give  to  the  Ministers  the  powers  which 
they  asked ;  and  if  it  was  right  that  those 
powers  should  be  given,  then,  he  contended, 
that  no  delay  should  take  place. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  thought  that 
if  the  Bill  was  not  of  so  imperative  a  cha- 
racter as  to  demand  that  it  should  take 
precedence  of  all  other  measures,  it  ought 
not  to  pass.  As  it  would  not  be  in  his 
power  to  attend  on  Thursday  night,  he 
would  now  state  an  objection  which  might 
be  brought  against  the  proposal  for  bring- 
ing the  case  of  prisoners  out  after  nightfall 
before  the  petty  sessions.  The  petty  ses- 
sions met  every  week ;  but  a  person  might 
be  apprehended  on  the  evening  of  the  day 
on  which  they  met,  and  thus  he  would  be 
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oonfixied  a  whole  week  before  his  case  could 
come  under  the  consideration  of  the  ses- 
sions. It  was  said  that  if  the  power  of 
judging  of  such  cases  was  left  to  a  single 
magistrate,  he  would  be  put  in  danger  by 
the  discharge  of  his  duty ;  but  he  had  no 
fear  of  such  a  Jhing ;  for  in  Ireland  there 
had  never  been  manifested  any  disposition 
to  injure  a  magistrate  for  the  performance 
of  his  duty.  Another  point  of  consideration 
was,  that  they  had  no  power  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  gentlemen  to  form  a  petty 
sessions.  Meetings  might  in  consequence 
not  be  held,  and  thus  a  man  who  was  in 
custody  might  be  kept  in  prison  from  week 
to  week  iSl  a  meeting  of  petty  sessions 
actually  took  place. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  would  venture  to 
suggest  a  mode  by  which  the  inconvenience 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl  might  be  met. 
It  was  quite  true  that  petty  sessions  might 
not  be  very  regularly  held ;  but  he  objected 
to  a  single  magistrate  having  the  power  to 
dismiss  a  man  found  out  after  nightfall. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  they  did  not  interpose 
the  authority  of  a  single  magistrate,  they 
might  subject  an  innocent  man  to  great 
inconvenience.  What  he  proposed,  there- 
fore,  was,  that  a  person  apprehended  under 
that  Act  should  be  at  once  brought  before 
the  next  neighbouring  magistrate,  and  that 
he  should  have  the  power  of  bailing  the 
person  to  appear  before  the  petty  sessions. 
They  would  thus  meet  the  inconvenience 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  without  vest- 
ing in  a  single  magistrate  the  power  of 
judging  in  the  case. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  asked  if 
his  noble  Friend  meant  that  it  should  be  im- 
perative on  the  magistrates  to  bail  a  man  ? 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  would  give  the 
magistrate  a  discretionary  power. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  had  no 
other  object  in  delay  than  to  have  the 
Amendment  coolly  and  dehberately  consi- 
dered. He  was  happy  to  inform  their 
Lordships,  that  to-morrow  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  would  take 
the  Amendments  into  consideration,  and 
put  them  in  such  a  shape  that  he  would  be 
enabled  to  lay  them  before  the  House  to- 
morrow evening. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  had  found  a  very 
singular  illustration  of  the  argument  he  had 
used  the  other  night  in  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  It  appeared  that  by 
that  BiU  a  man  might  be  sent  to  Botany 
Bay  for  taking  a  stone  out  of  a  wall,  or  a 
stick  out  of  a  hedge,  the  person  to  whom 


the  stick  or  the  stone  belonged  being  a 
prosecutor  or  witness  in  any  case  in  which 
the  offender  had  been  concerned.  This 
fully  bore  out  all  he  had  said  in  favour  of 
the  transportation  clause. 

Lord  DENM  AN  thought  it  rather  unfair 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  should 
draw  any  argument  from  the  Bill  in  the 
particular  position  in  which  it  then  stood. 
He  did  not  expect  that  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form  would  meet  their  Lordships'  fuU  con- 
currence. It  did  not  even  meet  his  own;  and 
he  had  stated  that  in  Committee  it  would 
require  a  great  deal  of  consideration  and 
amendment.  He  objected,  therefore,  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  drawing  any  con- 
clusions from  what  was  in  the  Bill.  But 
at  the  same  time  he  would  ask,  was 
there  anything  like  a  similarity  in  the 
object  of  the  clause  referred  to  in  this 
BOl,  and  in  that  which  made  it  a  crime 
to  be  out  after  sunset?  There  was  a 
very  great  distinction.  The  one  was  a  mere 
police  regulation;  the  other  was  a  heinous 
crime.  He  found  that,  by  one  BiU,  for  the 
first  offence  they  could  transport  a  man  seven 
years,  who  might  be' perfectly  innocent, 
except  in  so  far  as  he  violated  an  Act  of 
Parliament;  but  no  man  could  possibly  be 
innocent  who  conunitted  the  crime  which 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  pointed 
out  in  his  (Lord  Denman's)  Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  had  no  doubt  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  alter 
his  Bill :  but  he  would  venture  to  prophesy 
that  when  the  Bill  had  gone  through  Com- 
mittee it  would  just  be  liable  to  &e  same 
objection  as  now. 

Bin  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 
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Iffircnm.]    Nsw  Wmrr.    Far  Windtor,  9,  Ralph  NeriOe, 
Eiq.,  C(HiiiniKiaaer  ot  the  TretMiiy. 

PuBue  BiLU. — !*■  Cam  Importitkn. 

PxTiTioirs  PftisoTSD.  By  Mr.  Henley,  from  Ronl 
Dean  and  Cleq{yof  the  Rnxal  Deanery  of  Bieetter,  igainat 
die  Union  of  St.  Aaaph  and  Banfor  DiooeMS. — By  Mr. 
Hornet  firom  If cmben  at  tfaa  British  India  AModation  ot 
Dublin,  liar  Inquiry  into  the  Caie  of  the  Rajah  ofSattaia. 
— By  Mr.  Octayios  Duneombe,  firm  levcrBl  plaoei  in  die 
Cotmty  at  York,  i^mt  any  Diminatlan  in  the  Pntoe* 
tion  hitherto  gnnted  to  Agricoltnxc.— By  Sir  Robert  Fed* 
tram  Prorort,  BaiOiet,  and  Town  CoaneQ  of  tiie  Royal 
Burgh  of  Lanark,  for  Commercial  Reform.~Sy  Mr.  Oe- 
UTiua  Dvmoimbe,  Ikom  levenU  placet  in  the  Gounty  ot 
Yofk,  agaimt  the  prapoeed  Goremment  Meaenre  reipcct- 
ing  Cnstomt  and  Cam  Inyortatioa.— By  Mr.  FaUer,  tnm 
Landownen,  Tenants,  ibd  otben,  intacslBdin  ProCeetkm 
to  thcCultivaiioa  at  N«tiv«  Hops,  ta  the  Comty  of  Sot* 
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MX,  ^yolt  RadnetfoB  df  Duly  on  Hqpt^By  Dr.  Bo«w 

ling,  ttom  Memben  of  the  Belfint  Society  for  the  PreveD* 
tioa  of  Cruelty  to  Animali,  for  AboUtioa  of  Queen*i  Platci 
at  UoxM  ReoM.— By  Mr.  Tettaa  Egmtoa,  fhmi  Tnuteei 
of  the  llaadMiter  and  BtoztoQ  Roeds»  for  Repeal  of  Daty 
on  Port  Honei^— By  Mr.  Sothernn,  finom  Inhabitants  of 
the  Pariah  of  Hlghworth*  for  Rating  Ownen  in  lieu  of 
Oeeupien  of  Tenetteola.— By  Mr.  BakaiB,  from  the  Cham- 
ber of  Conimeroe  of  Gnenockt  in  ikvour  of  the  pfopoeed 
Government  Measure  reqieeting  the  Timber  Duties.— By 
Mr.  John  lieldn,  from  InhabHanta  of  Todmonien  and 
Oldham,  for  Remiadoo  of  Sentinoe  upon  William  S. 
Ellis.— By  Mr.  Moigan  John  (yConnell,  flrom  FishmneB 
of  Kilkee,  Baltard,  Bahalaglaa,  Fanatry,  Doonbeg.  &c, 
mi  Iha  South  Wert  Coart  of  Inland.  eempIaiBing  of  Dis- 
tnm,  By  Mr.  John  Keiden,  Ifam  InhaWtanta  of  Tod- 
morden  and  Oldham,  for  RcaiiarioQ  of  Senlenee  iqpon 
Trott,  Williams,  and  Jones — By  Mr.  Thomas  Huasey. 
inm  Justteas  of  the  Peaee  tat  the  Boim%h  of  Lyme 
Ragis,  for  DeBniqgthe  Limita  of  the  Borough.— By  Mr. 
Hume,  from  Admiral  Sir  Edward  Codriqgteo,  O.C.B.,  and 
Samuel  Banker,  Aeoountant,  for  Inqtiiry  into  tlie  State  of 
the  Mflvehnt  Seamsn'b  FniML-^y  Uu  Bii^t,  Sir  Wil- 
liam SomerviHe,  and  Sir  John  Tynell,  from  ▼arioas 
plaoes,  againrt  Enrolment  of  the  Militia.— By  Sir  Arthur 
Brooke,  from  Members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
Uoaskea  Voa  Lkw  Unkm,  for  Altnatlonof  the  Poor  Re* 
Uaf  (Irdand)  Aet.— >By  Mr.  Thoaoas  Dunooaaha^  from 
Jonathan  Duncan.  Esq.,  of  Na  15,  Chester  Plaee,  Kcn- 
Bingtoo,  attd  Proprietor  of  the  "Sentinel"  Newspaper, 
enmplalning  of  MtaaaBageraant  m  the  Port  Ofltob— By 
Mr.  Buck,  fttan  Propitolon  and  others  intew.sted  in  the 
Salmon  Fisheries  of  the  Rivers  Taw  and  Tonidge,  i^pdnrt 
the  Satanob  Fisheries  BUL— By  Mr.  Stmtt,  from  Rate. 


aumameotiiw  Settlment. 

AMALGAMATION  OF  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  W.  patten  said,  he  had  been 
cUreeted  to  make  an  inqviry  of  the  Viee 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  with  re« 
Bpeet  to  the  yery  important  question  of  the 
amalgamation  of  existing  Railway  Compa- 
nies. The  Railway  Committee  of  which 
he  was  a  Member  experienced  great  diJBi- 
culty  in  the  cases  of  amalgamation  which 
came  before  them.  He  was  induced  to  ask 
the  question  which  he  was  about  to  put  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  only  for  the 
purpose  of  enlightening  the  Railway  Com- 
mittees, but  idso  the  public  at  large,  be- 
cause it  was  one  which  involved  circum- 
stances of  a  very  serious  nature.  He 
wished,  then,  to  know  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intended  taking  any  measure  this 
Session  with  the  view  of  settling  the  dif- 
ferent amalgamation  Bills  now  before  Par- 
liament. The  Committee  had  directed  him 
to  put  the  question  before  they  proceeded 
any  further  with  the  subject.  One  or  two 
plans  had  been  submitted  for  the  settlement 
of  the  question  ;  but  he  thought  he  might 
state  that  the  opinion  of  the  Committees 
was,  that  a  question  of  such  vast  import- 
ance to  the  country  would  be  much  more 
satisfactorily  determined  upon  by  the  Go- 
temment,  and  if  not  by  them,  at  least  by 
some  Select  Committee  to  be  c^pointed  by 
Hhe  House.    He  therefore  wished  %9  imik 


the  Oovemment  idiether   they  intended 
taking  any  step  in  the  matter? 

Snt  G.  CLERK  said,  that  how  &r 
and  under  what  circumstances  the  amal- 
gamation of  existing  railways  should  be 
permitted,  had  been  fully  considered  by  the 
Railway  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
last  year ;  whose  last  Report  was  exclu- 
sively upon  the  subject  of  the  amalgama- 
tion of  railways,  entering  fiiUy  into  the 
subject,  and  laying  down  general  rules 
under  which  they  thought  amalgamations 
might  be  permitted.  It  was  impossible 
for  him  to  say  that  under  no  circumstances 
was  it  expedient  for  two  or  more  railways 
to  amalgamate;  because  there  was  no  doubt 
that  great  advantage  would  arise  from  hav- 
ing the  traffic  on  lines  in  the  same  direc- 
tion under  one  general  control.  Great  pub- 
lic inconvenience  might  arise  from  amidga- 
mation  of  parallel  lines,  because  thai  de- 
prived the  public  of  the  benefit  of  cmnpe- 
tition.  These  principles  were  laid  down 
in  the  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  last 
Session ;  and  it  also  showed  how  they  were 
to  be  applied  to  the  schemes  then  in  agita- 
tion ;  but  the  Home  judged  differently,  and 
allowed  the  amalgamations.  It  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  Government  or  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  state  more  fully  the  principles 
upon  which  amalgamations  should  be  con- 
ducted; but  they  must  be  applied  according 
to  the  particular  drcnmstances  of  each 
case.  He  thought  it  would  be  expedient 
that  the  question  of  all  amalgamations 
should  be  referred  to  one  Committee,  and 
that  the  lines  amalgamating  should  not  be 
placed  in  different  groups.  They  were 
generally  not  opposed,  and  the  Committees 
directing  their  attention  principally  to  those 
Bills  which  were  opposed,  did  not  attend  to 
these  amalgamating  lines.  The  Committee 
which  sat  in  1839,  and  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  was  Chairman,  and 
that  of  1842,  over  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  pre- 
sided, had  entered  on  this  question,  and 
directed  attention  to  the  inconvenience  of 
allowing  these  Bills  to  pass  as  matters  of 
course.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that 
any  rule  could  be  l^d  down  beyond  that 
mentioned  in  the  Report  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  unless  the  expedient  of  refer- 
ring all  these  BDls  to  one  Committee  was 
adopted. 

FAMINE  AND  DISEASE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  O'CONNELL,  in  rising  to  put  the 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
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of  wliich  he  had  given  notice,  hoped  that  he 
wonld  be  allowed  to  preface  it  b j  a  few  ob- 
servations. He  wished  to  acquaint  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  accounts  received  that 
day  from  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  potato  disease,  were  really 
frightfid.  The  persons  who  had  examined 
the  condition  of  the  crop  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Fermoy  a  fortnight  ago  had  thought 
that  there  would  have  been,  in  all  proba- 
bility, enough  left  to  last  until  the  month 
of  June;  but  so  rapid  had  been  the  progress 
of  the  disease  during  that  fortnight,  that 
the  potatoes  had  been  nearly  all  destroyed. 
From  Skibbereen  and  other  places  the  ac- 
counts reported  an  increase  also  of  the 
disease.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  imagine  that  he  entertained  the  least 
doubt  of  his  sincerity  in  the  professions  he 
had  made  of  his  desire  to  alleviate  the  con- 
dition of  the  poor  in  Ireland;  but  the  sim- 
ple fact  fact  was,  that  there  was  no  time 
to  be  lost.  Delay  would  be  fatal,  and  the 
sums  of  money  already  voted  would  not  be 
of  the  least  avail.  Other  means  were 
wanting.  There  were  Irish  resources  avail- 
able. They  (the  Irish  people)  were  not 
suing  in  forma  pauperis.  There  were 
resources  in  their  country,  and  some  fur- 
ther measures  should  be  adopted  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  their  case.  He  would 
ask,  whether  the  Government  was  prepared 
to  lay  before  the  House  a  statement  of 
the  measures  taken  by  them  to  obviate 
the  impending  famine  and  disease  in  Ire- 
land? 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  does  not  fall  much 
short  of  the  impression  first  formed  in  my 
mind  with  regard  to  the  pressure  that  might 
be  expected  in  some  districts,  and  the  dif- 
ficulties of  the  inhabitants  of  those  districts. 
From  the  accounts  received  in  the  months 
of  October  and  November  last,  I  certainly 
did  anticipate  that  the  fears  then  expressed 
would  be  in  a  great  degree  realized ;  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  aware 
that  the  first  act  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  to  propose  some  measures  that 
would  be  calculated  to  have  the  effect  of 
mitigating  the  impending  distress,  by  pro- 
viding the  best  mode  of  relief — the  supply 
of  employment  for  the  people.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  must  feel  that  the 
best  mode  of  relieving  a  people,  with  a  view 
to  their  moral  position,  is  by  enabling  them 
to  supply  their  own  wants  by  obtaining 
payment  for  their  labour.     In  justice  to 


the  poorer  dasses — ^to  those  dasses  who 
are  in  a  state  of  destitution — it  would,  I 
think,  be  infinitely  more  agreeable  to  their 
feelings,  that  they  should  be  enabled  to 
earn  their  subsistence  by  honest  labour 
than  by  any  other  mode.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  very 
first  act  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  even 
preliminaiy  to  that  important  one  which  is 
to  come  imder  the  discussion  of  the  House 
this  evening,  was  to  bring  in  three  or  four 
measures  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ire« 
land.     We  brought  forward  measures  for 
the  erection  of  piers  and  harbours  on  the 
southern  and  western  coasts  of  Ireland,  in 
order  to  enable  the  inhabitants  with  the 
better  security  to  carry  on  their  fisheries. 
We  proposed  measures  to  give  to  the  grand 
juries  of  Ireland  a  power  to  raise  money 
and  to  make  presentments  for  the  raising 
of  funds  for  the  prosecution  of  public  works. 
There  are  other  measures,  also,  which  will 
involve  the  advance  of  large  sums  of  pubHo 
money.   I  have  much  satisfaction  in  know- 
ing that  all  those  measures  have  passed 
into  law.     The  sums  raised  by  them  may 
possibly  be  inadequate  for  the  purpose  of 
remedying  the  distress.     But  whilst  Par- 
liament is  sitting,  there  can  be  no  difficulty 
in  obtaining  such  further  measm-es  as  may 
be  requisite.    And  I  must  say,  that  if  Par- 
liament were  not  sitting,  I  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  taking  upon  myself  the  re- 
sponsibility, as  First  Lord  of  ihe  Treasury, 
of  adopting  such  measures  as   I   should 
think  necessary  to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
the  case.     Nothing  can  be  easier  than  to 
obtain  renewed  and  enlarged  power;  but  I 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
agree  with  me,  that  it  is  wise  not  to  be  too 
liberal.     The  great  dependence  must,  of 
course,  be  upon  the  spontaneous  charity  of 
the  landed  proprietors  and  others.     There 
is  an  undoubted  claim  upon  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, who  will  not  fail  to  come  forward 
at  this  period  of  general  distress.     With- 
out their  aid,  without  the  local  efforts  of 
those  who  are  acquainted  with  the  parti- 
cular circumstances  of  the  district,  the  in- 
tervention  of  the  Government  would  be 
useless.     But  we  are  satisfied  that   the 
landed  proprietors  of  that  part  of  the  Em- 
pire wiU  not  fail  in  their  duty  in  this  in- 
stance, as  there  have  been  many  cases  in 
which  they  have  shown  a  disposition  cor- 
dially and  effectually  to  imite  with  Govern- 
ment.    As  the  pressure  becomes  more  se- 
vere, the  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the  clergy, 
never  behind-hand  in  works  of  charity,  wiU 
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be  augmented;  and  they  and  tbe  landed 
proprietors  will  zealouslj  co-operate  with 
Government  in  meeting  and  mitigating  the 
evil.  Then  we  have  made  other  proposals 
as  to  inland  navigation,  and  other  matters 
more  or  less  affecting  private  rights,  which 
will  have  a  beneficial  tendency ;  but  the 
sum  actually  provided  by  Government  is 
by  no  means  inconsiderable ;  and  it  will 
admit  of  farther  increase  if  the  pressure 
should  be  more  severe  than  we  at  present 
anticipate.  I  stated  the  other  night,  that 
early  in  the  season,  in  the  months  of  Oc- 
tober and  November  last,  we  took  upon 
ourselves  the  responsibility  of  providing  a 
supply  of  provisions,  by  giving  orders  for 
the  expenditure  of  100,0()0{.  in  Indian  com 
and  rice,  which  but  for  our  intervention 
could  not  at  present  have  come  to  this 
country.  Those  cargoes  have  arrived,  and 
we  propose  to  give  facilities  to  the  benevo- 
lent to  obtain  it  at  a  low  rate,  in  order  that 
they  may  supply  the  wants  of  the  dis- 
tressed by  distributing  it  at  even  a  lower 
rate.  If  the  Report  of  the  Resolutions 
passed  on  Friday  with  so  little  opposition 
be  brought  up  to-night,  the  duty  on  Indian 
com,  buck-wheat,  and  rice,  wiU  be  abso- 
lutely repealed.  Considerable  private  pro- 
perty has  been  involved  with  the  same  in- 
tention, in  addition  to  what  Government 
has  done  ;  and  I  trust  that  individuab  feel- 
ing for  their  poorer  neighbours  will  avail 
themselves  of  the  reduction  of  duty,  and 
obtain  information  as  to  the  localities  where 
assistance  is  most  required.  In  some  parts 
of  the  country,  I  am  told,  there  is  a  preju- 
dice against  the  use  of  maize ;  but  I  ap- 
prehend that  in  the  United  States  it  is  em- 
ployed very  generally  for  the  purpose  of 
food,  and  there  are  modes  of  dressing  and 
preparing  it  by  which  the  bread  made  from 
it  is  as  palatable  as  that  composed  of 
wheat.  Government  has  taken  pains  to 
ascertain  in  what  mode  Indian  com  is  em- 
ployed to  the  best  advantage,  so  as  to  ren- 
der it  perfectly  palatable.  The  Commis- 
sion now  sitting  m  Dublin  wiU  be  happy  to 
give  every  information  upon  the  subject  to 
landed  proprietors  who  may  be  desirous  of 
availing  themselves  of  it.  We  have  com- 
pleted our  organisation  with  a  view  to  this 
calamity  throughout  the  country,  by  means 
of  the  police  and  other  public  establish- 
ments ;  but  I  hope  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  not  call  upon  me  to  explain 
the  details  of  our  particular  measures.  I 
assure  him  that  both  with  respect  to  fa- 
mine, and  what  is  to  be  expected  as  its 


consequences,  fever,  we  have  taken  all  pos- 
sible precautions.  Our  main  relianoe  must 
still  be  placed  on  the  co-operation  of  the 
landed  interest  with  local  aid ;  and  I  have 
the  utmost  confidence  in  that  resource.  I 
again  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  every  precaution  that  can  be  taken  by 
Government  has  been  taken,  not  within 
the  last  week  or  fortnight,  but  long  ago.  I 
trust  it  will  be  found  that  we  have  shown 
a  provident  care,  and  an  adaptation  of 
means  to  the  end,  that  will  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  Parliament.  I  do  not  know 
that  any  measures  could  be  suggested  that 
have  not  been  anticipated;  but  to  give  the 
particular  details  would  tend  to  defeat  the 
object  all  have  in  view. 

THE  TARIFF. 

S IR  R.  H.  INGLIS  wished  to  ask  another 
question  in  connexion  with  the  present  one. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  as 
soon  as  a  Bill  founded  on  the  Resolutions 
should  have  passed,  the  duties  would  cease 
and  determine.  Would  it  not  be  desirable 
that  a  separate  Bill  should  be  introduced 
to  admit  the  introduction  of  those  articles 
of  food  which  now  could  be  brought  into 
immediate  use,  such  as  Indian  com,  buck- 
wheat, and  rice  ?  To  such  a  measure 
there  would  be  little  or  no  opposition.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  state 
such  was  his  intention. 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  he  had  stated  that 
it  was  not  proposed  to  include  rice,  buck- 
wheat, or  Indian  com.  None  of  the  duties 
included  in  the  Tariff  would  be  remitted  by 
a  Treasury  order ;  he  should  wait  till  the 
Bill  was  passed.  But  these  duties  on  In- 
dian com,  buck-wheat,  and  rice,  would  be 
included  in  the  general  Tariff ;  and  it  was 
proposed  by  a  Treasury  order  to  admit  the 
mtroduction  of  these  three  articles,  buck- 
wheat, rice,  and  Indian  com,  as  soon  as 
the  Resolutions  should  have  passed ;  but, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  possioility  of  any 
jealousy  on  the  subject,  he  was  perfectly 
prepared  to  declare  that  the  Treasuiy  or- 
der should  admit  them  for  a  limited  period 
only — that  a  bond  should  be  taken  in  the 
case  of  every  remittance,  providing  that 
the  whole  amount  of  duties  should  be  paid 
in  the  event  of  the  BiU  not  receiving  the 
sanction  either  of  the  Lords  and  Conunons. 
He  trusted  that  the  Tariff  was  of  that  na- 
ture that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  pro- 
pose a  separate  Bill,  because  it  was  quite 
clear  that  the  authority  of  Parliament  to 
reject  the  Bill  would  be  maintained  by  the 
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■.,  inform  the  Houae  that  it  ConM 

made  very  palatable  to  an  Eng- 

imcr.  He  had  in  Wb  hand  a  letter 

.  ■.weowa.t  of  its  preparation  for  the 

1  the  following  was  the  manner 

I  ho  writer  deacribed  it : — 

.„."il  ia  the  flour  of  which  I  send  you 

,    and  when  miied  with  w»ter,  and 

r  ir  Bbout,  it  is  raUled  "»"'' '  ""■  ??■"• 

,i|^dhoiiiin»nj-    Now  W8  p»T  »t  new 

.  ,ta  iToBTdollM  (if.  id.)  for  100  lb.. 

,1  ai  WtaU   ebop>.    A  fiiU  h«lf  pint 

1  pound.  »nd  that  wiU  take  up.  »ft«r 

..rorrow-root.fuU  flw  times  thoqiuD- 

— S.1T  two  pints  and  a-half ;  and  whso 

;l  be  M  much  M  four  hemrtj  people 

■w  uieal.     Now  this  would  ooit  about 

,     To  mate  it  palatable  the  Yankees 

■    ur  BUpu-.    I  use  milk  md  sugar. 

,  „.  salt.    I  sent  to  Sir  Eobeit  Peel 

.iii.as  of  the  msttl,  and  a  pampblet 

iiiiitiei  thftt  could  be  procured  in 

,W3,  and  at  76    cent*  the  owt., 

-.lid  it  could  be  sold  at  retail  in 

piying  28  cents  more  for  freight 

■-..limg." 

out   exac^y  what  he  ha^ 

,t  toiild  be  brought  into  thia 

.,  per  quarter.     He  trusted 

"  proved  to  the  House  that 

1  iiished  food,  not  only  for 

',  of  animals,  bat  also  that 

Iv  to  be  used  in  a  great 

liiiiu  food,  and,  of  course, 

,11  degree  preclude  the  use 

.  -  lie  had  before  said,  while 

i.f  wheat  was  placed  in 

(Ilia    grain,    the  effect 

ilic  British  farmer  in  thia 
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order  to  have  effect  only  until  the  Bill  sball 
have  passed  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
and  receiTed  the  Royal  assent.  By  these 
means  we  shall  leave  the  duty  entirely  in 
the  competency  of  Parliament  either  to  re* 
duce  or  to  continue  it ;  but  I  cannot  con-  • 
sent  to  alter  the  determination,  by  insert- 
ing the  words  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member.  I  propose  for  the  permanent 
law  of  the  land  that  the  duty  upon  Indian 
com  or  maize  should  be  reduced  to  a  no- 
minal duty,  but  that  the  immediate  operation 
of  the  measure  should  be  merely  temporary. 

Mr.  miles  :  Will  there  be  any  per- 
sonal  security  ? 

Sir  R.  peel  :  No  Indian  com  will 
be  admitted  without  the  bond  of  the  im- 
porter to  pay  the  higher  duty,  if  the 
change  is  not  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 

Mr.  miles  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  forgive  him  for  not  having 
distinctly  understood  the  answer  whioh  he 
had  given ;  but  it  was  most  desiraUe  that 
the  matter  should  be  made  clear  both  to 
the  House  and  to  the  country.  He  would 
now  refer  to  the  subject  more  directly 
before  the  House.  The  properties  of 
Indian  coin,  or  maiie,  were  little  under- 
stood in  this  country ;  but  he  trusted  that 
the  agriculturists  of  England  would  now 
begin  to  understand  them.  Maize  was  in 
itself,  as  to  its  quality,  in  cereal  crops 
next  to  wheat,  if  they  took  a  bushel  of 
maize  it  was  equal  to  If  bushels  of  barley, 
and  to  three  busheb  of  oats.  As  to  nu- 
tritive properties,  that  was  the  relative 
proportion  between  Indian  com  and  oats 
and  barley.  But  how  did  it  stand  as  to 
wheat?  There  could  be  no  doubt  Indian  com 
would  be  used  largely  instead  of  barley  and 
oats.  Ho  understood  from  a  friend  of  lu8» 
that  Indian  com  could  be  brought  to  the 
port  of  Liverpool  under  20i.  per  quarter. 
They  were  told  that  competition  would 
have  the  effect  of  stimulating  agriculture ; 
but  the  agriculturists  would  by  the  present 
Resolution  be  placed  in  this  position,  that 
whereas  they  could  compete  with  foreigners 
in  wheat,  barley,  and  oats,  with  regard  to 
Indian  com  they  could  carry  against  him 
no  competition  at  all.  Mr.  Cobbctt  had 
tried  to  introduce  Indian  com  into  this 
country,  but,  from  the  temperature,  had 
completely  failed.  This  article  appeared 
to  reouire  a  temperature  of  between  75 
and  80  in  the  summer  to  ripen  it.  Ho 
had  tried  to  cultivate  it  in  tho  west 
of  England  rather  largely,  but  he  had  only 
succeeded  in  ripening  the  maize  once  in 
three  years.    So  it  was  qnito  impracticable 


notice — ^in  the  event  of  Its  operation  being  to 
reduce  the  prioea  of  his  produce ;  and  should  hia 
landlords  not  agree  to  let  it  to  him  on  raoh  terms 
as  he  might  feel  safe  in  continuing  the  occupation, 
he  would  be  at  liberty  to  leave  it." 

He  regretted  that  the  worthy  Alderman 
was  not  in  his  place.  Though  his  statement 
was  not  tme,  it  certunly  had  been  well 
invented.  But  it  was  like  some  faces, 
which,  if  you  gave  them  a  slight  twist, 
altogether  altered  their  expressions.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  had  been 
in  his  place  he  would  have  alluded  to  the 
case  which  he  had  brought  forward,  and 
which,  he  was  convinced,  rested  upon  an 
equally  good  foundation. 

Upon  the  Resolution  with  regard  to 
Indian  Com, 

Mr.  miles  had  been  in  hopes,  from  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  a 
few  words  would  have  been  introduced  with 
respect  to  this  article,  to  make  it  more  palat- 
able to  the  agriculturists  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  he  would 
limit  the  period  for  the  operation  of  the 
Treasury  order,  by  which  the  farmers  of 
England  would  at  once  be  exposed  to  the 
competition  of  rice  and  buck-wheat.  He 
objected,  upon  principle,  to  the  reduction 
of  this  duty;  but  it  would  withdraw  no 
small  share  of  his  opposition  if  the  words, 
"  for  a  period  of  three  or  four  months,"  or 
of  some  stated  period,  were  introduced  to 
limit  the  operation  of  this  reduction.  The 
right  hon.  baronet  would  see  that  that  sec- 
tion of  the  House  were  desirous  of  offering 
no  opposition  to  the  introduction  of  pro- 
duce, for  the  relief  of  Ireland ;  but  they 
wanted  that  a  temporary  remedy  alone 
should  be  applied  to  a  temporary  evil. 
Perhaps  the  nght  hon.  Baronet  would  state 
his  intentions  upon  this  point,  before  he 
proceeded  with  any  general  observations 
he  had  to  offer  upon  the  subject. 

Sir  R.  PEEL  :  I  wish  to  explain  what 
my  proposition  is.  I  propose  that  by  law 
there  should  be  a  permanent  reduction  of 
the  duty  upon  Indian  maize  and  com,  and 
upon  buck-wheat  and  rice  ;  that  the  duty 
snail  be  reduced  to  a  mere  nominal  amount; 
and  that  this  shall  bo  the  permanent  law 
of  the  land,  and  shall  take  effect  as  soon  as 
this  Bill  shall  have  received  the  consent  of 
the  Legislature  and  the  Royal  assent. 
With  respect  to  buck-wheat,  rice,  and 
Indian  com,  however,  I  propose,  when  the 
Resolution  respecting  these  articles  shall 
have  been  reported,  to  issue  a  Treasury 
order,  remitting  the  present  legal  amount 
of  duty  to  a  nominal  rate  ;  such  Treasury 
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for  the  English  farmer  to  compete  ^th  the 
American  grower.      The    great  western 
States  of  America  as  well  as  the  southern 
were  very  well  adapted  for  its  growth;  but 
what  he  wanted  to  inquire  was,  whether  its 
introduction  into  this  country  would  only 
interfere  by  competing  with  barley  and 
oats  ?     He  said  no.     It  would  enter  very 
seriously  into  competition  with  wheat.     If 
the  House  looked  to  the  quantity  of  wheat 
consumed  in  this  country  and  America, 
they  would  see  how  completely  it  served  as 
a  substitute  for  wheat.     There  the  con- 
sumption of  wheat  was  one  quarter  for  each 
individual,  whereas  in  America  each  indi- 
vidual merely  consumed  three  and  a  half 
bushels.     Now,  what  could  be  the  reason 
of  this  ?     Labour  was  better — employment 
more    abundant  —  wages    higher  —  and 
wheaten  bread  cheaper  than  in  England.  It 
arose  solely  from  the  constant  use  of  Indian 
com  instead  of  wheat.     It  was  stated  by 
those  who  had  travelled  much  in  the  United 
States  that  the  greater  portion  of  the  po- 
pulation if    they  had  what    they  called 
'' corn-bread,"  or  bread  made  from  Indian 
com,  and  wheaten  bread  offered  to  them, 
they  would  prefer  the  corn-bread.    He  had 
been  contradicted  when  he  had  mentioned 
the  large  quantity  grown  in  tihe  United 
States  last  year,  and  from   confounding 
quarters  with  bushels,  he  had  certainly 
exaggerated  the  gross  amount;  but  from 
a  circular  from  Mr.  Martin,  dated  **  Mobile, 
Nov.  20,  1845,"  he  found  that  the  crop 
of  wheat  grown  last  year  in  America  was 
2,500,000  quarters,  and  that   of  Indian 
com  there  had  been  grown  no  less  than 
700,000,000  bushels.     That  amounted  to 
upwards  of  87,000,000  quarters.      This 
was  the  authority  for  the  statement  he  had 
previously  made.     Now,  when  they  looked 
at  the  immense  quantity  produced  in  the 
United  States,  when  they  remembered  that 
the  temperature  of  that  country  was  par- 
ticularly fitted  for  it,  and  that  the  temper- 
ature of  this  country  did  not  suit  it ;  that, 
in  America,  it  was  useful  in  cleansing  the 
land,  and  that  it  could  be  brought  into  the 
English  market  at  the  price  of  20s.  per 
quarter,  duty  paid;   they  were  bound  to 
look  at  its  effect,  not  only  upon  oats  and 
barley  —  much  of  which  it  would  super- 
sede—  but  they  ought  also  to  look    at 
its  effects  upon  wheat   itself.      He  had 
been   very    anxious  to    learn   something 
relative  to  the  use  that  could  be  made  of 
this  Indian   com,   as  an  article  of  food 
in  this  country;  and  he  was  only  sorry  that 
from  the  data  in  his  possession  he  was  not 
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enabled  to  inform  the  House  that  it  could 
never  be  made  very  palatable  to  an  Eng- 
lish  consumer.  He  had  in  his  hand  a  letter 
^ving  an  account  of  its  preparation  for  the 
table,  and  the  following  was  the  manner 
in  which  the  writer  described  it : — 

"  Corn  meal  is  the  flour  of  which  I  send  you 
a  specimen,  and  when  mixed  with  water,  and 
made  into  stir  about,  it  is  called  mush ;  and  done 
stiff,  it  is  called  hommany.  Now  we  pay  at  New 
York  100  cents,  t.  e.  one  dollar  {is,  id.)  for  100  lbs. 
of  this  meal  at  retail  shops.  A  full  half  pint 
weighs  half  a  pound,  and  that  will  take  up,  i^r 
the  manner  of  arrow-root,  full  five  times  the  quan- 
tity of  water — say  two  pints  and  a^^half ;  and  when 
served,  it  will  be  as  much  as  four  hearty  people 
can  eat  at  one  meal.  Now  this  would  cost  about 
one  halfpenny.  To  make  it  palatable  the  Yankees 
use  molasses,  or  sugar.  I  use  milk  and  sugar. 
Some  people  use  salt.  I  sent  to  Sir  Robert  Peel 
a  couple  of  pounds  of  the  meal,  and  a  pamphlet 
showing  the  quantities  that  could  be  proourod  in 
the  United  States,  and  at  75  cents  the  cwt., 
which  pamphlet  said  it  could  be  sold  at  retail  in 
England,  after  paying  25  cents  more  for  freight 
and  profit  on  retailing." 

Thus  making  out  exactly  what  he  had 
stated — ^that  it  could  be  brought  into  this 
country  at  20*.  per  quarter.  He  trusted 
that  he  had  now  proved  to  the  House  that 
Indian  corn  furnished  food,  not  only  for 
the  consumption  of  animals,  but  also  that 
it  was  very  likely  to  be  used  in  a  great 
measure  £)r  human  food,  and,  of  course, 
would  in  a  certain  degree  preclude  the  use 
of  wheat;  and,  as  he  had  before  said,  while 
a  certain  quantity  of  wheat  was  placed  in 
competition  with  this  grain,  the  effect 
would  be  to  place  the  British  farmer  in  this 
position — that,  from  the  peculiarity  of  his 
climate,  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to 
compete  with  the  foreigner  in  the  growth 
of  this  article.  It  wo3d,  therefore,  have 
an  additional  effect  upon  the  farmer  ;  and, 
although  gentlemen  talked  of  stimulating 
industry  by  the  competition  of  free  trade, 
the  proposed  measures  would  not  have  that 
effect  in  this  particular  trade,  but  would 
place  the  farmer  under  a  disadvantage, 
because,  as  he  had  observed,  from  the  pe- 
culiarity of  our  climate,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  him  to  enter  successfully  into 
competition  with  the  foreigner.  Having 
made  this  short  statement,  it  was  not  his 
intention  at  present  to  divide  upon  the 
question,  because  he  considered  that  there 
was  a  general  feeling  in  the  House  that 
with  the  presumed  famine  in  Ireland  they 
should,  one  and  all,  whether  on  the  protec- 
tion benches  or  the  free-trade  benches, 
come  forward,  and,  at  any  rate,  prove  to 
the  people  there  was  the  same  spirit  among 
them  to  relieve,  as  far  as  they  were  able, 
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the  necessities  of  tlie  people.  He  bad 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  this  short 
statement  to  show  that  the  effect  of  the 
introduction  of  Indian  corn  would  not  be 
small  to  the  agricultural  interest,  but  that 
it  was  necessary,  both  there  and  elsewhere, 
the  subject  should  receive  the  most  earnest 
consideration;  and  if  it  were  found  that  it 
would  be  prejudicial  to  English  agriculture 
he  hoped  and  trusted  it  would  receive  due 
consideration  in  another  place.  Although, 
by  possibility,  the  duty  might  admit  of 
some  reduction — and  he  was  glad  to  hear 
an  hon.  Friend  of  his  say,  the  other  night, 
that  the  Americans  would  be  willing  to  pay 
a  higher  duty  if  Indian  com  were  brought 
into  consumption — yet  he  was  confident 
the  Is,  duty  was  too  low  upon  an  article 
which  was  produced  in  America  in  im- 
mense quantities,  and  the  introduction  of 
which  would  drive  out  of  profitable  culti- 
vation much  of  the  land  of  this  country. 
He,  therefore,  entered  his  protest  against 
the  proposition,  at  the  same  time  thank- 
ing the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  having  so 
far  acquiesced  in  the  views  of  himself  and 
his  friends  as  to  make  the  measure  in  the 
first  instance  only  a  temporary  one. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  that  he  was 
extremely  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  declare  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  divide  the  House  upon  this 
subject.  He  was  sure  nobody  who  had 
heard  from  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  course 
of  the  speeches  which  he  had  delivered  on 
the  propositions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— declarations  couched  in  the  strongest 
and  most  emphatic  language — of  his  sin- 
cere sympathy  for  that  part  of  the  popula- 
tion who  were  dependent  for  food  on  the 
potato — nobody,  he  said,  who  had  heard 
those  declarations  could  have  failed  to 
see  that  they  were  made  in  perfect  sin- 
cerity, and  in  entire  accordance  with  the 
general  character  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
feelings  and  conduct.  And  he  him- 
self placing  the  most  perfect  reliance 
upon  their  sincerity,  was  extremely  glad 
tnat,  on  reflection,  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  divide  against  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House.  For 
what  was  the  present  position  of  the  ques- 
tion ?  His  hon.  Friend  was  influenced  by 
fears  which  he  believed  to  be  exceedingly 
exaggerated.  Notwithstanding  tho  high 
authorities  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
quoted,  he  believed  it  to  bo  incorrect  that 
700,000,000  bushels  of  Indian  com  were 
grown  in  the  United  States.  He  would 
not  now  enter  into  particulars — ^he  did  not 


know  that  it  would  be  right  for  him  to  re- 
fer to  all  the  details  upon  which  he  had 
occasion  to  form  his  opinion;  but  when 
his  hon.  Friend  said  tiiat  Indian  com 
could  be  imported  into  Liverpool  at  20i.  a 
quarter,  duty  free,  he  was  convinced  that 
he  was  giving  way  to  apprehensions  and 
statements  which  were  iJtogether  errone- 
ous, and  that  the  apprehensions  which  he 
entertained  would  admit  of  being  consi- 
derably reduced.  They  all  knew  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
was  wholly  dependent  upon  the  potato  for 
food;  and  he  was  sure  gentlemen  would 
agree  with  him  that  by  their  proceedings 
in  that  House  they  would  better  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  of  Ireland  if  they  could 
bring  them  into  a  habit  of  depending  upon 
a  higher  kind  of  food :  if,  while  they  dif- 
fused amongst  them  a  taste  for  a  hi^^er 
kind  of  food,  they  could  also  introduce 
amongst  them  habits  of  industry  and  im- 
provement calculated  to  furnish  ^em  with 
the  means  of  procuring  that  higher  food, 
they  would  be  effecting  one  of  the  greatest 
practical  improvements  which  this  country 
was  capable  of  accomplishing.  Even  in 
the  most  afflicting  dispensations  of  Provi- 
dence there  was  ground  for  consolation, 
and  often  even  occasion  for  congratulation. 
He  hoped  and  tmsted  that  grounds  for 
consolation  would  be  found  in  the  present 
instance  by  regarding  it  as  an  opportunity 
for  making  the  people  of  Ireland  desirous 
of  a  higher  kind  of  food,  and  that  in  future 
times  the  present  time  of  trial  would  be 
pointed  to  as  an  opportunity  which  had 
been  seized  for  the  accomplishment  of  a 
great  improvement.  That  House  had  al- 
ready done  a  great  deal  by  introducing  the 
measures  which  had  been  earlier  referred 
to,  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  nead  of  the  Government  for  effecting 
local  improvements  in  Ireland;  but  how 
could  those  measures  be  carried  out,  unless 
by  providing  for  the  Irish  people  nutriment 
at  a  reasonable  price;  and  how  could  that 
nutriment  be  afforded,  except  through  the 
means  now  proposed  ?  He  would  read  to 
the  House  a  description  of  maize,  given  in 
a  book  which  they  were  accustomed  to  refer 
to  as  an  authority — a  book  written  some 
time  ago — and  therefore  this  description 
could  not  be  supposed  to  have  been  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  the  present  dis- 
cussion.  In  M*Culloch*s  **  Dictionary  of 
Commerce**  he  found  it  stated  of  nuuze  : — 
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The  ■Crtw  makes  «MelleBt  Mdar ;  and  thm 
grain  as  a  bread-corn  u  liked  by  eone:  but, 
ihougb  it  abound*  io  mncibgv,  it  cootaiat  Uttlt 
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or  no  gluten,  and  is  not  likely  to  be  mneh  used  by 
those  who  can  procure  wheaten  or  even  rye 
bread." 

He  had  that  morning  received  a  letter 
from  an  individual  who,  from  his  official 
responsibilitj,  had  been  under  the  neces- 
sitj  of  making  himself  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  that  portion  of  the  question 
relating  to  Ireland.  It  should  be  remarked 
that  the  writer  of  the  letter  never  sup- 
posed that  his  remarks  would  he  used  for 
the  purposes  of  the  present  debate.  The 
name  ot  the  gentleman  was  Sir  R.  Routh. 
He  said : — 

"  We  have  to  obtain  favour  for  this  new  food  at 
the  beginning,  which  in  the  end  will  be  the  greatest 
possible  boon  to  Ireland  ;  for  I  apprehend,  as  a 
food,  the  potato  will  never  be  what  it  has  been, 
nor  can  the  people  ever  place  the  same  confidence 
in  its  growth.  It  will  in  time  resume  its  proper 
station  as  a  vegetable,  and  cease  to  be  a  staple 
article  of  food.  Thus  it  appears  to  me  there  can 
be  no  reasonable  competition  between  corn,  meal, 
and  oatmeal." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  would 
rejoice  at  the  prospect  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land being  induced,  and  at  the  same  time 
enabled  to  have  recourse  to  a  higher  species 
of  food;  and  he  could  not  but  feel  that  any 
apprehension  of  the  wheat  of  England  suf- 
fering from  the  competition  alluded  to  was 
wholly  unworthy,  in  importance,  to  be 
placed  in  the  scale  with  the  vast  social  im- 
provement which  would  accrue  to  Ireland. 
A  noble  Lord  had  introduced  the  other 
evening  some  specimens  of  potatoes,  grown 
by  Mr.  Chapman,  ef  Chiswick,  which  were 
exceedingly  healthy,  though  grown  from 
slips  of  diseased  potatoes.  From  personal 
inquiries,  and  from  the  accounts  which  he 
had  received,  he  thought  there  was  more 
reason  to  fear,  lest  diseased  potatoes 
should  in  the  coming  year  result  from  slips 
that  had  appeared  to  be  sound,  than  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  to  en- 
tertain any  unfounded  expectations  that  he 
should  be  able  to  replace  a  large  growth  of 
unsound  potatoes  by  propagating  sound 
ones  from  slips  taken  from  diseased  pota- 
toes. He  believed  that  the  interposition 
now  necessary  under  the  pressure  of  an 
expected  famine  would  not  be  continued  in 
futmre  years.  He  believed  that  the  potato 
would  of  necessity  recede  somewhat  from 
the  position  it  had  occupied  as  a  .  staple 
food,  and  would  take  its  place  as  an  ordi- 
nary vegetable.  If  this  would  be  done 
concurrently  with  enabling  the  Irish  people 
to  occupy  themselves  upon  useful  works, 
and  to  learn  habits  of  industry,  it  would  be 
the  greater  blessing  to  Ireland ;  and  there 


were  no  grounds  for  apprehending  any  un- 
seasonable  competition  of  Indian  com 
meal  with  the  produce  of  the  British  agri- 
culturist. The  determination  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  not  to  go  to  a 
division  was  a  very  gracious  determination, 
and  one  that  would  be  duly  appreciated; 
and  in  coming  to  it,  he  had  exercised  a 
most  sound  discretion. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  interrupt  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed for  the  benefit  of  Ireland ;  but  he 
wished  to  disabuse  the  House  of  the  im- 
pression that  maize,  or  Indian  corn,  would 
become  a  substitute  for  the  potato.  As  to 
its  coming  in  competition  with  oats,  he 
could  only  say  that,  in  the  United  States, 
it  was  universally  used  in  preference. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  wished 
to  remove  the  impression  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
that  this  was  a  mere  temporary  infliction 
which  had  to  be  provided  for.  There  were 
several  facts  which  induced  him  to  believe 
the  contrary.  In  one  neighbourhood,  he 
understood,  the  potatoes  had  been  diseased 
ten  or  twelve  years  ;  the  disease  had  ap- 
peared in  different  forms  ;  but,  in  the  year 
before  last,  it  had  assumed  that  which  it 
now  presented ;  and  there  was  no  reason 
to  apprehend  that  it  would  be  removed 
speedily.  It  had  always  been  foimd  that, 
whenever  there  was  a  deficiency  of  the 
potato  crop  in  one  year,  in  the  next  the 
people  were  induced  to  dig  them  too  soon, 
before  they  were  ripe,  and  that  created  this 
year's  scarcity.  For  this  and  other  rea- 
sons,  it  would  be  very  unwise  in  the  House 
to  expect  that  they  were  not  called  upon  to 
provide  for  future  scarcity.  But  be  that 
as  it  might,  the  greatest  blessing  that 
could  be  conferred  upon  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  be  to  furnish  a  food  which 
would  lead  them  not  to  look  to  the  potato 
as  their  sole  resource  ;  nothing  would  add 
so  much  to  the  prosperity  of  that  country 
as  a  supply  of  food  which  should  be  a  suIk 
stitute  for  the  potato.  Independently  of 
that,  the  greatest  boon  that  could  be  con- 
ferred on  Ireland  would  be  to  give  cheap 
food  to  the  people.  If  this  were  not  done, 
the  people  could  not  be  employed  at  such 
wages  as  would  give  them  the  means  of 
purchasing  food.  They  must  both  employ 
the  people,  and  furnish  them  such  food  as 
they  could  not  obtain  by  the  result  of  their 
labour  alone.  Plentiful  employment  and 
cheap  food  were  the  greatest  benefits  that 
could  be  conferred  on  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ;  a^d  he  anudonsly  wished  to  see  the 
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people  bere  were  starying,  property  woiild 
be  rated  to  pay  for  their  support,  and  be 
oould  not  see  any  good  reason  why  this 
should  not  be  done  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  B.  E SCOTT  thought  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  should  be  provided  with 
cheap  food,  but  it  was  necessary  care 
should  be  taken  that  there  were  no  legis- 
lative acts  in  force  by  which  the  food  so 
much  wanted  was  limited.  If  wages  were 
so  low  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  best 
disposed  to  give  more  than  5«.  a  week  to 
their  htbourers,  that  was  a  sufficient  reason 
why  the  Government  should  take  care  not 
to  raise  the  price  of  food.  Some  observa- 
tions had  been  made  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  evening  respecting  the  use  of  Indian 
com.  He  was  most  happy  to  think  that 
the  labour  of  introducing  this  matter  had 
been  taken  out  of  his  hands.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  had  supplied  all 
that  he  himself  could  have  argued  upon  to 
the  House  in  favour  of  letting  in  a  supply 
of  Indian  com.  The  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
proved  in  several  statements  that  Indian 
com  was  a  most  excellent  article  of  food. 
He  did  not  dispute  his  authority.  The 
only  difference  between  them  was,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles) 
thought  that  because  it  was  a  good  article 
it  ought  to  be  kept  out  of  the  country ; 
whereas  he  thought  that  in  consequence 
«f  its  being  a  good  article  it  ought  to  be 
admitted  into  the  country.  He  must  beg 
that  hon.  Gentleman  to  reflect  that  not 
only  here,  but  at  that  moment  in  many 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  even  in 
his  own  county,  there  was  very  great  ap- 
prehension existing  of  a  scarcity  of  food. 
It  was  not  only  a  scarcity  of  corn,  but  also 
a  scarcity  of  meat,  which  scarcity  had  been 
principally  caused  by  the  bad  fodder  of  last 
spring,  and  winter;  but  the  introduction 
of  Indian  com  would  remedy  that.  It  had 
been  stated  that  a  large  supply  of  that 
article  could  not  be  brought  into  use  on 
account  of  the  heavy  duty  imposed  upon  it. 
A  large  cargo  of  Indian  com  had  lately 
been  obliged  to  be  reshipped  at  one  of  our 
ports  in  consequence  of  the  duty;  and 
while  hundreds  of  our  cattle  were  dying 
from  starvation,  that  cargo  was  sent  to 
Holland  to  feed  the  Dutch  cattle.  It  had 
been  said,  that  he  had  alluded  to  the  feed- 
ing of  pigs  with  Indian  corn — that  he  had 
stated  it  to  be  food  good  only  for  pigs. 
He  certainly  had  not  stated  any  such  thing; 
but  where  an  agricultural  labourer  of  the 
better  class,  and  superior  to  the  poorer 
parishioners,  waa  enabled  to  keep  a  pig, 


in  nine  c^ses  out  of  ten  he  was  obliged  to 
pawn  half  of  the  pig  before  he  killed  it,  to 
assist  him  in  paying  for  its  food.  What  » 
blessing  it  would  be  to  that  man  were  a 
cheaper  kind  of  meat  introduced  for  pigs. 
He  could,  then,  keep  the  whole  animid  for 
himself  and  family.  Nothing  would  exalt 
the  condition  of  the  agricultiural  labourer 
more  than  having  a  better  supply  of  animal 
food  than  was  at  present  in  his  power.  It 
would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  by  giving  excellent  food  for  fat- 
tening stock  and  geese  and  poultry.  In 
want  and  distress  Indian  com  would  also 
afford  a  supply  of  cheap  food  to  the  popu- 
lation. But  he  thought  that  the  extension 
of  trade  and  commerce,  which  would  follow 
the  present  measive,  would  raise  the  mar- 
kets for  agricultural  produce  to  an  extent 
which  woidd  amply  repay  them  for  the 
temporary  reduction  on  other  grains.  He 
would  ask  what  it  was  that  gave  a  stimu- 
lus to  agriculture,  and  raised  its  condition 
two  or  three  years  ago?  It  was  the  in- 
crease of  employment  and  the  growth  of 
trade  and  commerce  consequent  upon  the 
relaxation  of  the  whole  commercial  system 
carried  at  that  time  in  the  House  of  Par- 
liament. 

Captain  HARRIS  said,  that  he  had 
that  day  been  informed  by  market  gar- 
deners residing  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  that  the  ''rot"  was  showing  itself 
to  a  considerable  degree  amongst  the  young 
potatoes  ;  and  within  the  last  few  days  he 
had  read  a  letter,  written  by  a  large  landed 
proprietor  of  the  county  Clare,  which  stated 
that  great  distress  prevailed,  and  cases  of 
fever  had  occurred  in  consequence  of  the 
diseased  condition  of  the  potato.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  suggested  that  a 
temporary  law  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing the  exportation  of  potatoes  might  be 
adopted  with  advantage. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  considered  that  the 
Legislature  should  be  much  indebted  to  the 
Member  for  Winchester,  for  having  directed 
attention  to  the  advantages  which  would 
be  conferred  upon  the  population  of  the 
country  by  the  introduction  of  Indian  com. 
He  found  that  Father  Mathew  had  also 
approved  of  it  as  an  article  of  food  for  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  was  very  extensively 
used  in  Italy,  and  especially  in  Tuscany, 
the  peasantry  of  which  were  the  best  fed 
and  most  comfortably  clothed  in  Europe. 
As  to  the  palatable  nature  of  the  food,  very 
much  would  depend  upon  the  manner  of  its 
preparation  for  use ;  it  would  require  ex- 
treme boiling.    He  considered  Indian  com 
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little  remuneration  for  their  crops^  gave 
but  little  employment  to  the  peasantry. 
The  peasantry  in  that  case  could  only  hope 
for  employment  from  the  gentry,  who  looked 
after  their  own  property.  He  could  say, 
that  at  that  season  the  landed  gentry  of 
the  nortid  of  Ireland — ^for  he  knew  but 
little  of  the  south — during  the  months  of 
May,  June,  and  July,  employed  from  100 
to  200  persons  extra  on  their  estates,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  them  employment. 
What  he  wished  was,  that  the  Government 
should  give  employment  to  the  people. 
He  fraiJdy  told  them  not  to  have  much 
confidence  in  the  projected  railways.  He 
thought  that  one  of  the  greatest  misfor- 
tunes for  Ireland  would  be  a  great  number 
of  railways,  such  as  were  now  being  run 
through  all  parts  of  the  country.  Time 
would  show  whether  or  not  his  fears  were 
justified.  He  believed,  that  if  they  had 
had  two  great  trunk  lines  they  would  be 
found  to  be  productive  of  good;  but  in  the 
present  state  of  Ireland,  it  was  not  in  a 
condition  to  maintain  so  many  railways  as 
were  then  Bills  for  making  them  going 
through  the  other  House.  It  had  no  great 
manufactures ;  it  had  no  means  of  traffic ; 
it  had  not  the  means  to  maintain,  in  a 
profitable  condition,  the  vaHous  lines  that 
were  about  to  be  carried  over  its  surface. 
Let  them,  he  said,  have  peace  and  quiet- 
ness, and  then  they  would  be  able  to  pro- 
Tide  employment  for  their  peasantry.  The 
landed  proprietors  shoidd  put  their  shoul- 
ders to  the  wheel.  It  was  upon  them  the 
Government,  that  House,  and  England 
should  call,  and  insist  that  they  should  per- 
form their  duty.  It  was  they  who  should 
be  obliged  to  pay  every  shilling  they  could 
afibrd,  and  he  would  say  at  SQch  a  mo- 
ment as  this  even  still  more,  in  order  that 
the  poor  might  be  provided  with  food  and 
employment.  He  knew  that  the  great 
body  of  the  landed  proprietors  of  Irdand 
were  well  prepared  to  meet  the  present 
exigency,  and  to  provide  for  the  sustenta- 
tion  of  the  poor  on  their  own  property; 
but  there  were  three  classes  of  landlords 
who  were  not  so  disposed,  and  yet  who 
ought  to  be  forced  to  perform  their  duty. 
These  three  classes  were  the  absentees, 
the  middlemen,  and  the  squireens.  Yes, 
the  sqtdreens;  these  were  small  landed 
proprietors,  with  perhaps  500^.  a  year,  and 
who  fived  at  the  rate  of  5,000{.  a  year. 
He  did  not  mean  that  they  spent  that 
amount ;  but  they  aped  the  extravagancies, 
and  imitated  the  habits,  and  pretended  to 
be  able  to  incur  the  ej^ensea  of  meii  who 


had  5,0001.  a  year;  for  they  had  their 
hunters  and  dogs,  and  aimed  at  a  style 
which  they  could  not  support  but  by  screw* 
ing  the  very  last  farthing  out  of  tiieir  un- 
fortunate tenants.  He  said,  if  they  wanted 
to  make  Ireland  prosperous,  they  must 
devise  the  means  by  which  they  might 
reach  these  three  classes.  He  might  re- 
mind the  House  and  the  Government  that 
it  would  be  well  to  devise  the  means  by 
which  the  Poor  Law  guardians,  in  the  dif- 
ferent districts,  might  reach  these  classes ; 
for  instance,  in  the  present  scarcity,  for 
he  did  not  believe  that  there  would  be  a 
famine;  but  in  those  districts  in  which 
there  might  be  a  scarcity,  he  said,  it  would 
be  well  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
give  a  power  to  the  Poor  Law  guardians 
of  laying  on  extra  poor  rates,  to  be  paid 
by  the  landlords,  middlemen,  and  the  ab- 
sentees. When  he  talked  thus  of  absen- 
tees, he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as 
including  all  absentee  landlords  as  coming 
under  the  definition  Qi  bad  landlords.  He 
knew,  for  instance,  that  Lord  Fitzwilliam, 
and  the  Duke  of  Devonshire,  and  other 
landlords,  resident  in  this  country,  were 
amongst  the  good  landlords — as  good  as 
resident  landlords;  but  then  there  were 
numbers  of  others  who  never  thought  of 
their  tenantry.  He  could  name  some  of 
them  who  had  never  seen  one  of  their  ten- 
ants for  thirty  years ;  and  the  consequence 
was  that  the  resident  landlords  had  to  pro- 
vide for  the  unfortunate  people  thus  cruelly 
neglected  by  those  who  ought  to  be  their 
protectors. 

Mb.  p.  SCROPE  considered  that  some 
measures  ought  to  be  devised  by  which 
they  might  give  to  the  poor  of  Ireland  the 
right  to  relief  in  the  districts  in  which  they 
resided.  He  could  not  help  observing  that 
there  could,  by  no  possibility,  be  a  scarcity 
in  Ireland,  if  the  food  grown  in  Ireland 
were  left  in  Ireland.  Even  since  the  time 
that  it  had  been  formally  announced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  famine  was  im- 
pending over  that  country,  immense  quan- 
tities of  provisions  had  been  exported  from 
it.  Oats  might  be  wanted  in  Scotland  and 
in  the  west  of  England,  but  assuredly  those 
who  had  the  first  right  to  them  were  the 
people  by  whom  ihey  had  been  produced ; 
they  knew  that  on  a  former  occasion  when 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  starving,  that 
oats  were  exported  from  Ireland  to  this 
country,  sold  here  to  pay  the  rents  of  the 
Irish  landlords,  and  then  returned  back  to 
Ireland,  when  paid  for  here,  to  feed  the 
tenants  of  these  same  landlords.    If  ihe 
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people  here  were  Btarying,  property  would 
be  rated  to  pay  for  their  support,  and  he 
oould  not  see  any  good  reason  why  this 
should  not  be  done  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  B.  ESCOTT  thought  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  should  be  provided  with 
cheap  food,   but  it  was    necessary  care 
should  be  taken  that  there  were  no  legis- 
lative acts  in  force  by  which  the  food  so 
much  wanted  was  limited.     If  wages  were 
so  low  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  best 
disposed  to  give  more  than  5s.  a  week  to 
their  labourers,  that  was  a  sufficient  reason 
why  the  Government  should  take  care  not 
to  raise  the  price  of  food.     Some  observa- 
tions had  been  made  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  evening  respecting  the  use  of  Indian 
com.     He  was  most  happy  to  think  that 
the  labour  of  introducing  this  matter  had 
been  taken  out  of  liis  hands.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire  had  supplied  all 
that  he  himself  could  have  argued  upon  to 
the  House  in  favour  of  letting  in  a  supply 
of  Indian  corn.     The  hon.  Gentleman  nad 
proved  in  several  statements  that  Indian 
com  was  a  most  excellent  article  of  food. 
He  did  not  dispute  his  authority.     The 
only  difference  between  them  was,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles) 
thought  that  because  it  was  a  good  article 
it  ought  to  be  kept  out  of  the  country ; 
whereas  he  thought  that  in  consequence 
of  its  being  a  good  article  it  ought  to  be 
admitted  into  the  country.     He  must  beg 
that  hon.  Gentleman  to  reflect  that  not 
only  here,  but  at  that  moment  in  many 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  even  in 
nis  own  county,  there  was  very  great  ap- 
prehension existing  of  a  scarcity  of  food. 
It  was  not  only  a  scarcity  of  corn,  but  also 
a  scarcity  of  meat,  which  scarcity  had  been 
principally  caused  by  tlie  bad  fodder  of  last 
spring,  and  winter;  but  the  introduction 
of  Indian  com  would  remedy  that.     It  had 
been  stated  that  a  large  supply  of  that 
article  could  not  bo  brought  into  use  on 
account  of  the  heavy  duty  imposed  upon  it. 
A  large  cargo  of  Indian  com  had  lately 
been  obliged  to  be  reshipped  at  one  of  our 
ports  in  consequence  of  the  duty;  and 
while  hundreds  of  our  cattle  were  dying 
from  starvation,  that  cargo  was  sent  to 
Holland  to  feed  the  Dutch  cattle.     It  had 
been  said,  that  he  had  alluded  to  the  feed- 
ing of  pigs  with  Indian  corn — that  he  had 
stated  it  to  be  food  good  only  for  pigs. 
He  certainly  had  not  stated  any  such  thing; 
but  where  an  agrieultoral  labourer  of  the 
better  class,  and  superior  to  the  poorer 
pariihionersy  was  enabled  to  keep  a  pig* 


in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  he  was  obliged  to 
pawn  half  of  the  pig  before  he  killed  it,  to 
assist  him  in  paying  for  its  food.  What  » 
blessing  it  would  be  to  that  man  were  a 
cheaper  kind  of  meat  introduced  for  pigs. 
He  could,  then,  keep  the  whole  animal  for 
himself  and  famOy.  Nothing  would  exalt 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
more  than  having  a  better  supply  of  animal 
food  than  was  at  present  in  his  power.  It 
would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  agrieultoral 
interest,  by  giving  excellent  food  for  fat- 
tening stock  and  geese  and  poultry.  In 
want  and  distress  Indian  com  would  also 
afford  a  supply  of  cheap  food  to  the  popu- 
lation. But  he  thought  that  the  extension 
of  trade  and  commerce,  which  would  follow 
the  present  measure,  would  raise  the  mar- 
kets for  agricultural  produce  to  an  extent 
which  would  amply  repay  them  for  the 
temporary  reduction  on  other  grains.  He 
would  ask  what  it  was  that  gave  a  atimu- 
Itts  to  agriculture,  and  raised  its  condition 
two  or  three  years  ago?  It  was  the  in- 
crease of  employment  and  the  growth  of 
trade  and  commerce  consequent  upon  the 
relaxation  of  the  whole  commercial  system 
carried  at  that  time  in  the  House  of  Par* 
liament. 

Captain  HARRIS  sud,  that  he  had 
that  day  been  informed  by  market  gar- 
deners residing  in  the  neighbouriiood  of 
London,  that  the  ''rot"  was  showing  itself 
to  a  considerable  degree  amongst  the  young 
potatoes  ;  and  within  the  last  few  days  he 
had  read  a  letter,  written  by  a  large  landed 
proprietor  of  the  county  Clare»  which  stated 
that  great  distress  prevailed,  and  cases  of 
fever  had  occurred  m  consequence  of  the 
diseased  condition  of  the  potato.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  suggested  that  a 
temporary  law  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing the  exportation  of  potatoes  might  be 
adopted  with  advantage. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  considered  that  the 
Legislature  should  be  much  indebted  to  the 
Member  for  Winchester,  for  having  directed 
attention  to  the  advantages  which  would 
be  conferred  upon  the  population  of  the 
country  by  the  mtroduction  of  Indian  com. 
He  found  that  Father  Mathew  had  also 
approved  of  it  as  an  article  of  food  for  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  was  very  extensively 
used  in  Italy,  and  espeeiaUy  in  Tuscany, 
the  peasantry  of  which  were  the  best  led 
and  most  comfortably  clothed  in  Europe. 
As  to  the  palatable  nature  of  the  food,  very 
muoh  would  depend  upon  the  manner  of  its 
preparation  for  use ;  it  woold  reauire  ex* 
treme  boiliog.    He  considered  ladiaa  eon 
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next  to  wheat,  and  he  begged  leave  to  dif- 
fer from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
who  termed  oats  a  nobler  kind  of  grain. 

Mr.  FITZGERALD  begged  to  state 
that  the  deficient  payment  of  the  labourer 
in  Ireland  did  not  arise  from  a  want  of 
good  will  on  the  part  of  the  landlord,  but 
from  the  number  of  people  out  of  employ- 
ment. He  considered  that  railways  in  Ire- 
land would  be  of  vast  and  almost  per- 
manent advantage  in  removing  this  evil ; 
and  he  felt  no  doubt  that  the  country 
would  be  most  grateful  for  any  benefits  be- 
stowed upon  them.  He  did  not  consider 
that  it  would  be  fair  that  the  whole  burden 
of  relieving  the  poor  of  their  districts 
should  be  cast  upon  the  landlords  of  the 
absentee  estates,  as  it  had  been  suggested 
by  an  hon.  Member ;  but  he  did  consider 
that  they  ought  to  be  made  to  pay  their 
just  proportion,  and  he  felt  that  this  visita- 
tion of  Providence  would  be  the  means  of 
restoring  the  Irish  people  to  their  proper 
position. 

Mr.  G.  palmer  said,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  those  people  to  buy  In- 
dian com  who  could  not  afford  even  to 
purchase  oats.  The  Indian  com  would  be 
entirely  grown  abroad,  and  paid  for  by  the 
produce  of  this  country.  It  was  a  material 
point  in  the  question,  that  every  thing 
would  require  to  be  paid  for.  If  they 
could  persuade  people  to  take  their 
goods  all  would  be  well.  But  manufac- 
turers were  increasing  abroad  every  day ; 
and  they  would  still,  therefore,  have  to 
look  to  the  home  supply  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  people.  He  thought  there 
were  more  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  ready  and  willing  to  support  the 
people  of  Ireland,  than  there  were  on  the 
Opposition  benches  and  among  those  who 
wished  for  a  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws. 
He  was  quite  satisfied,  that  if  Indian  com 
were  imported  into  this  country,  it  would 
be  all  owing  to  the  alteration  of  the  Tariff 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  was  sure 
every  Member  of  that  House  would  agree 
to  afford  relief  to  the  Irish  people.  How 
could  the  labourers  in  that  country  provide 
for  their  families  upon  two  shiUings  and 
sixpence  a  week  ?  It  was  hardly  possible 
for  them  to  buy  even  straw  to  lie  upon 
with  so  small  a  sum.  He  thought  that, 
were  they  to  construct  railways  through 
Ireland,  it  would  improve  the  country  di- 
rectly. Any  alteration  must  be  for  the 
better.  There  would  be  no  fear  of  the 
people  wanting  food  if  proper  employment 
were  found  them,. 

VOL.  LXXXIV.    {£2} 


Mr.  PIERCE  BUTLER  observed,  that 
several  remarks  had  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  which  led  him  to  be« 
lieve  that  there  was  a  very  erroneous  im- 
pression in  the  minds  of  certain  hon.  Mem- 
bers with  respect  to  the  rate  of  wages 
usually  awarded  to  Irish  labourers.  He 
begged  leave  to  remark,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House,  that  in  the  southern 
counties  of  Ireland  able-bodied  labourers 
were  usually  paid  at  the  rate  of  58,  or  6;. 
a  week.  Eightpence  a  day  was  not  unfre- 
quently  the  rate  of  remuneration  enjoyed 
by  labourers  of  an  inferior  class  ;  but,  ge- 
nerally speaking,  there  were  other  extra- 
neous advantages  which  were  highly  valu- 
able; such,  for  instance,  as  a  house  rent- 
free,  or  grass  for  a  cow.  With  respect  to 
the  Minister's  proposition  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  maize  duty  free,  he  approved  highly 
of  it,  and  would  give  it  his  most  cordiid 
support. 

Sir  JOHN  RAE  REID  observed,  that 
there  was  no  portion  of  the  Ministerial 
project  of  which  he  did  not  cordially  ap- 
prove ;  and  it  would,  accordingly,  afford 
him  the  sincerest  pleasure  to  support  it. 
He  had  always  held  the  doctrine,  that  the 
interests  of  the  agricultural  and  manufac- 
turing classes  in  this  country  were  iden- 
tical ;  and  it  was  because  he  knew  this  to 
be  the  fact,  that  he  gave  to  the  propositions 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  his  warm 
and  unhesitating  assent ;  for  he  was  con- 
fident that  those  propositions,  if  carried 
into  operation,  would  prove  in  the  highest 
degree  beneficial  to  the  best  interests  of 
agriculturists  as  well  as  of  the  manufac- 
turers. He  implored  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  not  to  protract 
this  discussion  by  unnecessary  delays  ;  for 
he  spoke  advisecUy  when  he  assured  them 
that  he  had  the  highest  possible  authority 
for  asserting  that  trade  had  in  many  dis- 
tricts of  England  suffered  most  injuriously 
from  the  state  of  uncertainty  in  which  this 
question  had  been  permitted  to  rest  for 
such  a  length  of  time.  He  besought  ihem 
as  they  vidued  the  welfare  of  the  agri- 
cultural and  commercial  interests  —  in 
both  of  which  he  had  himself  a  deep 
personal  concern — to  come  to  a  decision 
at  once.  By  the  vote  which  he  had 
given  on  this  question,  he  was  well 
aware  that  he  had  made  for  himself  many 
enemies;  but  he  was  far  from  regrettting 
the  course  he  had  taken,  for  that  course 
he  had  adopted  under  the  strongest  possi- 
ble conviction  that  he  was  doing  what  was 
best  calculated  to  promote  the   wealth, 
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liappiness,  and  prosperitj  of  this  great 
Empire«  He  anticipated  the  happiest  re- 
sults from  the  new  commereial  poucy  ahont 
to  he  adopted  hy  England;  and  he  was 
snre  that  before  that  time  twelye  months 
manj  of  the  hon.  Memhers  hj  whom  he 
was  snrroonded  would  feel  and  admit  that 
the  opposition  which  thej  were  now  offer- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Goremment  was  unnecessary,  to  say 
the  least  of  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  said,  that  no 
question  raised  during  these  diseussions 
was  more  deserring  the  attention  of  the 
House  than  the  allusions  made  to  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
to  the  prospects  erentualiy  hefbre  them ; 
and  if  there  were  no  other  arguments  to 
show  that  the  Groyemment,  in  the  present 
circumstances  of  the  country,  had  adopted 
the  wisest  policy  in  ahoHshing  all  restric- 
tions on  the  introduction  of  proyisions  into 
the  eountry,  that  argument  would  he  found 
in  what  had  heen  stated  by  hon.  Gentle* 
men  as  to  the  condition  of  the  population 
in  Ireland;  Indian  com  was  likely  to  afTord 
yaluahle  subsistence  for  them,  and  to  raise 
the  people  from  the  lowest  condition,  caused 
by  tlieir  habitually  liying  on  potatoes.  He 
would  not  make  any  predictions  of  what 
might  be  the  result;  but  experience  showed 
how  the  habits  of  a  people  might  change 
by  a  more  generous  diet.  So  far  as  maize 
should  be  f^opted  for  potatoes,  it  must  be 
a  beneficial  substitute  as  well  in  England 
as  in  Ireland:  though  when  wheat  was  at  a 
reasonable  price,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  superseded  by  Indian  com.  Haying 
been  in  the  Western  States  of  America,  he 
should  say  that,  though  maize  was  palat- 
able and  hked  by  the  people,  yet  when  he 
got  to  the  wheat-growing  districts,  the 
general  diet  was  not  Indian  com.  Upon 
that  occasion  he  was  only  anxious  to  say 
one  word  as  to  the  measure  of  Goyemment 
in  laying  out,  as  he  understood,  100,0002. 
in  the  purchase  of  Indian  com  for  use  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  presume  to  blame 
the  course  taken  by  the  Government.  He 
admitted  that  under  special  circumstances, 
and  for  the  relief  of  local,  not  general,  dis- 
tress, the  Goyemment  might  go  into  the 
market  and  make  a  purchase ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  that  principle  ought  to  be  car- 
ried out  with  the  utmost  caution.  Some 
Gentlemen  said  that  there  were  plenty  of 
oats,  and  asked  why  the  Goyemment  did 
not  enter  the  market  and  purchase  them  ? 
Nothing,  however,  could  be  more  fatal  than 
for  a  Goyemment  to  appear  in  the  markets 


of  their  own  country  as  purchasers.  The 
admirable  principles  laid  down  by  Burke, 
in  his  Tk€Mgkt8  on  Scarcity,  could  neyer 
be  departed  from  without  mischi^ ;  it  was 
fatal  to  teach  the  people  to  rely  on  the 
Goyemment  for  food.  Sharing  in  the  wish 
that  there  should  be  no  unnecessaiy  delay 
in  passing  the  Resolution,  and  in  relieying 
trade  from  the  sad  state  of  uncertainty 
under  which  it  had  laboured  for  some 
weeks,  and  which  had  produced  an  unfor- 
tunate effect  in  the  manufacturing  and 
commercial  districts,  it  would  be  inexcus- 
able in  him  to  detain  the  House  longer ; 
and  he  had  only  risen  to  state  his  satisifac- 
tion  at  finding  the  Goyemment  propose 
the  only  real  policy  which  would. in  the 
long  run  improve  the  condition  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country,  by  laying  open  the 
avenues  of  commerce,  and  by  allowing  a 
supply  of  food  to  be  brought  in  in  such  a 
manner  as  the  course  of  trade,  which  was 
truly  said  to  be  the  course  of  nature,  would 
arrange ;  and  he  thought  the  proposal  es- 
peciaUy  valuable,  because  it  added  an  arti- 
cle to  our  imports  which  was  inferior  only 
to  the  noblest  of  aD  grains — ^wheat.  He 
regretted  to  say  that,  of  late  years,  he  had 
seen  the  people  of  the  west  of  England, 
and  particularly  in  West  Som^setshuns,  be- 
coming more  and  more  a  potato-fed  popu- 
lation. He  would  be  glad  to  rescue  them 
from  this  downward  tendency  in  their  phy- 
sical habits  and  moral  condition;  and,  anti- 
cipating the  happiest  results  from  the  Go- 
yemment measures,  he  should  continue  to 
give,  as  he  had  already  given,  them  his 
hearty  support. 

Mr.  finch  said,  that  however  troe  it 
might  be  that  the  population  of  the  country 
should  not  look  to  the  Govemment  for  a 
supply  of  food,  that  abstract  principle  must 
be  thrown  aside  when  necessity  demanded 
a  supply ;  and  he  considered  that  the  Gro- 
yemment were  perfectly  warranted  and 
justified  in  importing  a  quantity  of  Indian 
com  to  meet  the  emergency.  With  re- 
spect to  that  commodity  becoming  a  sub- 
stitute for  wheat  or  potatoes,  that  was,  in 
his  opinion,  perfectly  absurd,  as  they  did 
not  know  but  before  the  end  of  the  present 
year  they  would  be  at  war  with  America ; 
and  in  case  that  should  occur,  of  course 
their  supply  would  be  instantly  stopped. 
Therefore,  he  said,  it  would  be  an  unwise 
policy  to  attempt  to  induce  the  population 
of  the  country  to  give  up  their  usual  food, 
and  depend  upon  a  supply  of  a  different 
description,  that  might  be  stopped  at  any 
moment.    With  i^espect  to  what  had  been 
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said,  as  to  the  downward  course  of  depend- 
ing altogether  upon  potatoes,  however  true 
that  might  he,  he  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  the  introduction  of  any  other  species 
of  food  would  not  put  a  stop  to  their  use 
amongst  the  Irish  people.  He  considered 
that  the  quantity  of  foreign  grain  that 
might  he  introduced  into  the  country  would 
affect  the  agricultural  interests;  yet  he  had 
no  ohjection  to  any  temporaiy  importation 
of  maize  or  other  commodity  to  meet  the 
pending  emergency.  With  regard  to  the 
remark  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  sat 
behind  him,  as  to  the  necessity  that  ex- 
isted for  the  debate  being  concluded,  in 
order  that  the  importations  should  take 
place  immediately,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
that  question  should  be  discussed  freely, 
as  erery  night  that  it  continued  some  ad- 
ditional evidence  was  given  of  important 
matters  that  should  be  known  to  the 
country. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  was  understood 
to  say,  that  he  thought  if  proper  steps  had 
been  taken  in  time,  a  great  deal  of  the 
mischief  that  had  occurred  in  the  potato 
crops  in  Ireland  nughthave  been  remedied. 
He  had  received  a  report  of  a  number  of 
experiments  that  had  been  recently  made 
by  the  gardener  to  the  Duke  of  Portland, 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
he  would  read  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
might  hereafter  have  their  potato  crops 
affected  by  disease.  His  Lordship  read  as 
follows : — 

"  No.  1,  kiln-iiried  according  to  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  GoTemment  professors — ^nearly  all 
rotten ;  a  few  eyes  have  sprouted,  but  very  weak. 
No.  2,  and  according  to  the  plan  recommended 
by  Mr.  Reece,  of  Piccadilly,  i.  e.,  fumigated  with 
chlorine  gas,  not  quite  so  bad  as  No.  1,  there 
being  more  in  a  vegetating  state,  but  the  shoots 
very  weak.  No.  8,  dried  with  magnesian  quick- 
lime in  layers — the  potatoes  are  quite  sound,  and 
where  the  eyes  have  sprung  are  healthy.  No.  4, 
eured  with  charcoal  dust  in  layers — sound ;  eyes 
not  80  much  grown  as  No.  3,  but  healthy.  No.  5, 
cured  with  burnt  clay  and  peat — a  good  many 
diseased,  but  where  the  eyes  have  sprung  are 
healthy.  The  potatoes  planted  in  pots  in  the 
hothouses  for  experiment  were  numbered  as 
follows : — Lot,  No.  1,  cured  according  to  the  plan 
of  Mr.  Reece,  t.  e.  ftimlgated  with  chlorine  gas, 
did  not  vegetate ;  Lot,  No.  3,  kiln-dried,  according 
to  the  professors'  plan,  did  not  vegetate ;  Lot,  No. 
3,  dried  with  magnesian  quick  lime  are  quite 
healthy,  the  stalks  and  leaves  not  the  least  affected, 
but  being  late  potatoes  the  young  tubers  are  not 
large  enough  yet  to  show  any  trace  of  disease ; 
twelve  pots  of  the  same  sort  of  potatoes,  much 
diseased,  but  with  no  preparation,  were  planted 
at  the  same  time:  a  few  vegetated,  and  are  growing 
strong,  and  no  sign  of  the  disease  spreading  oq  the 
■talks  or  young  tubers." 

Tho  person  who  had  made  these  experi- 


ments had  told  him  that  all  the  early  pota- 
toes looked  as  weU,  as  if  not  better,  than 
they  usually  did  at  this  season  of  the  year; 
but  they  would  not  be  ready  before  tho 
end  of  March ;  and  he  further  stated  that 
he  had  no  reason  to  think  that  the  diseased 
potato-seed  would  produce  diseased  pota* 
toes ;  and  be  also  mentioned  that  he  had 
heard  that  the  disease  had  not  extended 
much  within  the  last  three  months ;  the 
only  loss  that  had  taken  place  was,  where 
the  potatoes  had  been  pitted  in  a  wet  state, 
and  not  looked  to.  He  had  also  received 
from  the  same  person  a  remedy  for  curing 
potatoes  that  were  diseased  by  means  of 
quick  lime>  which  he  would  also  read  to 
the  House:     It  was  as  follows : — 

"  The  following  was  the  result  of  the  magnesian 
lime  upon  two  loads  of  the  very  worst  potatoes 
they  could  pick  out  at  the  &rm — they  were  spread 
out  on  the  floor  of  a  peach  house,  and  the  stench 
was  quite  disagreeable,  a  great  many  being  in  a 
state  of  putrefiustion.  Having  dusted  them  all 
oyer  with  a  coat  of  lime  newly  slacked,  next  day 
the  lime  took  nearly  all  the  smell  away,  and 
brought  a  deal  of  water  out  of  the  worst.  We  kept 
dusting  some  fresh  eveiy  day,  till  the  rotten  part 
was  converted  into  starch,  the  solid  parts  dried 
and  turned  quite  green.  I  put  them  ail  into  » 
ridge,  and  on  looking  at  it  yesterday  I  found  tho 
eyes  of  many  had  sprung,  and  were  forming  fine 
healthy  shoots,  some  of  them  four  inches  long,  and 
quite  white." 

He  (Lord  George  Bentinck)  thought  these 
important  pieces  of  information ;  and  there- 
fore he  took  leave  to  read  them  to  the 
House,  as  he  thought  it  desirable  that  they 
should  be  read  to  the  country.  He  knew 
that  the  quantity  of  lune  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  expend  upon  potatoes  that 
were  diseased  would  cost  about  6d,  a  sack; 
and  in  ordinary  times  potatoes  sold  at 
about  is.  6d.  or  5s.  a  sack.  Thus,  if 
potatoes  were  diseased,  by  the  expenditure 
of  6d.  a  sack  they  could  be  saved^  and 
therefore  it  was  a  piece  of  information 
that  he  thought  should  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land and  other  parts  of  the  country.  Aa 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  by  the  intro- 
duction of  maize  into  this  countty,  a  person 
who  had  formerly  been  able  to  keep  one 
pig  woidd  be  able  to  keep  two.  He  in- 
quired how  that  could  be,  as  the  highest 
duty  that  could  be  demanded  at  any  time 
upon  maize  was  lls.^  and  the  original  cost 
of  that  commodity  was  20s.  ?  He  could  not 
see,  therefore,  how  a  farmer  would,  by  the 
removal  of  lis.  duty  off  a  20s.  article,  be 
enabled  to  feed  double  the  quantity  or 
stock  at  the  same  expense  as  one-half  had 
cost  him  when  paying  that  amoimt  of 
duty. 
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Besolatioiia  Agreed  to,  «nd  Bifia  ordered 
to  be  brought  in. 

The  House  resolred  itself  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Customs'  and  Com  Importation 
Acts,  to  consider  the  reminder  of  tbe 
Articles  on  the  Tariff.  The  following 
irere  agreed  to: — 

£.  >.  d. 

Bkadrtring  TVut,  Ibr  enrj  lOOf. 


of  uid  from  A  Britiah  Pomci- 

■lon,  for  every  lOOJL  Tftlas  . 
Buler,  Pmrled.  the  ewt 
of  »nd  ftma  t,  Britiili  Poiiei- 


But  Kope>,  TVinei,  and  Stnuidi, 
torenrj  1001.  nlae    .  .10 

of  aod  from  >  Britlili  FoMet- 

■ioD,  fbrererr  lOOJL  T>tue    .        .      B 

Aringo.fbreTOTlOOJ,  v»lii«  10 

Cor»l,  foroTeiy  100(.  raluB    .  10 

Crjitftl,  for  aiery  lOOj.  Ttlne  10 

Jet,  fbrererr  1001. nine        .  10 

not  otherwuft  cDiimenled  or 

deMribed,  for  sTcr?  lOM.T&lue  10 
Beer  or  Mum,  the  burel  .  .  1 
BUoking,  fbr  ever?  1001.  tkIdv       .    10 

Us.  EWART  Bud,  that  the  duty  on 
foreign  books  wu  a  subject  in  wbi<ji 
felt  a  Tery  deep  interest,  since  it  was  ii 
mately  oonnected  with  the  diffusion  of  lite- 
rature io  tbia  country.     The  datle 
present  leried  oa  foreign  books  were  of  a 


place,  a  distinction   of  duty  was    drawn 
between  books  printed  before   the    year 
1801,    and   books    printed   subsequently. 
The    former    were    odnutted  at    a    duty 
of  It.  the  cwt.      Of  books  printed  since 
1801,  those  in  foreign  modem  languages 
were  taxed  with  a  duty  of  21.   10(.  the 
cwt.      All  other  foreign  books  paid   the 
large  duty  of  51.  a  cwt.    The  result  of  this 
was,  that  foreign  works  in  the  dead  lan- 
guages   paid    the  highest   duty  ;   modem 
Books  in  living  languages  the  next ;  and 
old  books  of  the  last  century  (which  wo 
wanted  loast)  entered  at  the  lowest  duty. 
Next  came  works  containing  engravings  to 
illustrate  the  text.     They  paid  a  twofold 
duty ;  one  on  the  book,  another  on  the  en- 
gravings.    The  latter,  indeed,  was  only  Id. 
per  engraving,  coloured  or  plain.     But  it 
induced    the    great    disadvantage,  if  not 
danger,  of  cauBingtheanenintrnf  thebooks 
at  the  Custom-house, 
that  foreign  works  on  1 
soology,    and    medioint 
from  this  circumstance 
produced   this  disadva 
delay  was  interposed  b< 
And  Huar  deUvery  at 
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Another  eril  connected  with  the  present 
system  was,  that  when  books  had  once 
been  abroad,  they  were  often  stopped  on 
their  re-importatton  into  this  country.  He 
thought  these  impedimenta  to  literature 
and  commerce  were  a  serious  injury  to  the 
conntry.  All  men  must  have  witnessed 
with  pleasure  the  extended  literary  inter- 
course which  had  lately  taken  place  be< 
this  conntry  and  various  nations  on 
the  Continent.  Any  impediment  to  that 
intercourse  must  be  admitted  to  be  a  se- 
rious evil.  Why  should  we  not  arail  our- 
selves of  the  literature  of  our  enlightened 
neighbours  the  French  ?  There  were  cer- 
tain works  of  a  eomprehensire  nature  which 
they  hod  produced  which  we  had  not.  Mr. 
H'Culloch  hod  said,  for  example,  that 
such  a  work  oa  ihe  "  Biograpkit  Unwer- 
telU,"  the  result  of  the  combined  labours 
of  many  minds,  could  scarcely  be  produced 
in  England.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
Society  for  the  Diffusion  of  Useful  Know- 
ledge had  endeavoured  to  achieve  the  pub- 
lication of  a  Biographical  Dictionary,  and 
that  they  were  not  able  to  complete  the 
undertaking.  Hr.  M'CuDoch  named  also 
another  valuable  work,  which  he  doubted 
if  we  could  produce  in  England.  It  was 
the  well  known  work  entitled  "  L'Art  de 
viriJieT  Iti  Datet."  The  same  remark  hod 
also  been  mode  as  to  the  two  octavo  edi- 
tions of  Bayle's  Dictionary.  Then  why  not 
also  develop  the  taste  for  German  lite- 
rature, which  was  springing  up  in  this 
country  ?  No  German  author  was  more 
likely  to  be  popular  in  England  than  Schil- 
ler, founded  as  hia  writings  were  on  the 
school  of  Sbkkspeare ;  yet  such  was  the 
c^ect  of  the  duty,  that  the  best  German 
edition  of  Schiller's  works  cost  24(. ; 
whereas  the  cost,  without  the  duty,  would 
be  only  1 7».  There  were  also  a  variety  of 
German  school-books  which  were  produced 
in  Germany  cheaper  than  in  England.  Our 
best  Greek  grammars  were  only  transla- 
tions of  German  grammars;  such  were  the 
well-known  grammars  of  Matthi»  and  of 
Buttmann.  The  smaller  editions  of  the 
classical  authors  were  also  produced  in 
Germany  at  a  cheap  rale.  A  pocket  edition 
of  Ucrodotus,  for  example,  which  was  now 

■old  in  thia  pniintrv  for  4j..  nucrht  h»  sold. 


809 


CtuUmu  and  Com  {March  9}  Importation  Report.  8lO 


■ 


and  were  particularly  correct.  But,  per- 
haps, it  might  be  said  that  we  could  not 
compete  in  editions  of  the  Classics,  with 
the  foreign  publisher,  because  of  the  excise 
duty  on  paper.  Such  an  argument,  how- 
ever, woiUd  not  ftpplj  to  the  Uniyersities, 
English,  Scotch,  or  Irish.  Thej  were  all 
allowed  a  drawback  on  the  paper  they  con- 
sumed in  printing.  The  cheapest  edition 
that  had  been  published  of  *'  Lindorff's 
Greek  Dramatists  **  (a  work  of  which  Pro- 
fessor Gaisford  had  spoken  with  great 
praise)  was  an  Oxford  reprint  of  the  Ger- 
man edition.  It  had,  he  believed,  sold  to 
a  greater  extent  even  than  the  German 
edition  itself;  a  fact  which  certainly  gave 
good  ground  for  hoping  that  our  press  could 
compete  successfully  with  that  of  any  fo- 
reign country.  The  Universities  only  could 
compete,  because  the  Universities  only  had 
the  benefit  of  the  allowance  of  the  duty  on 
paper.  His  reply  was,  *'  Levy  then  only 
such  a  duty  on  foreign  books  generally  as 
is  equivalent  to  the  duty  on  paper."  But 
it  might  be  said  that  the  duty  on  books  was 
necessary  to  the  revenue.  Now,  what  did 
the  duty  produce?  14,000^.  or  15,000i. 
a  year.  Such  trifling  duties  ought  not  to 
obstruct  the  extension  of  literature,  and 
the  enlightenment  of  the  people.  He 
therefore  moved,  in  the  first  place,  that — 

"  Books  printed  in  any  modem  foreign  language 
be  admitted  duty  free." 

The  Question  was  put  that  the  words  be 
inserted. 

Sib  G.  clerk  admitted  that  it  was 
extremely  desirable  that  the  object  of  the 
Motion  uiould  be  accomplished ;  but  there 
were  other  consideratins  involved  as  well  as 
the  loss  of  revenue,  which  would  be 
10,000Z.  It  was  highly  desirable  that 
there  should  be  an  interchange  of  litera- 
ture between  this  country  and  foreign  na- 
tions; but  there  was  another  object  also  to 
be  kept  in  view — namely,  the  suppression 
of  piratical  editions  of  English  books  on 
the  Continent  and  in  other  countries. 
About  two  years  ago  an  Act  of  Parliament 
(7  and  8  Vic.)  had  been  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  Her  Majesty  to  enter 
into  arrangements  with  foreign  States  for 
the  purpose  of  suppressing  literary  piracy : 
in  that  Act  power  was  given  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  reduce  the  duty  on  books  printed 
in  such  States  as  entered  into  a  treaty  of 
international  copyright  with  England,  to 
the  amount  of  the  excise  duty  upon  paper 
— ^viz.y  to  15$.  per  cwt.  That  Act  applied 
1  works  printed  in  the  dead  or  the  living 

iguages.    At  the  present  moment,  there 


were  negotiations  pending  on  the  subject 
of  an  international  copyright  treaty  with 
Prussia  and  France :  those  negotiations 
had  already  made  great  progress,  and 
would,  he  trusted,  soon  be  satisfactorily 
concluded.  At  no  very  distant  time, 
therefore,  he  trusted  that  the  advantages 
sought  to  be  obtained  by  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  obtained  by  these 
means :  while  at  the  same  time  the  addi- 
tional advantage  to  the  English  author 
and  publisher  would  be  derived  of  the  sup- 
pression of  piratical  editions  of  English 
works  in  two  of  the  principal  publi^ung 
nations  of  the  Continent.  Under  these 
circumstances,  although,  as  he  had  stated, 
he  agreed  that  the  duty  on  foreign  books 
should  be  removed  from  the  Tariff  as  soon 
as  possible,  he  trusted  the  hon.  Member 
womd  not  press  his  Motion. 

Mb.  HUME  suggested  that  his  hon. 
Friend  should  withdraw  his  Motion,  at  the 
same  time  expressing  it  as  his  intention  to 
vote  for  it  if  it  went  to  a  division. 

Mb.  FORSTER  said,  that  the  question 
of  copyright  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  foreign 
printed  books  in  living  or  dead  languages. 
He  did  not  see  why  it  should  be  mixed  up 
with  the  Motion.  There  was  no  earthly 
reason  why  the  foreign  student  in  this 
country  should  be  debarred  from  the  ne- 
cessary books,  not  even  that  of  protection 
to  existing  establishments. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER suggested  that,  as  the  Act  for  the 
establishment  of  international  copyright 
had  only  been  so  very  recently  passed,  and 
as  the  Government  were  on  the  point  of 
concluding  treaties  with  two  great  Powers 
upon  the  subject,  it  would  not  be  advisable 
to  throw  away  the  advantage  that  might 
be  derived  by  the  literary  men  of  this 
countiy,  by  proceeding  to  a  step  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  rendering  the  ne* 
gotiations  that  had  taken  place  nugatory. 

Mb.  C.  BULLER  could  not  see  why  the 
question  of  copyright  should  be  mixed  up 
with  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  whose 
object  was  to  obtain  a  remission  of  the 
duty  upon  foreign  books.  He  approved 
most  fully  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
G.  Clerk),  which  provided  that  copyright 
should  be  made  the  subject  of  international 
treaties,  so  as  to  afford  security  to  authors 
in  this  and  other  countries.  He  considered 
the  tax  on  foreign  books  pressed  very 
heavily  upon  a  class  of  the  community  who 
were,  from  their  situation  in  life,   very 
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poor,  and  who  were  thus  deprived  of  the 
means  of  prosecuting  their  own  studies, 
and  extending  literature  in  this  country. 
It  had  been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net that  treaties  were  in  progress  on  this 
subject  between  Prussia,  France,  and  this 
country;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
there  were  other  nations  with  which  it 
might  not  be  so  easy  to  effect  an  arrange- 
ment. A  great  many  books  were  printed 
in  the  smaller  German  States,  in  Italy, 
and  in  Switzerland;  and  he  thought  it  was 
most  desirable  that  those  publications 
should  be  accessible  to  students  in  this 
country,  without  being  subject  to  a  heavy 
and  oppressive  duty.  He  hoped  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  take  the  present 
opportunity  of  remitting  so  onerous  a  tax. 

Ma.  DISRAELI:  The  question  was, 
was  it  proper  to  admit  foreign  literature 
free  of  duty  ?  He  should  like  to  know  what 
waa  the  whole  amount  of  revenue  derived 
from  this  tax,  and  whether  that  amount 
would  justify  legislative  interference.  He 
rather  thought  there  was  no  duty  on 
English  works  when  they  entered  France. 
He  thought  the  very  &ct  of  introducing 
the  question  of  copyright  showed  a  great 
immaturity  of  thought.  It  had,  he  re- 
peated, nothing  to  do  with  it.  He  wanted 
to  know,  taking  tiprimd  facie  view  of  the 
case — fnimd  facie  views  were  very  popular 
at  present — what  argument  could  possibly 
be  introduced  to  sustain  the  present  impo- 
sition of  duties.  The  impost  did  not  come 
into  competition  with  any  branch  of  native 
industry;  no  branch  of  industry  was  in  dan- 
ger of  suffering  from  their  free  importation. 
In  short,  there  was  every  inducement  to 
enlightened  public  men  to  accede  to  the 
Motion.  Upon  other  questions  he  could 
understand  a  desire  to  keep  up  revenue, 
either  for  maintaining  revenue,  for  protec- 
tion, or  from  other  motives  of  policy  ;  but 
at  the  moment  that  the  public  mind  and 
the  mind  of  the  Government  was  brought 
to  the  remission  of  tariff  on  some  of  those 
articles  most  essential  to  the  revenue,  he 
thought  that  for  any  Minister  to  propose  to 
raise  a  duty  on  foreign  Uterature  was  ab- 
surd, monstrous,  and  indefensible,  in  fact, 
quite  a  "curiosity  of  literature."  The 
system  of  reciprocity  so  much  insisted  on 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  should  surely  be  adopt- 
ed in  this  matter,  where  no  interest  could 
suffer,  and  where  the  improYement  of  the 
human  mind  might  be  promoted  and  en- 
couraged. He  really  thought  the  Govern- 
ment would  feel  the  absolute  necessity  of 
not  pressing  their  opposition  to  the  mea* 
sure. 


The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  BXCHB- 
QUER  said,  that  he  was  quite  delighted 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  he  now  wished  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion in  a  primd  facie  view,  while  the 
whole  of  his  argument  the  other  night  was 
that  they  should  do  nothing  without  look- 
ing to  reciprocity.  The  House  should  re- 
collect that  negotiations  were  now  being 
carried  on  under  the  faith  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  so  lately  as  1844,  in 
which  inducements-  were  held  out  to  foreign 
countries  to  enter  into  treaties  with  this 
country  on  the  subject  of  copyright.  He 
trusted  that  it  would  not  be  thought  expe- 
dient to  abandon  the  advantages  we  might 
obtain  under  that  treaty. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  with  respect 
to  reciprocity,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken,  he  woidd  accept  the 
tu  qikoqy^.  He  was  quite  glad  to  find  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  advocate  of  reci- 
procity, and  hoped  it  would  be  the  har- 
binger of  a  new  system;  so  that  when  they 
came  to  the  next  debate  they  would  find 
that  the  Cabinet,  taking  advantage  of  the 
three  days,  would  review  their  poHcy.  He 
had  only  spoken  of  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion, which  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
main  question.  He  thought  so  still.  It 
had  nothing  to  do  with  foreign  or  native 
copyright.  The  best  thing  the  Govern- 
ment could  do  was  to  accede  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member.  He  would  be  cer- 
tainly glad  to  find  Ministers,  upon  every 
other  occasion,  ready  to  accept  his  views 
and  principles  respecting  reciprocity,  which 
he  would  be  always  found  ready  and  willing 
to  vindicate. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  stated  that  it  had 
been  observed  by  some  hon.  Member  that 
no  foreign  books  were  printed  in  this  coun- 
try, and  that,  therefore,  there  was  no 
competition  to  fear;  but  a  great  many 
English  books  were  printed  abroad  at  a 
much  less  price  than  they  could  be  in  this 
country,  in  consequence  of  the  charge  of 
copyright.  If  they  repealed  the  duty  on 
foreign  books  altogether,  there  would  be 
no  inducement  to  pass  those  reciprocal 
treaties  for  the  protection  of  copyright  and 
for  the  prevention  of  the  printing  of  pirati- 
cal editions  of  English  works. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  not  informed  them  whether  the 
duty  was  to  be  imposed  for  the  sake  of 
protection  or  of  revenue.  He  thought  the 
question  of  protection  had  been  disposed  of 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
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down;  and  as  to  the  question  of  revenue, 
he  would  ask  was  it  fair,  on  account  of  a 
sum  of  10,0002.,  to  refuse  to  the  people  of 
this  country  the  benefit  of  the  knowledge 
to  be  deriyed  from  a  free  introduction  of 
foreign  literature  ? 

Sib  G.  clerk  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  P.  Scrope)  had  very 
fairly  stated  the  principle  on  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  act.  It  was  ex- 
tremely desirable  for  the  interests  of  litera- 
ture that  this  country  should  take  every 
possible  means  to  secure  for  her  authors 
copyright  in  foreign  countries.  This 
country  could  not  produce  pirated  foreign 
works,  as  they  could  not  be  published 
cheaper  here  thiui  in  foreign  coimtries,  and 
therefore  the  entire  benefit  of  an  interna- 
tional copyright  regulation  would  devolve 
on  this  country  alone.  Consequently  the 
only  equivalent  which  England  could  offer 
to  foreign  countries  for  such  an  arrange- 
ment would  be  the  admission  of  their  works 
at  a  duty  amounting  merely  to  the  excise 
duty  on  the  paper  used;  and  if  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  agreed  to  there 
would  thus  be  but  little  chance  of  inducing 
foreign  countries  to  agree  to  the  arrange- 
ment which  they  proposed. 

Ma.  B.  hope  could  not  see  that  this 
question  had  anything  to  do  with  copyright. 
He  was  anxious  to  see  the  elaborate  and 
splendidly  illustrated  foreign  works  intro- 
duced into  this  country,  partly,  perhaps, 
from  a  selfish  motive,  for  he  had  been  pur- 
chasing several  such  works  lately  at  a 
great  expense;  but  partly,  also,  with  a 
view  of  shaming  our  own  literati,  whose 
attempts  in  this  way  were  utterly  disgrace- 
ful as  compared  with  those  on  the  Conti- 
nent. He  should  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfnes,  if  he  made 
it  clear  before  they  went  to  a  division,  that 
his  proposition  did  not  extend  to  the  in- 
troduction of  the  piratical  editions  of 
English  works. 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ewart)  distinctly  referred 
to  the  admission  of  foreign  books  pub- 
lished in  foreign  languages,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  piracy  of  the  works  of  British  au- 
thors did  not  at  all  arise  under  it. 

Mb.  CARD  WELL  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  there  should  necessarily  be  any  con- 
fusion arise  from  two  dbtinct  ideas  being 
considered  together.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  duty  on  the  importation  of  foreign 
books,  and  the  question  of  copyright,  were 
two  distinct  matters.  The  former  was  in- 
teresting to  foreign  oountries,  and   the 


latter  was  chiefly  important  to  this  oountiy. 
The  Government  simply  proposed  to  fo-> 
reign  countries,  "  If  you  assist  us  in  pre- 
venting the  printing  the  pirated  editions 
of  the  works  of  English  authors  by  your 
publishers,  we  in  return  will  remove  the 
duties  now  chargeable  on  your  books  en« 
tering  our  country. "  The  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment passed  two  years  ago  was  intended 
to  effect  this  purpose  ;  and  he  thought  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  exercised  a  sound  dis- 
cretion in  not  interfering  with  the  pro- 
visions of  a  Statute  so  recently  enacted. 

Mb.  AGLIONBY  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Cardwell),  that  there  was  no  confu- 
sion arising  from  the  two  subjects  beinff 
considered  conjointly.  What  he  wanted 
to  know  was,  whether  the  principle  which 
they  had  followed  on  this  subject  two  years 
ago  were  to  be  still  acted  upon  ?  Ho 
thought  the  policy  of  this  Session  was  en- 
tirely different  from  the  principles  of  re- 
ciprocity for  which  the  Government  con- 
tended in  regard  to  this  question.  If  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfnes  did 
divide  the  House  on  his  Motion,  he  (Mr. 
Aglionby)  would  certainly  vote  with  him; 
though  it  was,  perhaps,  a  question  whe- 
ther it  would  be  wise  or  discreet  to  pro- 
ceed to  a  division  upon  it. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  thought  the  hon.  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  had  put  the  ques- 
tion in  a  fair  light ;  but  he  thought  he 
had  not  properly  stated  the  case.  He,  for 
instance,  could  understand  the  principle 
that  Moli^re  should  be  introduced  into 
Dover,  and  Shakespeare  into  Boulogne, 
both  duty  free.  But  he  was  still  of  opinion 
that  nothing  could  be  more  indiscreet  than 
to  mix  up  the  question  of  permitting  Mo- 
li^re  to  come  into  England  with  a  guarantee 
to  English  authors  that  their  works  should 
not  be  printed  in  foreign  countries  in  the 
English  language.  There  was  not  the 
slightest  analogy  between  the  two  cases. 
He  would  say  for  himself,  not  arrogantly* 
for  he  was  scarcely  an  English  author^* 
but  it  was  just  and  right  that  an  English 
author  should  be  protected  in  his  own 
country.  He  had  the  same  claim  to  that 
which  other  gentlemen  had  to  be  protected 
in  their  lands  and  houses ;  undoubtedly, 
therefore,  it  was  right  to  give  protection  to 
English  authors  in  their  own  country. 
But  hon.  Gentlemen  entertained  ulterior 
views  of  increasing  the  enjoyment  of  his 
property  to  an  English  author.  Now  he 
thought,  as  he  had  always  thoughti  that 
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these  were  ultra  views.  It  was  next  to 
impossible  that  thej  could  suppose  an 
English  author  would  be  permitted  to  enjoy 
the  advantages  of  his  English  property  in 
a  foreign  country,  even  though  reciprocal 
treaties  were  framed.  It  might  be,  as 
Mr.  Clay  said  of  free  trade,  a  beautiful 
theory,  but  it  could  not  be  brought  about 
in  practice.  But  suppose  that  by  the  pro- 
gress of  reason  and  civilization  this  mag- 
nificent theory  could  be  realized,  what  had 
that  to  do  with  miserable  ideas  of  bargain 
and  sale,  advanced  by  the  hon.  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.  To  suppose  that  foreign 
nations  would  accord  this  magnificent  ho- 
mage to  genius  for  the  sake  of  a  few  thou- 
sand pounds  more  or  less  received  at  the 
Custom-house,  was  so  absurd  and  ridicu- 
lous that  he  would  not  waste  another  word 
in  exposing  it.  They  had  already  given 
the  English  author  sufficient  protection  in 
his  own  country.  Well,  but  it  was 
imagined  that  he  could  obtain  a  greater 
advantage  than  he  at  present  possessed — 
an  advantage  which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
thought  he  was  not  entitled  to  possess  by 
extending  that  copyright  to  foreign  coun- 
tries ;  but  all  would  agree  that  at  present 
there  was  not  much  probability  of  obtain- 
ing it.  In  the  absence  of  that  probability 
they  come  to  the  practical  point — should 
the  great  body  of  the  English  people  be 
precluded  from  receiving  at  a  moderate 
rate  the  works  of  foreign  authors  printed 
in  foreign  languages  ? — ^for  he  quite  agreed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  should 
make  his  Motion  more  explicit.  With  re- 
gard to  the  phrase  "  confusion  of  ideas,** 
when  he  made  use  of  it,  he  used  the  first 
phrase  that  occurred  to  him  ;  but  he  must 
say  that  subsequent  reflection  had  not  con- 
vinced him  that  he  was  not  justified  in 
using  it.  He  thought  there  was  stiU  con- 
fusion of  ideas,  and  that  nothing  but  con- 
fusion of  ideas  had  let  to  the  mixing  up  of 
these  two  questions.  The  question  was 
simply  this — whether  the  people  of  this 
country  should  receive  free  of  duty  the 
works  of  foreign  authors  in  a  foreign  lan- 
guage ?  And  to  meet  that  question  as  it 
has  been  met,  by  quoting  a  rigmarole  Act 
of  Parliament  which  was  based  on  princi- 
ples of  reciprocity,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  since  elaborately  repudiated 
—principles  which  in  this  case  he  thought 
were  repugnant  to  common  sense  and  com- 
mon justice— was  a  position  which  the 
House  ought  not  to  support  them  in  main- 
taining. 
Dr.  BOWRING  said,  if  ever  there  was 


a  case  in  which  the  House  was  bound  to 
give  effect  to  the  principles  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  this  was  that  case.  This 
country  would  derive  great  benefit  from  the 
introduction  of  foreign  books,  whilst  we 
should  be  affording  an  admirable  example 
to  other  nations. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  admitted  the  princi- 
ple involved  in  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  reduction  would  be  any  great 
advantage,  because  it  was  only  the  richer 
classes  who  bought  foreign  books,  to  whom 
a  saving  of  2d.  or  3d,  a  volume  was  of  no 
importance. 

Mr.  CURTEIS  was  astonished  that 
one  of  the  professed  advocates  of  free  trade 
should  have  brought  forward  these  bans- 
sing  Motions  ;  and  he  could  only  say,  if  he 
was  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  was 
put  into  a  minority  on  this  question,  he 
would  throw  up  the  whole  concern  at  once. 
The  hon.  Member  was  a  member  of  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League,  and  it  was  incon* 
sistent  in  him  now  to  bring  forward  m, 
Motion  which  would  probably  place  a  free- 
trade  Gh)vemment  in  a  minority. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Sir,  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  spirit  in 
which  he  has  spoken  of  me;  but  at  the 
same  time  I  beg  to  assure  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  I  knew  well,  in  undertaking 
the  task  which  I  have  undertaken,  that  I 
would  have  many  difficulties  to  contend 
with.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  a  great  ob- 
ject to  bring  these  matters  to  a  conclusion; 
and  if  I  am  in  a  minority  to-night,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  may  depend  upon  it  that  I  will 
not  be  influenced  by  such  considerati<ms. 
Neither  that  nor  any  other  minor  difficulty 
shall  induce  me  to  relax  my  exertions  to 
bring  these  great  quesUons  of  commercial 
policy  to  a  satisfactory  issue.  That,  Sir» 
is  the  main  object  which  at  present  I  have 
in  view.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  hope 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  concur 
generally  in  the  policy  of  the  course  pursued 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  wish 
to  see  these  great  and  comprehensive  mea- 
sures fairlv  carried  out,  will  support  me  on 
this  occasion.  It  would  now  be  wise  in 
them  not  to  insist  on  their  own  views.  I 
can  easily  conceive  that  in  dealing  with 
300  articles  many  persons  may  be  of  opin- 
ion that  on  this  or  on  that  article  the  Go- 
vernment have  gone  too  far,  or  not  gone 
far  enongh  ;  but  if  you  are  satisfied,  first* 
that  there  is  extreme  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  so  many  articles,  and  second,  if  yon 
generally  approve  of  the  whole  measure  as 
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one  camprehensive  plan,  I  hope  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen mil  be  content  to  support  it ;  unless 
thej  entertain  a  strong  persuasion  to  the 
contrary,  or  the  wisdom  of  their  policy  in 
the  particular  course  be  clearly  demon- 
Btrated.  I  hope  they  will  rather  look  to 
this  measure  as  a  whole,  than  embarrass 
the  Govemment  by  opposing  it  on  particu* 
lar  questions.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
loss  to  the  revenue  in  this  case  would  be 
altogether  unimportant.  Now,  I  say,  that 
if  we  had  a  large  surplus,  the  consideration 
of  10,000{.  ought  not  perhaps  to  weigh 
with  us.  At  the  same  time,  I  must  state 
that  the  reductions  which  will  be  proposed 
in  the  present  Session,  with  the  equivalents 
that  are  to  accompany  them,  will  materially 
reduce  this  surplus  ;  and  if  in  every  case 
of  the  Tariff  hon.  Gentlemen  are  to  rise 
and  say  this  is  only  a  question  of  10,0002. 
and  if  considerations  of  particular  cases 
are  to  overbear  questions  of  revenue,  then 
the  surplus  which  still  remains  will  be  al- 
together destroyed.  There  are  many  arti- 
cles in  the  Tariff  which,  if  we  looked  to  the 
duties  abstractedly,  I  confess  that  I  do  not 
know  any  ground  for  maintaining  them. 
Take  for  instance,  the  case  of  butter  and 
cheese.  It  is  for  the  sake  of  the  revenue 
that  we  continue  the  duties  on  these  arti- 
cles, that  revenue  amounting  to  300,0002. 
a  year ;  and  it  is  at  considerable  risk  that 
we  have  agreed  to  reduce  the  duty  from 
20s.  to  10s.  But  if  you  take  butter  and 
cheese  abstractedly  from  considerations  of 
revenue,  I  think  as  good  a  case  might  be 
made  out  for  the  exemption  of  these  articles 
from  duty  as  for  com.  Therefore,  it  is 
impossible  to  exclude  altogether  considera- 
tions of  revenue ;  and  if  you  do  admit 
these  considerations,  do  ilot  allow  the  con- 
sideration that  it  is  only  10,0002.  to  be  a 
sufficient  argument ;  because  it  is  these 
several  small  duties  that  make  up  the  gross 
revenue.  I  admit  that  in  the  case  of  fo- 
reign literature,  if  foreign  countries  had 
acted  as  they  have  done  in  commercial 
treaties — if  they  had  been  disinclined  to 
propose  such  treaties — I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  principle  now  under  consi- 
deration ought  not  to  be  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  international  literature.  But,  in 
point  of  fact,  such  treaties  are  now  pending 
both  with  France  and  Prussia ;  and  I  will 
add,  that  if  treaties  of  reciprocity  can  be 
entered  into  with  foreign  countries,  the 
int^tihange  of  reciprocal  benefits  will  be  a 
great  argument  for  regulating  our  own 
duties.  It  would  be  an  additional  motive 
for  us  to  reduce  the, duty  on  the  introduc- 


tion of  French  brandies  into  this  countr/, 
if  France  at  the  same  time  reduced  her 
duties  upon  our  hardware,  either  by  treaty 
or  by  mutual  arrangement.  It  is  only  be- 
cause we  have  continued  these  attempts 
for  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  and  have 
made  no  progress,  that  we  at  last  came  to 
the  resolution  that  we  would  exclusively 
study  our  own  advantages  ;  and  that  we 
would  no  longer  injure  the  people  of  this 
country  by  debarring  them  from  foreign 
articles,  because  foreign  countries  would 
not  enter  into  reciprocal  treaties  with  us. 
If  the  cause  of  literature  depended  on  this, 
I  am  not  to  say  you  ought  not  to  adopt 
this  principle.  But  there  are  treaties  with 
France  and  Prussia,  and  if  the  good  effect 
of  this  measure  can  be  extended,  and  there- 
by protect  the  authors  of  this  country 
against  those  who  contribute*  nothing,  I 
think  it  should.  Surely  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  mean  to  injure  the  English 
author  or  bookseller  by  admitting  books 
entirely  free  ;  when  books  printed  in  this 
country  on  paper  manufactured  by  English 
manufacturers  pay  the  excise  duty?  [Mr. 
Ewakt:  No,  I  would  not.]  In  Engknd,  if 
a  bookseller  publish  a  foreign  book — say  a 
German  granmiar — ^whether  a  translation 
or  not,  he  must  pay  the  excise  duty  upon 
the  paper  of  which  the  volume  is  composed; 
and  surely  the. hon.  Member  would  not  al- 
low a  German  grammar,  published  abroad, 
to  be  brought  into  this  countiy  without 
paying  the  duty  ?  A  noble  Friend  of  mine, 
who  perhaps  is  in  the  House  at  the  present 
moment,  published  an  historical  work  in 
France— -the  Life  of  CondS.  [Mr.  Ewart: 
Only  100  copies  were  printed.]  Well, 
without  any  example,  the  injustice  is  clear 
enough.  Considering  the  pendency  of  ne- 
gotiation, and  the  possibility  of  an  arrange- 
ment being  effected,  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  press  this  alteration  in  the  Tariff. 

Mr.  GISBORNE  thought  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Ewart)  too 
crude  to  divide  the  House  upon  it,  and  that 
he  would  better  consult  the  interests  of 
free  trade  by  resting  satisfied  with  the 
credit  of  the  present  discussion.  He  there- 
fore advised  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to 
divide,  but  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mb.  WYSE  said,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  give  every  inducement  to  the  in- 
troduction of  foreign  literature;  and  he  re- 
marked that  he  had  often  derived  more  in- 
formation upon  om*  own  learning  and  lite- 
rature from  German  writers  than  from  our 
own.  It  was  nearly  the  same  as  to  Ita- 
lian.    With  the  exception  of  Dante,  Pe- 
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^aroh,  and  some  oihen  of  the  poets,  there 
was  not  a  hundredth  part  of  the  Italian 
writers  whose  works  reached  this  country. 
It  happened,  too,  that  those  who  most 
wished  to  read  them  were  poor,  and  the 
proposition  would  therefore  he  a  great 
boon  to  that  numerous  class.  But,  takin(( 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  not  unfavourable  to  the 
introduction  of  foreign  literature,  he  would 
also  recommend  his  hon.  Friend  to  with- 
draw  the  proposition. 

Mb.  EWART  was  impressed  with  the 
oonriction  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
oppose  this  reduction  for  along  period;  and 
being  conyinced  that  it  must  come  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  in  the 
course  of  next  year,  and  that  at  the  present 
moment  he  should  be  able  only  to  carry  a 
portion  of  it^-HSonsideriog  also  that  he  was 
a  friend  to  the  general  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet — knowing,  too,  that  it  must 
be  carried  next  year  if  not  this — and  fully 
satisfied  that  this  question  had  now  gained 
a  victoiy,  he  would  postpone  the  Motion. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  was  not  surprised  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  been 
satisfied  with  the  moral  victory  upon  which 
he  had  congratulated  himself;  and  he  only 
hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  consider  that  there  was  very  little 
chance  of  their  being  in  a  minority  until 
the  **  great  and  comprehensive*'  measure 
was  passed.  It  might  be  accident  the 
other  night,  when  the  House  was  interested 
in  a  subject  of  great  national  interest,  that, 
for  a  moment,  feeling  there  were  duties 
without  the  walls  of  that  House  of  a  para- 
mount nature,  they  fulfilled  their  office,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  in  a  mino- 
rity. He  was  sure  that  would  not  happen 
again.  He  was  sure  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  instantly  rise  and  assure 
Her  Majesty's  Government  there  was  not 
the  slightest  apprehension  until  the  "great 
and  comprehensive  measure"  had  passed,  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ever  being  in  a 
minority.  He  therefore  relied  upon  it  that 
in  Committee  they  would  be  spared  the  sa- 
crifice of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who,  at 
the  last  moment,  when  the  battle  was  lost, 
had  put  on  his  armour,  and,  like  a  Paladin, 
rushed  to  the  fray,  bringing  Ithuriel's  spear 
to  the  combat,  as  his  only  weapon,  saying 
that  his  Government  was  not  a  Govern- 
ment that  subsisted  for  party  but  for  pos- 
terity. **  Posterity"  would  prove  a  very 
grand  principle,  until  the  "  great  and 
comprehensive  measure"  was  passed.  Yet 
there  were  persons  out  of  doors  who  would 


regret  that  the  House  of  C<HnmonB,  with 
a  majority  sympathizing  with  the  questicm 
at  issue,  should  have  felt  it  necessary  to 
vote  against  their  convictions,  in  order  to 
save  a  Government  to  which  they  were  op- 
posed. Such  was  the  happy  state  of  Eng- 
lish politics  at  present.  He  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
congratulated  tiie  hon.  Member  upon  a  po- 
sition which  he  must  feel  to  be  quite  heroic; 
and  he  congratulated  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment upon  their  extremely  agreeable 
situation.  The  House  had  heard  almost 
aU  the  Cabinet,  and  some  of  the  most  ce- 
lebrated subalterns,  and  they  had  induced 
the  House,  with  a  majority  against  them, 
not  to  divide;  and  people  might  rise  next 
morning,  and  know  that  they  were  not  to 
be  allowed  to  buy  a  foreign  book,  however 
splendid  the  style  or  briUiant  the  genius, 
because  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  in  danger  from  the  Opposition  which 
sat  before  them,  and  which,  while  pretend* 
ing  to  oppose,  were  only  assisting  them  to 
that  which  he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  believed  would 
be  their  ruin. 

CoLoiTEL  SIBTHORP  said,  that  no 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  Ewart)  was  very  much  disappointed 
that  the  two  clerkships  for  the  Treasury 
were  filled  up.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  persevered  and  continued  to  act 
as  he  had  just  done,  he  might  yet  perhaps 
succeed  to  one  of  them. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

The  following  Articles  were  agreed  to:— • 

Brass,  manufiicturcs  of,  for  every 
lOOr  value  .        .        .        .£10    0    0 

—  Powder   of,    for   every    100/. 

^ue 10    0    0 

Brocade  of  Gold  or  Silver,  for  every 

1007.  value 10    0    0 

Bronze,  manu&ctures  of,  not  pai*ti- 

cularly  enumerated,  for  every  100/. 

value    .        .        *.        .        .        .     10    0    0 

Powder,  for  every  100/.  value  .     10    0    0 

Buck  Wheat  Meal,  the  cwt.       •        .004^ 

Butter,  the  cwt 0  10    0 

of  and  fix)m  a  British  Possession, 

the  cwt 0    3    6 

Buttons,  Metal,  for  every  100/.  value  10  0  0 
Cameos,  for  every  100/.  value  .  .500 
Candles,  viz. — 

—  Spermaceti,  the  lb. .        .        .003 

Stearine,  the  lb.      .        .        ,      0    0     H 

—  Tallow,  the  cwt,       .        ,        *      0    5    0 

Wax,  the  lb.    .        .        .  0    0    2 

Canes,    Walking  Canes    or    Sticlui 

mounted,  pamtcd,  or  otherwise 
ornamented,  for  every  100/.  value  .    10    0    0 

Carriages  of  all  sorts,  for  every  100/. 
value 10    0    0 

Casks,  empty,  for  every  100/.  value  .     10    0    0 

Cassava  Powder,  the  cwt.         .        .026 

of  and  from  a  British  posses- 
sion, the  cwt.       •        .        •        .006 
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CAilmB,f6r  every  leo/.  value    .        .  £10 

Cheese,  the  C¥rt 0 

of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt 0 

China  or  Porcelain  Ware,  painted  or 
plain,  gilt  or  ornamented,  for  every 
100/.  value  •.       -.        .        .        .10 
Cider,  the  tun*         .        ,        .        .      5 
Citron,  preserved  in  salt,  for  every 

100/.  value  ■ 5 

Clocks,  for  every  100/.  value     .        .10 
Copper  manufactures  not  otherwise 
enumerated  or  described,  and  Cop- 
per Plates  engraved,  for  every  100/. 

value 10 

Copper  or  Brass  Wire,  for  every  100/. 

value 10 

Cotton,  articles  or  manu&ctures  of 
Cotton,  wholly  or  in  part  made  up, 
not  otherwise  charged  with  Duty, 
for  every  100/,  value     . 

—  of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, for  every  100/.  value     . 

Crayons,  for  every  100/.  value  . 

Crystal,  cut  or  manu&ctured,  for 
every  100/.  value 

Cucumbers,  preserved  in  salt,  for 
every  100/.  value 

—~-  of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, for  every  100/.  value 

Fish  cured,  not  otherwise  enume- 
rated, the  cwt 0 

Gauze  of  Thread,  for  every  100/. 
value 

—  of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, for  every  100/.  value 

Ilair,  manu&ctures  of  Hair  or  Goats' 
Wool  and  any  other  material,  and 
articles  of  such  manu&cture,  wholly 
or  in  part  made  up,  not  particularly 
enumerated,  or  o^erwise  charged 
with  Duty,  for  every  100/.  value    . 

—  of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, for  every  100/.  value     .        .      6 

Hams  of  all  kinds,  the  cwt.      .        .      0 

of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt 0 

Harp  Strings,  or  Lute  Strings,  sil- 
vered, for  every  100/.  value 

Hats  or  Bonnets,  viz. — 

of  Chip,  the  lb. 

of  Bast,  Cane,  or  Horsehair 


5 
10 

10 


2 


10 


Hats  or  Bonnets,  each  Hat  or  Bon- 
net not  exceeding  twenty-two  inches 
in  diameter,  the  dozen 

each  Hat  or  Bonnet  exceeding 


0  0 
5    0 

1  6 


0  0 

5  0 

0  0 

0  0 


0    0 
0    0 


10    0    0 


0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 
10  0 

1  0 
0  0 
0  0 


10    0  0 

0  0 

1  0 

2  0 
10    0  0 

0    3  6 


0    7    6 


twenty-two  inches  in  diameter,  the 

dozen 

Straw  Hats  or  Bonnets,  the  lb. 


Hats,  Felt,  Hair,  Wool,  or  Beaver 
Hats,  each  .... 

made  of  Silk,  Silk  Shag  laid 

upon  felt,  linen,  or  other  nuiterial, 
each 


0 
0 


10  0 

5  0 

2  0 

2  0 


Upon  the  Question  that  the  duty  on  the 
importation  of  hops  be  21.  5s.  per  cwt., 
the  duty  being  AX,  10*. 

Mr.  CURTEIS  suggested  that  half  the 
protection  being  about  to  be  removed  from 
the  English  hop  grower,  it  was  only  right 
that  the  excise  duty  should  be  reduced  in 
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the  same  proportion.  He  knew  that  many 
of  the  hop  planters  of  Sussex  would  prefer 
giving  up  protection  altogether  if  they 
could  be  also  freed  from  the  excise  duties, 
to  haying  the  small  protection  which  would 
be  afforded  by  the  proposed  measure, 
whilst  the  excise  duties  remained  un-. 
altered.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  reconsider  the  question,  as  he  would 
rather  leare  it  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's hands  than  submit  a  Motion  upon 
the  subject. 

Sm  R.  PEEL  wished  he  could,  with 
due  regard  to  the  revenue,  considerably 
reduce  the  excise  duties;  that,  however, 
was  quite  separate  from  the  question, 
whether  the  English  hop  grower  required 
a  greater  protective  duty  against  the  fo- 
reign grower  than  2J.  6#.  per  cwt.  When 
he  last  reduced  the  protection,  from  82. 10«. 
to  42.  10«.r  it  was  said  that  the  Engli^ 
hop  grower  would  be  ruined.  But  what 
had  been  the  consequence  ?  Why  the 
whole  amount  which  had  been  paid  from 
that  time  to  the  present  upon  the  importa* 
tion  of  foreign  hops  had  not  exceeded  102. 
Surely  the  hop-  grower  of  this  country, 
who  paid  only  18«.  to  the  Excise,  could 
compete  with  the  foreign  grower  who  would 
have  to  pay  22.  5f.  to  the  Customs.  He 
really  shoidd  have  greater  difficulty  in  de- 
fending the  remaining  high  duty  upon 
hops,  if  he  were  called  upon  to  do  so,  than 
in  defending  any  other  duty  which  he  pro- 
posed to  retain;  and  he  thought  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  wise,  that  he  would 
silently  have  passed  the  item  over.  Eng- 
lish hops  were  by  far  the  best  that  were 
grown  in  the  world.  American  hops  could 
by  no  means  compete  with  them;  and 
taking  all  things  into  consideration,  he 
was  sure  that  the  English  grower,  even 
with  the  excise  duties,  need  fear  nothing 
from  foreign  competition. 

Duty  on  hops  agreed  to. 

The  following  Articles  were  also  agreed 
to  :-r 

Iron  and  Steel,  wrought,  not  other* 
wise  enumerated,  £>r  every  100/. 
value  ....        .£10    0    0 

Japanned  er  Lacquered  Ware,  for 

every  100/.  value  .        .        .     10    0    0 

Lace,  viz.,  Thread  for  every  100/. 
value 10    0    0 

—  Made  by  the  hand,  commonly 
called  Cushion  or  Pillow  Lace, 
whether  of  linen,  cotton,  or  silken 
tiiread,  for  every  100/.  value         .     10    0    0 

Latten  wire,  for  every  100/.  value     •    10    0    0 

Lead,  manufiicturee  o^  not  other- 
wise enumerated,  for  every  100/. 
valttt  .       •       •       •       •    10    0    0 
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Leather,  manufiMstures  of : — 

—  Boots,  Shoes,  and  Galashef, 
▼if. : — 

Women's  Boots  and  Calashes, 

the  dozen  pair      .... 

■  Women's  Boots  and  Oalashes, 
if  lined  or  trimmed  with  fur  or 
other  trimming,  the  dozen  pair    . 

■  Women's  Shoes  with  oork  or 
double  soles,  quilted  shoes  and 
clogs,  the  dozen  pair 

-^—  Women's  Shoes,  if  trimmed  or 
lined  with  fur  or  any  other  trim- 
ming, the  dozen  pair    . 

Women's  Shoes  of  silk,  satin, 

jean,  or  other  stuffii,  kid,  morocoo, 
or  other  leather,  the  dozen  pair     . 

-^—  Women's  Shoes,  if  trimmed  or 
lined  with  fur  or  any  other  trim- 
ming, the  dozen  pair    .  • 

—  Girls'  Boots,  Shoes,  and  Ca- 
lashes, not  exceeding  seven  inches 
in  length,  to  be  charged  with  two- 
thirds  of  the  above  Duties. 

—  Men's  Boots,  the  dozen  pair     « 
-— —  Men's  Shoes,  the  dozen  pair 

—  Boys'  Boots  and  Shoes,  not  ex- 
ceeding seven  inches  in  length,  to 
be  charged  with  two-thirds  of  the 
above  Duties. 

Leather  Boot  Fronts  not  exceeding 
nine  inches  in  height,  the  dozen 
pair 

Leather  Boot  Fronts  exceeding  nine 
inches  in  height,  the  dozen  pair    . 

Leather  out  into  shapes,  or  any  article 
made  of  Leather,  or  any  manu&c- 
ture  whereof  Leather  is  the  most 
valuable  part,  not  otherwise  enu- 
merated or  described,  for  oveiy 
100/.  value  .... 

Linen,  or  Linen  and  Cotton,  viz. — 

Cambrics  and  Lawns,  commonly 

called  French  Lawns,  the  piece 
not  exceeding  eight  yards  in 
length,  and  not  exceeding  seven- 
eighths  of  a  yard  in  breadth,  and  so 
in  breadth,  and  so  in  proportion 
for  any  greater  or  less  quantity, 
PUin,  the  piece    .... 

Bordered  Uandkerchiefs,    the 

piece  

Lawns  of  any  sort,  not  French, 

for  every  100/.  value    •  « 

Damasks,  the  square  yard  .    . 

Damask    Diaper,    the    square 

yard  

■  Sails,  not  in  actual  use  of  a 
British  ship,  and  not  fit  and  neces- 
sary for  such  ship,  and  when  other- 
wise disposed  of,  for  every  100/. 
value 

Articles,  Manufiictures  of  Lin- 
en, or  of  Unen  mixed  with  Cotton, 
or  with  Wool  wholly  or  in  part 
made  up,  not  particularly  enumer* 
ated,  or  otherwise  charged  with 
Duty,  for  every  400/.  value   . 

Musical  Instruments,  for  every  100/. 
value 

Mustard  Flour,  the  cwt. 

Paper,  printed,  painted  or  stained 
Paper,  or  Paper  Hangings,  <Hr 
Flock  Paper,  the  «quai>0  yard       t 
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£0    6 

0   Y 

0  5 

0  6 

0  4 

0  5 


0  U 
0    7 


0    1 
0    2 


0  2 

0  3 

10  0 

0  0 


10    0 
0    • 


6 


6 


0 
0 


9 
9 


10    0    0 


6 

6 

0 
5 


0    0    2} 


10    0    0 


10    0    0 


0 
0 


0 
5 

0 
5 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 


0    0    2 


0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
1 


Pencils,  for  every  100/.  value  •        •  £10    0    0 

of  Slate,  for  every  lOOt  value      10    0    0 

Perfumery,  not  otherwise  charged, 

for  eveiy  100/.  value  .  .  •  10 
Perry,  the  tun  ....  5 
Pewter,  Manufiustures  of,  for  every 

100/.  value  •        .        .10 

Platting  of  Straw,  the  lb.  .  .  0 
Pomatum,  for  every  lOO/L  value  •  10 
Potato  Flour,  the  cwt.  .        .      0 

Pots  of  Stone,  for  every  100/.  value      10 
Sago,  the  cwt.         ....      0 
Sausages  or  Puddings,  the  lb.  .        .0 
Silk  Manufoctures : — 
Manufiictures  of  Silk,  or  of  Silk 
mixed  with  metal,  or  any  other 
material,  the  produce  of  Europe, 
viz. 
Silk    or    Satin,    plain,    striped, 
figured,  or  brocaded,  viz. 
Broad  Stuib,  the  lb.         •        .050 
Articles  thereof  not  otherwise 

enumerated,  the  lb.    .  0    6    0 

Or,  at  the  option  of  the  Offi- 
cers of  the    Customs,  for 
every  100/.  value       .        .    15    0    0 
Silk  Gauze  or  Crape,  plain,  striped, 
figured,  or  brocaded,  viz. 
Broad  Stufb,  the  lb.  .090 

Articles  thereof,  not  otherwise 

enumerated,  the  lb.  0  10    0 

Or,  at  the  option  of  the  Offi- 
cers of  the  Customs,  for 
every  100/.  value  .    15    0    6 

Gauze  of  all  descriptions,  mixed 
with  silk,  satin,  or  any  other  ma- 
terials in  less  proportion  than 
one-half  part  of  the  fobrio,  viz. 
Broad  Stuii;  the  lb.  0 

Articles  thereof,  not  otherwise 

enumerated,  the  lb.       .        .0 
Or,  and  at  the  option  of  the  Offi- 
cers of  the  Customs,  for  every 
100/.  value  .15 

Velvet,  plain  or  figured,  viz.  Broad 
Stufb,  the  lb.  .  .0 

Articles  thereof,  not  otherwise 

enumerated,  the  lb.       .        .0 
Or,  and  at  the  option  of  the  Ofll- 
cers  of  the  Customs,  for  every 
100/.  value   ^         ...     15 
Ribbons,  plain  Silk,  of  one  colour 

only,  the  lb 0 

^—  plain  Satin,  of  one  colour 

only,  the  lb 0 

Silk  or  Satin,  striped«fl|pired, 

or  brocaded ;   or  plain  Ribbons 
of  more  than  one  colour,  the  lb.      0 

■  Gauze    or    Crape,    plain, 
striped,  figured,  or  brocaded,  the# 
lb 0 

■  Gauze  mixed  with  Silk, 
Satin,  or  other  materials  of  less 
proportion  than  one  half  pari  of 
the  fobric,  the  lb.      .  .0 

-*-  Velvet,   or   Silk   emboesed 
with  Velvet,  the  lb.  •        •        .0 
Artificial  Flowers,  wholly,  or  in 

pari  of  Silk,  for  every  100/. 

value  .    25    0    0 

Manufiustures  of  Silk,  or  of  Silk 

and  any  other  material  called 

Plush,    coaunonly    used    for 

making  hats,  the  lb.     •       .920 


9 

0 

10 

0 

0 

0 

9 

0 

10 

0 

0 

0 

6 

0 
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steel,  Manu&otures  of,  for  every  100/. 

Talue £10    0    0 

Tallow,  the  cwt 0    16 

Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt 0    0    1 

Tapioca,  the  cwt 0    0    6 

Tin,  Manu&ctures  of,  not  otherwise 

enumerated,  for  every  100/.  value.     10    0    0 
Tohacco  Pipes  of  Clay,  for  every 

100/.  value  .        .        .        .    10    0    0 

Tongues,  the  cwt 0    7    0 

Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt 0    2    0 

Turnery,  not  otherwise  described,  for 

every  lOOL  value  .  .     10    0    0 
Twine,  for  every  100/.  value     .        .    10    0    0 
Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, for  every  100/.  value     .        .500 
Varnish,  not  otherwise  described,  for 

every  100/.  value  .        •        .        .     10    0 
Verjuice,  the  ton  .        .        .44 

Wafers,  for  every  100/.  value   .        -    10    0 
Washing  Balls,  the  cwt.  .        .10 

Wax,  Sealing  Wax,  for  every  100/. 

value 10    0    0 

Whip  Cord,  for  every  100/.  value      .    10    0    0 

The   above  Articles  haying  been  read 
by  tbe  Chainnan, 

Dr.  BOWRING  regretted  that  French 
wines  had  not  been  included  in  the  Resolu- 
tions. French  wines  could  be  bought  at 
2d.  or  4c/.  per  bottle,  and  if  the  duty  were 
lowered  to  2«.  or  2«.  6c/.  per  gallon,  excel- 
lent wines  would  be  accessible  to  the 
people  of  this  country  at  Is.  per  bottle, 
which  would  be  conferring  a  great  be- 
nefit upon  them.  It  was  a  curious  fact, 
that  notwithstanding  the  increase  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  population,  there 
was  200  years  ago  a  greater  quantity  of 
French  wines  then  consumed  than  at  the 
present  moment.  Though  he  felt  that  he 
ought  to  offer  no  impediment  to  the  pro- 
gress of  a  measure  so  important  as  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  intro- 
duced to  the  notice  of  the  House,  yet  he 
begged  respectfully  and  earnestly  to  re- 
commend him  ta  apply  to  this  case  his  own 
principle,  and  obtain  for  the  people  of 
England  an  excellent  and  a  cheap  bever- 
age; and  he  was  quite  sure  that  the  con- 
sequence would  be,  that  he  would  create  a 
power  and  influence  elsewhere  which  would 
be  found  advantageous  in  every  respect. 

Sir  R.  peel  did  not  think  that  the 
falling- off  in  the  consumption  of  wine  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alluded  was  at- 
tributable to  the  duty  alone.  There  had 
been  a  great  change  in  the  habits  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Much  might,  no 
doubt,  be  said  in  favoiu*  of  reducing  the 
duty  on  French  wines;  and  so  there  might 
in  favour  of  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  tea; 
hut  there  must  be  some  limit  to  the  re- 


Fanoy  Silk  Net,  or  Trioot,  the 

Ih £0    8    0 

Plain  Silk  Lace,  or  Net  called 
TuUe,  thelb.         .        .        .080 

Manu&otures  of  Silk,  or  of  Silk 
mixed  with  any  other  mate- 
rials, not  particularly  enu- 
merated, or  otherwise  charged 
with  Duty,  for  every  100/. 
value  .  .        .     15    0    0 

^—  of  or  from  a  British  Posses- 

sion,  for  every  100/.  value         »      5    0    0 

Millinery,  of  Silk,  or  of  which  the 
greater  part  of  the  material  is 
Silk,  viz. 

Turbans  or  Caps,  each      •        .036 
Hats  or  Bonnets,  each      .        .070 
Dresses,  each            .        .        .      1  10    0 
Manufiictures  of  Silk,  or  of  Silk 
and  any  other  materials,  and 
articles  of  the  same  wholly  or 
partially  made  up,  not  parti- 
cularly enumerated  or  other- 
wise charged  with  duty,  for 
every  100/.  value           .        .    15    0     0 
Silk  Worm  Gut,  for  every  100/.  value    10    0    0 
Skins,  articles  manufactured  of  Skins 
or  Furs,  for  every  100/.  value        .    10    0    0 
Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion       5    0    0 

Soap,  Hard,  the  cwt.        .        .        .10    0 
Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt.        .        .        •      0  14    0 
^—  Soft,  the  cwt.  .      0  14    0 

Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt.        .        .        .      0  10    0 
—  Naples,  the  cwt.      .  .10    0 

Spa  Ware,  for  every  100/.  value       .10    0    0 

Spirits  or  Strong  Waters  of  aU  sorts, 
viz. 

•  For  every  gallon  of  such  Spirits 
or  strong  Waters  of  any  strength 
not  exceeding  the  strength  of  proof 
by  Sykes*8  hydrometer,  and  so  in 
proportion  for  any  greater  or  less 
strength  than  the  strength  of  proof, 
and  for  any  greater  or  less  quan- 
tity than  a  gallon,  viz. 
I  not  being  Spirits  or   Strong 

Waters  the  produce  of  any  British 
Possession  in  America,  or  any 
British  Possession  within  the  limits 
of  the  East  India  Company's  Char- 
ter, and  not  being  sweetened  Spi- 
rits or  Spirits  mixed  with  any  ar- 
ticle, so  that  the  degree  of  strength 
therefore  cannot  be  exactly  ascer- 
tained by  such  hydrometer,  the 

gaUon 0  15    0 

Starch,  the  cwt 0    5    0 

Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt.  •   *  0    2    6 
From  and  after  the  Itt  of  Feb- 
ruary 1849,  the  cwt.     .        .010 
-^—  Gum  of,  terrified  or  calcined, 
commonly  called  British  Gum,  the 

cwt. 0    5    0 

Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, the  cwt.        .  .026 
■         Gum  of,  torrifled  or  calcined, 
commonly   called    British    Gum, 
from  and  after  the  1st  February 
1849*  the  ewt.*    ,       •       »       .010 
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ductions  of  revenue  in  this  country;  and  he 
only  asked  the  House  not  to  he  too  preci- 
pitate and  too  rash  in  reducing  the  re- 
venue, particularly  on  the  great  articles  of 
consumption.  He  was  happy  to  think  that 
the  doctrines  of  free  trade  were  making 
great  progress  in  other  countries;  and  he 
had  no  douht  that  ultimately,  although  op- 
posed hy  the  French  Chamhers,  the  French 
Oovemment  would  he  supported  hy  the 
great  mass  of  puhlic  opinion  in  their  at- 
tempts to  rela^  their  commercial  code. 
The  great  hody  of  consumers,  he  helieved, 
would  not  continue  so  patient  as  they  had 
heen,  and  would  not  submit  to  see  their 
interests  sacrificed  hy  those  who  had  a  mo- 
nopoly in  that  country.  He  hoped  also 
that  die  day  was  not  far  distant  when  there 
would  he  a  better  feeling  in  the  French 
Chambers  on  this  subject. 

The  foUewing  Resolutions  were  agreed 

toe- 
Wire,  Gilt  or  Plated,  or  Silver,  for 

everj  lOOt  Tslua  •  .  £10    0    0 

Woollens,  Articles  or  Manufiiotiires 
of  Wool  not  beinff  Goats'  Wool, 
or  of  Wool  mixed  with  Cotton, 
whoUy  or  in  part  made  np,  not 
otherwise  ehai^  with  Duty,  for 
every  100/.  value  .    10    0    0 

—^-  Of  and  from  a  British  Posses- 
sion, for  every  lOOt  value  .500 
Goods,  Wares,  and  Merohandise, 
being  either  in  part  or  whoUy  ma- 
nvfiustiired,  and  not  being  enume- 
rated or  described,  not  otherwise 
charged  with  Duty,  and  not  pro- 
hibited to  be  imported  into  or  used 
in  Grsat  Britain  or  Ireland,  fbr 
ev«i7  iOOL  value .                        .    10    0    0 

On  the  Question  that  in  lieu  of  the  duties 
of  Customs  now  chargeable  on  the  Articles 
undermentioned,  imported  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  the  following  duties  shaU  be 
charged, 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  to  explain  the  principle  on 
which  he  has  acted  m  this  Tariff.  When 
the  question  of  the  Com  duty  was  dis- 
cussed in  1815,  Lord  Grcnyillc,  as  was 
well  known,  made  a  memorable  prot<^st 
against  the  imposition  of  any  duty  upon 
that  article,  when  Lord  Grey  said,  "  If 
you  let  the  manufacturer  hare  his  com 
rheap,  why  not  let  the  farmer  have  his  coat 
cbeapf"  To  which  Lord  Grenrille  answered 
that  the  request  was  perfectly  reasonable, 
and  that  he  meant  to  do  away  with  the 
protection  upon  wooUen  cloth  as  well  as 
with  Ae  protection  upon  com.  I  ohserre, 
howerer,  that  in  the  present  Tariff  it  ia 


proposed  to  retain  a  duty  of  10  per  cent 
upon  a  number  of  manufactured  articles. 
Now,  for  my  part,  I  can  see  no  objection 
to  this  during  the  intermediate  time  that 
the  Com  Laws  last;  but  when  in  1849  the 
duty  upon  wheat,  barley,  and  oats  shall  be 
reduced  to  a  nominal  duty  of  If.,  I  confess 
I  c&nnot  see  the  principle  upon  which  you 
can  maintain  a  duty  of  10  per  cent  on 
manufactures.  I  can  understand  Gentle- 
men who  are  in  favour  of  protection  as- 
senting  to  this  as  part  of  a  system  which 
ought  to  be  maintained;  but  with  respect 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  now  main- 
tains what  seems  to  a  majority  of  the 
House  a  sound  principle  on  the  subject, 
and  when  we  are  now  beginning  a  new 
career  in  this  country  with  respect  to  trade 
and  commerce,  1  do  not  see  the  principle 
upon  which  we  maintain  these  duties.  I 
know  that  there  are  several  articles  of 
manufacture  on  which  the  duty  is  entirely 
taken  off,  but  in  respect  to  articles  in  which 
competition  is  feared  there  is  a  duty  of  10 
per  cent  still  maintained,  and  I  wish  to 
know  on  what  principle  this  is  done  ? 

Sib  R.  peel  said,  that  at  present  on  the 
chief  articles  of  manufacture  entering  into 
the  clothing  of  the  poorer  classes,  there  was 
an  absolute  and  immediate  reduction  of 
dnty.  The  noble  Lord  would  recollect  that 
10  per  cent  was  all  the  duty  now  lemble 
on  the  articles  to  which  he  had  referred. 
On  cotton,  woollen,  and  linen  goods  there 
had  been  a  total  repeal  of  the  duty,  not 
at  the  end  of  three  years,  but  instantane- 
ously. The  noble  Lord  might  as  well  ask 
him  why,  if  he  adopted  a  total  and  imme- 
diate repeal  of  the  duties  on  cotton,  woollen, 
and  linen  goods,  he  at  the  same  time  ns 
tained  the  duties  on  com  for  three  years? 
He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  should  have  just  as  great 
difficulty  in  answering  that  question,  as  in 
answering  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
actually  asked.  The  total  amount  of  re- 
venue received  on  the  articles  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  referred,  amounted  to  not  less 
than  2,300,000^  ;  and,  as  he  had  before 
stated,  considerations  of  revenue  must 
partly  influence  the  decision  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government.  With  respect  to  many 
of  those  articles,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
propose  an  instantaneous  repeal  of  the 
duties;  nor  did  he  at  present  consider  it 
advisable  that  at  the  end  of  three  years  the 
whole  of  the  duties  on  these  manufactured 
articles  should  cease.  If  at  the  end  of 
three  yean,  without  danger,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  reductions  of  duties  on  Colo- 
nial artidoa  and  articles  of  pmrWoiui, 
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ihe  redaction  could  be  made,  \i  would  be 
open  to  the  House  to  make  it ;  and  if 
the  noble  Lord,  being  then  Minister,  should 
eome  down  and  propose  a  reduction  of  those 
duties  to  the  extent  of  3  per  cent  to  7  per 
cent,  Parliament  would  be  at  liberty  to 
adopt  it.  On  the  whole,  the  principle  he 
laid  down  was  the  instantaneous  repeal  of 
all  duties  on  the  chief  articles  which  entered 
into  the  consumption  of  the  poor,  a  total 
abolition  of  the  Com  Laws  to  take  place  at 
ihe  end  of  three  years,  and  a  reduction  to 
10  per  cent  of  the  duties  on  manufactures; 
and  he  could  not  gire  a  better  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord  than 
to  say,  that  at  the  end  of  three  years  it 
would  be  perfectly  open  to  Parliament  to 
consider  what  ought  then  to  be  done  wish 
these  duties. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  quite  agreed  that, 
making  so  great  a  change,  they  ought  not 
to  affect  the  rerenue  materially,  contrary 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Ooyemment ;  but  rS 
he  looked  at  these  articles,  he  found  that 
they  only  produced  6001.  or  700L  a  year 
to  the  reyenue,  which  c<yuld  not  be  consi- 
dered material.  Of  course,  he  did  not 
mean  to  include  such  articles  as  silk.  On 
the  whde,  however,  seeing  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  protection  was  not  very 
great,  and  that  the  subject  would  be  open 
for  the  fixture  opinion  of  Parliament,  he 
ahould  rest  contented  with  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 

Mb.  T.  baring  said,  if  the  House 
were  to  adopt  the  noble  Lord's  proposition, 
they  should  be  sacrificing  altogether  the 
revenue  derived  from  indirect  taxation. 
The  reduction  of  duty  proposed  would  not, 
he  believed,  render  these  goods  one  fartlung 
a  yard  cheaper  to  the  consumer.  On  the 
plan  that  the  noble  Lord  advocated,  of  tak> 
ing  off  all  duties,  ihey  would  not  only  not 
benefit  the  consumer,  and  not  benefit  the 
manufacturer,  and  not  enlarge  their  trade, 
but  they  would  be  making  the  whole  of  the 
Customs  duties  fall  on  a  few— twelve  or 
fifteen — articles,  which  would  make  it  a 
taxation  on  population ;  but  if  the  popula- 
tion of  this  country  once  saw  that  articles 
in  which  they  were  mainly  interested  were 
made  the  principal  objects  of  taxation,  he 
thought  they  would  never  be  content  to  let 
tea,  tobacco,  and  coffee  be  taxed,  when 
agates  and  articles  down  to  vellum  were 
not  taxed.  The  country  must  have  direct 
taxation  in  that  case;  and,  if  so,  he  would 
leave  the  noble  Lord  to  say  how  he,  with 
such  a  taxation  on  capital,  could  help  driv- 
ing capital  out  of  the  country.    That  was 


the  ground  on  which  he  had  felt  great 
doubt  about  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  throwing  away  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds  without  any  advantage 
to  anybody,  which,  if  the  revenue^  coidd 
have  spared  the  amount,  might  have  been 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  tea, 
or  other  articles  of  great  importance  to  the 
country. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  system 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  spoke  might 
be  good  or  might  be  bad ;  but  it  was  not 
the  system  which  he  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  spoken  of.  He  had  spoken  of  ar- 
ticles of  which  the  duties  had  been  im- 
posed for  the  sake  of  revenue.  He  saw 
that  625  it^  was  the  amount  of  revenue 
derived  from  woollen  goods.  Surely  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  say  that  sum  was 
material  on  a  question  of  revenue.  He 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  should  have  thought, 
whether  it  were  wise  or  unwise  to  reduce 
the  whole  revenue  of  the  Customs  to  10  or 
12  articles,  that  at  least  no  one  would  deny 
it  was  not  desirable  to  have  1,100  articles 
of  taxation;  and  he  said  that  where  the  ar- 
ticle did  not  yield  a  revenue,  when  the 
duty  wai^  put  on  for  the  purpose  of  protec- 
tion, now,  when  the  system  was  to  take 
off  protection  ^m  agriculture,  such  pro- 
tective duty  not  yielding  a  revenue  on  ma- 
nufactured goods,  ought  to  be  abolished 
also. 

The  CHANCELLOR  ot  tot  EXCHE- 
QUER observed,  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
hardly  pronounce  what  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  abolition  of  the  duty  of  10  per  cent 
at  the  end  of  three  years,  since  he  could 
not  yet  tell  what  would  be  the  effect  at  the 
end  of  three  years  of  reducing  the  20  per 
cent  duty  to  10  per  cent. 

Mr.  HUME  was  surprised  to  hear  such 
doctrines  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
T.  Baring).  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  be  retreating  to  times  which  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  hoped  would  never  return.  The 
hon.  Gentleman's  doctrines  were  unac- 
countable, except  on  the  supposition  that 
he  had  not  read  the  Papers  already  on  the 
Table.  He  would  have  found  ^m  the 
Report  of  the  Import  Duties  Committee, 
that  of  1,150  articles  of  taxation,  1,000,  as 
ihey  showed,  might  be  struck  off,  at  a  loss 
of  not  above  between  5001.  and  600t  a 
year  to  the  revenue.  What  had  been  the 
result  of  the  reductions  already  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ?  He  had  struck 
off  about  500  articles  the  first  year,  and 
75  the  next.  Had  any  reduction  in  the 
reyenue  takes  place  ?    On  the  eeatrairy. 
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there  had  been  an  increase  in  all  the  de- 
partments of  it.  It  had  been  found  that  a 
revenue  of  22,000,0002.  comprised  only 
22  articles.  The  hon.  .Gentleman  had  a 
great  fear  of  direct  taxation :  he  thought  it 
one  of  the  great  merits  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet *8  policy  that  it  was  bringing  them 
to  a  more  direct  taxation  of  capital  and 
property.  Under  a  better  system  they 
might  do  away  with  the  Excise  depart- 
ment entirely ;  the  collection  of  the  duties 
on  malt  and  spirits  might  be  turned  over 
to  the  Custom-house,  the  licenses  might  be 
given  to  the  Board  of  Stamps,  and  then 
there  would  be  left  no  need  of  the  Excise 
at  aU,  which  at  present  cost  900,0002.  a 
year.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been 
successful  upon  all  the  principles  he  had 
laid  down ;  he  hoped  he  would  proceed  and 
depend  upon  direct  taxation  as. much  as 
possible. 

Sir  R.  peel  intended  to-morrow  to 
move  for  a  great  number  of  Returns,  to 
which  he  hoped  the  attention  of  the  House 
would  be  directed.  They  would  refer  to 
the  effect  of  taking  off  the  duties  on  wool, 
flax,  linen,  and  shipping ;  in  many  points 
it  would  be  of  great  importance  the  House 
should  be  acquainted  with  them  before 
proceeding  on  the  subject  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber behind  him  (Mr.  T.  Baring)  and  the 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to.  He  should 
move  for  these  Returns  ;  and  if  any  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  they  were  incomplete, 
though  unintentionally  so,  and  that  any 
supplemental  information  was  required,  he 
should  be  perfectly  ready  to  give  any  other 
returns  that  might  be  thought  calculated 
to  afford  information  on  the  subject.  Re- 
ductions last  year  were  made  upon  the 
glass  duties  and  the  duties  on  auctions. 
One  of  the  grounds  on  which  he  invited 
the  House  to  consent  to  that  reduction  was, 
that  it  would  enable  them  to  make  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  Excise  establishment ;  the  sav- 
ing in  the  salaries  of  officers  in  the  Excise 
alone,  mainly  owing  to  the  auction  duty 
having  been  repealed,  and  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  ou  glass,  was  52,6362. ;  thus,  the 
public  had  not  only  the  advantage  of  the 
improvement  in  the  manufacture  of  glass, 
arising  from  the  removal  of  the  Excise  re- 
strictions, but  from  the  saving  in  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Excise  establishment  also. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  with  reference  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  did  not  consider  a  saving  of 
500,0002.  per  annum,  which  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
considered  such  a  trifle,  an  equivalent  for 
the  change  ia  commercial  policy  to  which 


the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  ihe  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  about  to  sub- 
ject the  country.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
thought  that  as  the  Custom-houses  must 
be  retained,  the  argument  that  because 
small  duties  were  levied  at  some  expense 
they  were  not  worth  collecting,  tended 
directly  in  absurdum. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPELAND  obsenred 
that  if  he  could  have  obtained  as  much 
labour  as  he  required,  he  could  have  ear- 
ned on  an  immense  trade.  The  publie 
had  not  benefited  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's alteration  of  the  duties  on  glass  so 
much  as  they  would  have  done,  if  there 
had  not  been  a  scarcity  of  labour. 

Mr.  HUDSON  said,  that  alihoogh  there 
had  been  an  increase  on  the  article  of 
glass,  and  that  such  increase  would  most 
probably  continue,  the  question  was,  whe- 
ther any  protection  was  to  be  eontimied  to 
manufactures,  when  it  had  been  totally 
withdrawn  from  agriculture  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  announced  his  in- 
tention to  abolish  protection  on  mamdac- 
tures  at  ihe  end  of  three  years;  but  the 
country  would  expect  that  if  protection 
were  removed  from  agricultoxe,  it  would 
also  be  taken  oif  manufactures.  The  coun- 
try, he  repeated,  would  look  for  justice  in 
tins  respect;  and  if  even-handed  justice 
was  to  be  dealt  out,  protection  ought  to  be 
taken  from  manufactures  as  well  as  agri- 
culture. Whether  the  present  tax  could 
be  considered  a  protection  to  manufactures 
or  not,  the  country  would  think  it  a  tax  of 
10  per  cent.,  and  would  demand  its  re- 
moval. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  well  consider  whether  he  could  not 
confirm  the  entire  principle,  and  say,  **  Pro- 
tection to  all  classes  shall  cease  at  the 
expiration  of  three  years.'*  Proteetion 
could  not,  with  any  degree  of  consistency, 
be  withdrawn  from  agriculture  while  the 
taxes  on  tea,  sugar,  and  malt  were  re- 
tained. The  principle,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  to  be  applied  to  all  classes  -or  to 
none. 

Dr.  BOWBING  was  rejoiced  to  hear  a 
Gentleman  connected  wiUi  aa  establish- 
ment known  to  the  ends  of  the  earth  ex- 
press opinions  so  favourable  to  free  trade, 
and  declare  his  desire  to  have  what  might 
so  justly  be  called  ''the  burdens**  of  pro- 
tection removed  from  the  manufacturing 
classes. 

Mr.  BORTHWICR  believed  that  the 
principles  of  the  question  had  been  placed 
on  a  clear  and  intelligible  basis  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Londoa;  and 
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called  the  attention  of  the  HouBe  to  the 
fact  that  no  impediment  had  heen  thrown 
in  ihe  way  of  the  discuaiion  hy  his  (Mr. 
Borthwick's)  hon»  Friends  on  that  aide  of 
the  House,  whilst  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  many  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's 
(JoTerament,  had  adopted  a  different  line 
of  conduct. 

Mb.  DUNCAN,  as  the  representative 
of  a  eonsiderahle  manufSEMsturing  constitu- 
ency, hegged  leave  to  assure  die  House, 
that  so  far  from  the  manufacturers  heing 
desirous  of  retaining  any  protective  duties . 
for  three  years,  or  even  one  year,  they  did 
not  desire  their  continued  existence  for  one ' 
moment. 

Gaftaiv  HARRIS  regretted  that  a 
spirit  of  compensation  to  the  agricultural 
interest  had  been  so  completely  neglected 
in  the  formation  of  the  present  Tariif,  and 
recommended  the  reduction  of  duties  on  tin, 
and  the  abolition  of  the  malt  tax,  as  likely  to 
prove  of  essential  service  to  the  farmers. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

The  whole  of  the  remaining  Resolutions 
were  then  agreed  to  as  foUows  : — 

4.  lUBohed-^Thai  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of  Cxu- 
toma  now  chargeable  on  the  Articles  under  men- 
tioned imported  into  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
foUowing  Duties  shall  be  charged,  from  and  after 
the  1st  day  of  June,  1846,  viz. 
SixDS,  vis : — 

Canary,  the  ewt.  .050 

■         Of  and  from  t^  British  Pos- 
session, the  ewt. 


Carraway,  the  cwt. 

Of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 
session, the  owt. 

Carrot,  the  cwt. 

^-^  Of  and  iaeom  a  British  Pos- 
session, the  cwt. 

Clover,  the  cwt. 

— ~  Of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 
session, the  cwt. 

Leek,  the  cwt. 

Of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 
session, the  cwt. 

Mustard,  the  cwt. 

Of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 


0 
0 

0 
5 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 


2 

5 

3 

0 

2 

5 

2 
5 

2 
1 


6 
0 

6 
0 

6 
0 

6 
0 

6 
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session,  the  cwt.                .        .007} 
Onion,  the  owt 0    5    0 

Of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 
session, the  cwt.  .026 

AH  other  Seeds  not  particulariy 
enumerated  or  described,  or 
otherwise  charged  with  Duty, 
fi>r  every  100/.  value  .500 

Of  and  from  a  British  Pos- 
session, for  every  100/.  value       .      2  10    0 

5.  Raohed — ^That  the  Duties  of  Customs  charge- 
able upon  the  Goods,  Wares,  and  Merchandue 
hereafter  mentioned,  imported  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  shall  cease  and  determine,  vii. 

AjfixAui,  living,  vis  : — 
Asses. 
Goats. 
Kids. 
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Oxen  and  Bulls. 

Cows.     . 

Calves. 

Horses,  Karef,  Geldings,  Colts,  Foals. 

Mules. 

Sheep. 

Lambs. 

Swine  and  Hogs. 

Pigs,  sucking. 

Bacon. 

Beef,  fresh,  or  slightiy  salted. 

Beef  salted,  not  Iwing  corned  Beef. 

Bottles  of  Earth  and  Stone  empty. 

Casts  of  Busts,  Statues,  or  Figures. 

Caviare. 

Cherry  Wood,  being  Furniture  Wood. 

Cranberries. 

Cotton  Manu&ctures,  not  being  articles  wholly  ot 
in  part  made  up,  not  otherwise  charged  with 
Duty. 

Enamel. 

Gelatine. 

Glue. 

Hay. 

Hides,  or  pieces  thereof,  tawed,  curried,  varnished, 
japanned,  enamelled,  Muscovy  or  Russia  Hides', 
or  pieces  thereof,  tanned,  coloured,  shaved,  or 
otherwise  dressed,  and  Hides,  or  pieces  thereof 
in  any  way  dressed,  not  otherwise  enumerated. 

Ink  for  Printers. 

Inkle,  wrought. 

Lamp  Black. 

Linen,  vii.  Plam  Linens  and  Diaper,  whether 
chequered  or  striped  with  I>ye  Tarn  or  not,  and 
Manufiictures  of  linen,  or  of  Linen  mixed  with 
Cotton,  or  with  Wool,  not  particularly  enume- 
rated, or  otherwise  charged  with  Duty,  not 
being  articles  wholly  or  in  part  made  up. 

Magna  Grssoia  Ware. 

Manuscripts. 

Maps  and  Charts,  or  parts  thereof,  plain  or  eo* 
loured. 

Mattresses. 

Meat,  salted  or  fresh,  not  otherwise  described. 

Medals,  of  any  sort. 

Palmetto,  Thatch  Manufiictures. 

Parchment. 

Partridge  Wood,  being  Furniture  Wood. 

Pens. 

PUntains. 

Potatoes. 

Pork,  fr«sh. 

salted,  not  Hams. 

Purple  Wood,  being  Furniture  Wood. 

Silk,  Thrown,  dyed,  viz ; 

Singles  or  Tram,  Oigansine  or  Crape  Silk. 

Telescopes. 

Thread,  not  otherwise  enumerated  or  described. 

Woollens,  vis : — Manu&ctures  of  Wool,  not  being 
Goats'  Wool,  or  of  Wool  mixed  with  Cotton,  not 
particularly  enumerated  or  described ;  not  other- 
wise charged  with  Duty,  not  being  articles  wholly 
or  in  part  made  up. 

Vegetables,  all,  not  otherwise  enumerated  or  de- 
scribed. 

Vellum. 

6.  IZtooftwl— That,  from  and  after  the  5th  day 
of  April,  1847,  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  payable 
upon  the  Foreign  Croods  under  mentioned  shall 
cease  and  determine,  and  that  in  lieu  thereof  there 
shall  be  charged  the  following  Duties  on  such  Fo- 
reign Goods  on  their  importation  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  vis.  .... 
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Upon  Tiinber  and  Wood  Goods  not  otherwiu  charged,  tU. 

Timber  or  Vood.  DOt  being  Deala,  Batteni,  Boarda,  SUivea,  Hand- 

■pikes,  Oars,  LaChvood,  or  other  Timber  or  Wood.  lairn,  split,  or 

otherwise  dreised,  except  hewn,  and  not  being  Timber  or  Wood 

otherwiie  charged  with  Dnt]',    .  ths  load  of  JtO  cnbie  feet 

■ DealB,  Battens,  Boards,   or  other  Timber  or  Wood,  sawn 

or  iplit,  and  not  otherwiia  charged  with  Dutf , 

the  load  of  AD  cubic  feet 

■         Slaves,  if  exceeding  73  inchei  in  length,  1  inches  In  breadth, 

or  3jr  inches  in  thickneu,  .        ,    the  loul  of  SO  cubic  feet 

< FirawDod,        ....     the  fathom  of  319  cubic  feet 

Bandipikes,  not  exceeding  7  feet  in  length,   .        .    the  130 

. eioeeding  7  Ket  in  length  .        .        .    the  ISO 

r—^  Kseei,  uoder  fi  inohes  aquare         .        '.         .         .the  120 

6  inches  and  under  3  inches  square,   .  the  130 

' Lathvood the  fathom  oTSlB  cubic  feet 

. Oars, the  190 

Span  or  Poles  under  33  &et  in  length,  and  imder  1  mehes 

in  diameter, the  130 

■ 33  feet  in  length  and  upirirdB,  and  under  4  inches  in 

diameter, the  120 

-  of  all  lengthi,  i  incho*  and  tinder  6  ineke*  in  dia- 
meter,         tin  120 

' Spokea  for  Wheeli,  not  exceeding  3  &et  in  length,  the  1,000 

'  exceeding  2  feet  in  length,       .        .        .the  t.OOO 

'^—  Wood,  phuied,  or  otherwise  dresaed  or  prepared  for  uae,  and 

not  particularly  enumerated  nor  oUterwiie  charged  with  Datj  , 


enbio  oonb 

and  farther  for 
ererj  £100 
Talne,  £10 


per  foot  of 

•ad  further  for 
•TorjXlOO 
value,  <10 


Or,  in  lien  of  Um  Duties  imposed  nptni  Wood  bj  I  Boards,  Deals.  Deal  Enda.  and  Plank,  b;  Tale,  if 
the  load  according  to  the  cnbie  content,  Uw  in-     of  or  frotn  t'onign  Conntries,  aeowding  t«  the 
porter  maj  have  the  option,  at  [be  time  of  passing  |  following  Dimensions,  rii. : — 
Um  Ant  wtrj,  at  entering  Battens,  Batten  End^  j 


Battens  and  Batten  Ends:— 
Not  above  S  feet  in  length  .  tl 
Above  0  and   not   above  •  ft 

length  .  .  .  ,  tt 
Above  i  and  not  abov«   19  ti 

length  .  .  .  .  U 
Above  19  and  not  abors  16  f 

length  .  .  .  .  tl 
Above  15  and  not  above  18  A 


Deal    Ends,    and 


Not  Jtbovee  fast  i>  length  .  the  110 
Above  0  aad  not   olnve  0   feet    in 

length  .the  130 

Above  0  B>d  not  aboM  J  3  feet   in 

length      .  .    the  Uf 


£   s.  d. 

£  s.    A 

1     i    6 

£  ..    d. 

3    S    3 

1  Ifl  11 

3  19  ID 

... 

3    9    3 

i  IS    fl 

... 

3    1     1 

0    3    3 

3  13  10 

7    7    8 

4    6    9 

8  11     t 

Not  above 
el  Inches 
iliwUtb 

Not  above 

U  inch  in 

1   IS     • 

Above  U 
>»>ba»diM 
above  3}  in 

thicki^iU. 
3  IS     0 

... 

9  10    3 

6  13  a 

7  10   0 

I  1  t 
I  .m  It 


I     S  15 


1 1  ineh  in 
tbiekBeu. 


.  Abon  1^ 

IDdlBDdDOt 

3*1. 


9  IS     « 
4     S  10 
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Ireland, 
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Articleb  . — Continued. 


Not  »boTe 
9( inohes 
in  width. 


From  and  after  0th 
April,  1847. 


Not  aboTO 
1}  inch  in 
thickness. 


Above  12  and  not  above  15  feet  in 
length      .        .        .        .the  120 

Above  15  and  not  above  18  feet  in 
length      ....    the  120 

Above  18  and  not  above  21  feet  in 
length      .        •        .        ,    the  120 


£.   s.  d. 


••f 


Not  above  6  feet  in  length  .  the  120 
Above  6  and    not   above  9  feet  in 

length  .  *  .  .  .the  120 
Above  9  and  not  above  12  feet  in 

length      .        .  .the  120 

Above  12  and  not  above  18  feet  in 

length  ....  the  120 
Above  15  and  not  above  18  feet  in 

length  .  .  .  .the  120 
Above  18  and  not  above  21  feet  in 

length      .        .        ,        .the  120 


Above  9^ 

inches  and 

not  above 

lUin 

Width. 


£  f .    d, 

4  18  10 
6  18  7 
6  18    4 


Above  1^ 

inch  and  not 

above  8^  in 

thickness. 


From  and  after  5th 
April,  1848. 


£  t.  d. 

9  17  8 

11  17  2 

13  16  8 


Not  above 
1^  inch  in 
thickness. 


Above  \\ 

inch  and  not 

above  8|  in 

thickness. 


2  7  10 

4  15 

8 

3  11  8 

7  3 

4 

4  15  7 

9  11 

2 

5  19  7 

11  19 

2 

7  3  6 

14  7 

0 

8  7  6 

16  15 

0 

£  t.    d, 

3  14    3 

4  8  11 

5  3    8 


£  «.  d. 

7  8  4 

8  17  10 
10    7  4 


1  15  10 

2  13    8 

8  11  7 

4  9  7 

5  7  6 

6  5  8 


3  11  8 

6  7  4 

7  3  « 

8  19  3 
10  15  0 
12  11  4 


HouBe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  One 
o'clock. 


^AA%M«<V¥«WW^<W«^ 


HOUSE    OP   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  March  10»  1846. 

MxinrrxB.]  Pirrrioiri  Prbwmtco.  Flan  Provoat,  Ma- 
glttntei,  and  Town  Council  of  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Form, 
for  Repeal  of  the  Legacy  Duty. — From  Rothes  and  For- 
dyea,  agaioat  the  piweot  Practiea  of  Onating  Spirit  Li- 
ceniea  to  Keepers  of  Toll  Houses  in  Scotland.— From 
Limerick*  and  •  great  number  of  otiier  places,  for  Pro- 
tection to  the  Agrieiiltuxai  Interest. — From  Landomien 
and  others  interested  in  the  Cultivation  of  Hops  in  the 
County  of  Sussex,  against  the  Repeal  of  the  Hop  Duty. — 
Prom  Phyddaus  and  Surgeons  of  the  Public  Medical  In- 
sUtntians  of  the  City  of  Cork,  and  its  Vicinity,  for  the 
Better  Rq^ulation  and  more  Efficient  Support  of  the 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland).— From  Bowden,  against  the 
Bforganiaartnn  of  the  MUitia.— From  Master,  Wardens, 
and  Freemen  of  the  Clothworkers  of  the  City  of  London, 
•gainst  the  ChariUble  Trusts  BilL 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  rose  to  present  a 
petition  from  the  Marquess  of  Westmeath, 
a  Member  of  their  Lordships*  House,  but 
petitioning  in  his  private  capacity  as  a 
holder  of  land  in  Ireland.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  was  not  answerable  for  the 
statements  in  the  petition;  but  this  he 
would  say,  that  if  any  thing  like  what  was 
said  by  the  noble  Marquess  were  true,  he 
had  never  heard  of  any  civilized  country 
being  in  such  a  state  as  that  part  of  Ire- 
land in  which  the  noble  Marquess's  pro- 


perty was  situated — the  county  of  Roscom- 
mon. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  pro- 
ceeded to  read  from  the  petition  :•— 

"  Thftt  your  petitioner  has  been,  for  nearly 
thirty-two  years,  possessed  of  about  1,900  Irish 
acres  of  land  in  the  parish  of  Kilglass,  barony  of 
Baliintobber,  county  of  Roscommon,  in  Ireland. 
That  neither  his  late  fiither  nor  petitioner  himself 
ever  gave  a  lease  or  subdivided  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  a  freehold.  That  petitioner  hag 
always  been  desirous  of  introducing  a  good  system 
of  husbandry  upon  his  estates,  and  improving  the 
condition  of  his  tenantry  in  every  way ;  but  that 
his  tenantry,  generally,  in  this  parish,  have  fos- 
tered inveterate  habits  of  dishonesty  and  fraud, 
and  counteracted  him  to  the  utmost  of  their  power 
during  that  long  period  in  his  endeavours  by  an 
enlightened  system  to  better  their  condition.  That 
such  a  system  of  combination  exists  that  no  tenant, 
if  even  reasonably  disposed,  dare  follow  peti« 
tioner's  recommendations  or  wishes  for  the  im- 
provement of  a  barbarous  system  of  occupation 
and  culture." 

The  petitioner  then  proceeded  to  describo 
the  ruinous  effect  of  the  conacre  system  on 
his  property,  and  went  on  to  say  : — 

"  That  your  petitioner's  estate  is  |J1  but  ruined 
by  this  system ;  and  by  combination  established 
through  terror,  and  confirmed  by  fraud,  among 
the  tenants,  the  most  gross  untruths  have  been 
fiibricated  in  Ireland,  to  be  propagated  in  Great 
Britain,  for  the  purpose  of  imposing  on  well- 
meaning  simple  persons,  and  inducing  them  to 
attribute  the  disturbances  of  Ireland  to  the  mis- 
management  and  extortion  of  landlords.  That 
the  purpose  of  these  misrepresentations  is  to  pre* 
jttdiee  Parliament,  and  indispoge  it  to  give  land- 
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lordf  tbe  nlief  of  any  justice  in  their  case.  That 
for  the  same  ends,  and  simultaneously,  a  yell  of 
agitation  and  ledition  is  propagated  to  screen 
these  aggressions  and  encroachments  upon  pro- 
perty, smid  to  produce  general  oonlusion  through- 
out the  country.  The  petitioner  therefore  feels 
himself  compelled  to  place  an  undeniable  cata- 
logue of  crime  and  yillany,  of  which  he  has  been 
the  Tietim,  on  this  particular  estate,  which  will  be 
found  to  be  an  answer  to  whatever  exaggerated 
or  untrue  statements  either  dupes  or  knayes  may 
deal  in  or  advance  to  conceal  or  disguise  the  truth 
from  Parliament/* 

After  fiirtlier  stating  tlie  eviLi  to  which  he 
was  subjected  from  the  tenants  who  con- 
^ued  on  his  land  against  his  will,  the  peti- 
tioner proceeded  to  say : — 

"  That  your  petitioner  begs  to  represent  to  your 
Lordships  that  the  same  persons,  or  their  families, 
are  mostly,  with  little  exception,  occupiers  against 
the  will  and  wish  of  your  petitioner  of  the  same 
land ;  that  a  confederacy  of  a  still  more  lawless 
and  brutal  kind  has  been  just  recently  formed 
among  them,  evinced  by  an  open  declaration  of  a 
determination  to  pay  no  further  rent  to  your  peti- 
tioner at  all,  of  which  they  now  owe  mostly  two 
years,  besides  arrears ;  that  the  present  disease  in 
the  potato  crop  is  the  pretext  in  some  respect  for 
this  conduct ;  but  is  no  reason  whatever,  in  point 
of  fiMt,  as  your  petitioner's  rents  have  been  paid 
in  other  places  of  the  same  county  ;  and  that  the 
occupiers  who  hold  from  your  petitioner  direct, 
ought  not  to  be  justified  by  the  chicanery  which 
the  law  permits  from  paying  him,  because  there 
may  be  poverty  and  distress  among  the  squatters 
and  their  fitmilies,  who  have  notoriously,  against 
law,  reason,  and  the  fiiith  of  contracts,  been  per- 
mitted to  subdivide  and  appropriate  petitioner's 
lands  among  themselves  to  petitioner's  extreme  in- 
jury. That  your  Lordships  may  have  no  doubt  of 
the  cruel  hardships  and  privations  which  many 
landlords  in  that  country  are  suffering  under, 
while  exposed  to  continual  obloquy  in  this ;  and  in 
proof  that  much  of  the  stated  distress  in  IreUnd 
is  simulated,  your  petitioner  has  but  to  refer  to 
the  fact  that  a  tax  has  been,  under  the  influence 
of  undue  excitement  for  six  years  past  levied  on 
the  tenantry  and  people  of  that  country  in  the 
Romish  chapels,  called  the  *  O'Connell  tribute,' 
amounting,  according  to  the  ofBcial  published  ac- 
count, to  upwards  of  127>869/.,  and  for  which  the 
usual  annual  proclamation  has  been  made  on  an 
early  Sunday  to  repeat.  That  it  is  pretended  this 
tax  is  a  voluntary  contribution ;  but,  whether  it 
be  so  or  not,  it  is  certain  the  tenantry  could  not 
contribute  to  it  if  the  law  was  in  the  ascendant 
until  they  had  honestiy  acquitted  themselves  of 
their  just  obligations." 

He  (Lord  Brougham)  had  often  heard  it 
observed  that  the  Irish  were  the  most 
charitable  people  in  the  world,  nor  would 
he  quarrel  with  them  for  giving  dole  to  any 
mendicant,  great  or  little — ^poor  r»»"«»"«^«! 
but  if  they  chose  to  spend  so 
as  127,8692.  in  six  years  c 
called  the  '*  0*Connell  Tribut 
tainly  ought  not  to  come  to 
ask  for  relief  to  the  amount 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  c 
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the  prayer  of  the  petition,  which  was  as 

follows : — 

'*  That  your  petitioner  prays  your  Lordslups  to 
provide  that  no  oocupation  of  any  description  of 
land  in  a  country  so  exclusively  agricultural  as 
Ireland  is,  may  be  encouraged  or  permitted  by 
law,  without  certain  and  immediate  securities  to 
control  and  enforce  contracts ;  that  laxity  may 
not,  as  at  present,  necessarily  lead  to  fraud,  chi- 
canery, peijury,  demoralization,  and  disturbance ; 
that  means  may  be  devised  by  the  wisdom  of  your 
Lordships  to  have  agreements  promptiy  enforced, 
of  which  no  man  could  justiy  complain ;  that  in- 
dustry and  thrift  may  be  encouraged,  and  over- 
holding  by  illegal  combination  rendered  a  punish- 
able offence,  as  a  fofcible  possession  is  now  pre- 
sumed to  be.  That,  as  this  statement  is  not  over- 
charged, but  very  generally  a  true  picture  of  the 
state  of  the  whole  of  the  same  district,  your  peti- 
tioner prays  your  Lordships  to  pass  a  law  whweby 
persons  in  the  occupation  of  land  not  their  own 
may  be  prevented  ta  Umime  from  subdiriding  the 
land  of  other  persons  against  the  will  and  wish  of 
the  proprietors,  and  against  the  fai^h  of  their  own 
contracts,  instead  of  <hiving  proprietors  to  a  re- 
medy by  ejectment  after  the  injury  is  done,  which 
Irish  tenants  in  many  places  now  think,  when 
used,  ought  to  be  resented  by  assassination.  That 
measures  may  be  taken  to  abridge  and  diminish 
the  unblushing  practice  ofperjury,  now  notoriously 
so  common  in  the  courts  of  quarter  sessions  in  Ire- 
land, by  the  appointing  an  of&cer  to  write  down  evi- 
dence as  it  is  delivered,  to  serve  tbwards  the  ends  of 
conviction  for  so  odious  a  crime,  when  necessary. 
That  your  Lordships  will  also  be  |deased  to  enact 
a  law  whereby  the  persons  for  whose  interest  and 
benefit,  or  fur  the  interest  and  benefit  of  those  who 
shall  occupy  land  or  premises  which  the  owner  or 
tenant  is  compelled  by  threats  or  terror  to  surren- 
der, shall  be  held  responsible  themselves,  as  if 
parties  taking  forcible  possession  thereof.*' 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 


PROTECTION  OF  LIFE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURY  brought 
up  the  Report  on  this  Bill. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  moved  an 
Amendment  on  the  First  Clause,  which 
gives  a  discretionary  power  to  the  Lord 
Lientenant  to  proclaim  a  district,  judging 
of  the  state  of  crime  generally  from  the 
official  information  before  him. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
suggested  that  the  sending  of  threatening 
notices  shoidd  be  included  in  the  list  of 
crimes  which  would  justiij  ihe  proclaiming 
of  a  district. 
The  LO'*'^  ^"  *  NCELLOR  thought  it 
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On  Clause  being  read. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  be  bad 
previouslj  suggested  tbat  instead  of  a  man 
being  detained  in  custody  for  a  period  of 
six  or  seven  days  to  wait  for  tbe  petty 
sessions,  be  sbould,  if  arrested  under  tbis 
Bill,  be  brougbt  before  tbe  nearest  magis- 
trate ;  and  if  be  sbould  there  show  suffi- 
cient cause,  be  admitted  to  bail  to  appear 
before  another  tribunal. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  bad  no 
doubt  tbat  tbe  objection  raised  to  tbe 
clause  bad  no  foundation.  The  fact  of 
there  being  a  stipendiary  magistrate  in 
every  district  would  ensure  a  petty  session, 
and  at  once  do  away  with  the  objection 
raised  of  a  man  being  kept  in  confinement 
to  await  tbe  meeting  of  such  bench. 

The  Earl  of  BESSBOROUGH  was 
opposed  to  any  measure  which  would  em- 
power tbe  police  to  march  a  man  twenty 
miles  from  his  home  to  a  county  jail  or 
town,  to  be  tried  by  a  petty  session,  with- 
out strong  proof  of  his  guilt,  when  an 
equally  stringent  investigation  might  be 
made  in  tbe  presence  of  the  most  conveni- 
ent magistrate. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  expressed  himself 
very  much  disappointed,  that  after  what 
bad  been  stated  in  the  House  on  tbe  previ- 
ous night,  the  noble  Earl  had  not  intro- 
duced an  Amendment  giving  power  to  tbe 
arresting  constable  to  take  a  prisoner  im- 
mediately before  the  nearest  magistrate,  in 
cases  where  petty  sessions  would  not  be 
held  for  several  ckys  after  the  arrest.  He 
thought  it  would  be  exceedingly  hard  for  a 
man,  who  was  probably  innocent,  to  be  ar- 
rested, say  on  the  evening  of  the  day  on 
which  tbe  weekly  petty  sessions  were  held, 
and  to  be  kept  in  confinement  for  a  whole 
week,  without  any  one  having  power  to  re- 
lease him.  He  was  clearly  of  opinion  that 
prisoners  ought  at  once  to  be  taken  before 
a  single  magistrate,  without  waiting  for 
tbe  petty  sessions. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,it  was 
desirable  tbat  tbe  Bill  sbould  not  go  down 
to  tbe  other  House  of  Parliament  without 
having  received  the  general  assent  of  their 
Lordships,  and  be  therefore  proposed  to  let 
this  clause  stand  over  till  tbe  third  reading 
of  tlie  BiU,  and  in  tbe  meantime  be  would 
reconsider  it,  and  endeavour  to  meet  their 
Lordships'  views. 

Tbe  Marqttess  of  CLANRICARDE 
thought  it  was  of  tbe  utmost  importance 
tbat  power  should  be  vested  in  one  magis- 
trate either  to  bail  or  discharge  any  man 
who  bad  been  wrongfully  arrested  by  a 


policeman.  He  did  not  attach  much  weight 
to  tbe  argument  that  no  one  magistrate 
would  undertake  the  responsibility,  because 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  was  of 
opinion  that  if  a  magistrate  was  afraid  to 
discbarge  bis  duty,  be  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  continue  in  tbe  commission  of  tbe 
peace.  But  be  bad  no  fear  that  any  ma- 
gistrate would  be  afraid  to  discbarge  bis 
duty,  either  by  remanding  tbe  accused,  if 
be  thought  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
warranted,  or  of  admitting  him  to  bail. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW :  That's  my 
proposition. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  did  not 
conceive  that  the  clause,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  imposed  any  hardship  upon  tbe 
prisoner.  If  an  individual  magistrate  was 
to  have  tbe  power  of  admitting  an  accused 
person  to  bail,  or  of  dismissing  or  commit- 
ting him,  they  would  be  making  tbat  ma- 
gistrate a  judge  of  tbe  guilt  or  innocence 
of  the  prisoner. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  was  de^ 
cidedly  opposed  to  tbe  present  clause. 
He  was  of  tbe  same  opinion  as  the  noble 
Marquess  (Clanricarde),  tbat  tbe  prisoner 
should  be  immediately  taken  before  a  ma« 
gistrate,  and  if  there  was  no  primd  facie 
case  against  him,  tbat  tbe  magistrate 
sbould  have  the  power  to  dismiss  him,  or 
hold  him  to  bail ;  and,  on  tbe  contrary,  if 
there  was  a  clear  case  made  out,  tbat  be 
should  have  the  power  to  commit  to  tbe 
petty  sessions,  if  be  thought  tbat,  by  al- 
lowing bail,  the  prisoner  would  elude  jus- 
tice. He  thought  they  should  not  insert 
any  clause  in  &e  Bill  which  was  unneces* 
sarily  stringent. 

Tbe  Earl  of  DEVON  could  not  agree 
with  the  clause  in  its  present  shape  ;  be 
thought  tbe  same  privilege  sbould  be  given 
to  offenders  against  this  law  as  was  given 
to  every  class  of  criminals  in  England  and 
Ireland— namely,  that  upon  being  accused 
of  a  crime,  they  should  be  carried  before 
a  magistrate  immediately,  who,  upon 
bearing  tbe  nature  of  the  charge,  would 
decide  whether  be  could  receive  bail  or 
not. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said, 
after  what  had  passed  from  noble  Lords, 
be  did  not  feel  himself  justified  in  persist- 
ing in  tbe  clause  as  it  at  present  stood, 
and  therefore  proposed  to  postpone  it  for 
consideration  imtil  tbe  third  reading  of  the 
BiU. 

Tbe  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  there 
were  two  alterations  in  reference  to  tbis 
clause;   one  was  tbat  suggested  by  the 
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noble  Earl  (Wicklow)  that  the  prisoner 
should  be  carried  before  a  single  magis- 
trate, who  should  either  discharge  him,  or 
bail,  or  commit  him  to  the  petty  sessions, 
where  it  would  be  decided  whether  there 
was  a  sufficient  case  to  send  him  to  trial. 
The  other  alternative  was,  that  the  magis- 
trate should  hare  the  power  to  discharge  a 
prisoner,  or  bail,  or  commit  him  for  trial 
at  the  assise  at  once,  without  the  inter- 
Tention  of  the  petty  sessions  at  all.  It 
would  perhaps  be  better  to  get  rid  of  the 
incumbrance  of  petty  sessions,  instead  of 
trying  a  man  as  it  were  three  times — ^first 
before  a  magistrate,  then  in  a  more  formal 
manner  by  the  petty  sessions,  and  lastly 
at  the  assizes.  He  thought  perhaps  if  the 
prisoner  went  direct  from  the  magistrates 
to  the  assises,  he  would  go  with  less  pre- 
judice and  more  adyantage  to  himself,  than 
if  he  went  through  all  the  usual  machinery 
of  petty  sessions. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
said  the  petty  sessions  was  a  rery  import- 
ant point.  It  was  quite  true  a  prisoner 
might  go  with  disadvantage  to  himself 
from  a  petty  session  to  an  assise,  but  then 
perhaps  it  might  so  happen  that  he  would 
not  go  at  all. 

Earl  GREY  entirely  concurred  in  the 
altematire  which  had  been  mentioned  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the  Wool- 

Clause  postponed. 

On  the  16th  Clause  being  read. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  regretted  that  the 
Government  had  not  adopted  a  suggestion 
that  had  been  thrown  out  to  classify  these 
offences,  so  as  to  make  being  out  after 
sunset  *  simple  misdemeanor,  and  being 
out  with  arms  or  with  some  unlawful  pur- 
pose an  aggravated  misdemeanor;  He  re- 
membered that  twenty  years  ago,  when  it 
was  proposed  to  mitigate  the  criminal  code, 
the  argument  used  was,  that  these  things 
might  with  safety  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Judge  ;  and  yet  it  had  been  found 
necessary  since  to  abolish  capital  punish- 
ment in  several  instances. 

Lord  COTTENHAM  said,  it  was  some- 
what anomalous  that  in  the  existing  White- 
boy  Act  the  crime  of  being  found  not  only 
under  suspicious  circumstances,  but  ac- 
tually guilty  of  an  offence,  was  only  pu- 
nished with  imprisonment ;  whilst  it  was 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill  to  render 
a  man  liable  to  transportation  who  should 
be  found  away  from  his  habitation  in  a 
proclaimed  district  after  sunset.  He  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion  that  some  suck  distinction 


as  that  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  (Strad- 
broke),  on  the  previous  evening,  should  be 
adopted. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  would  re- 
fer the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  beside  him  for  an  ex- 
planation, the  words  in  question  having 
been  taken  from  an  Act  introduced  by  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord  some  years  ago. 
The  noble  and  Lord  asked  what  were  sus- 
picious circumstances  ?  If  a  person  when 
challenged  attempted  to  run  away,  or  if  he 
were  found  with  concealed  arms  about 
him,  those  would  be  circimistances  of  sus- 
picion. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then 
said,  this  Bill  was  irreconcilable  with  the 
Whiteboy  Act  in  this  respect.  The  White- 
boy  Act  was  applicable  to  all  circumstances 
and  all  times  ;  but  the  present  measure 
was  applicable  only  to  particular  times, 
and  to  districts  that  were  proclaimed ; 
and  it  was  intended  that  a  crime  com- 
mitted in  a  proclaimed  district,  should  be 
punished  with  greater  severity  than  else- 
where. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  it  was  a  mis^ 
take  to  suppose  that  there  was  any  analogy 
between  tnis  measure  and  the  Whiteboy 
Act.  It  was  true  there  was  a  clause  in 
that  Act  which  punished  a  party  for  being 
out  after  sunset  imder  suspicious  circum* 
stances ;  but  the  offence  was  made  in 
that  Act  a  simple  misdemeanor,  punish- 
able by'  fine  and  imprisonment ;  but  this 
Bill  punished  a  party  apprehended  under 
suspicious  circumstances  with  transporta- 
tion for  seven  years,  whereas  the  ac- 
tual offence  was  punishable  only  by  im- 
prisonment. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  remarked, 
that  his  answer  had  no  reference  to  the 
extent  of  the  punishment,  but  merely  to 
what  were  suspicious  circumstances  ;  and 
upon  that  point  he  had  referred  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  for  an  explanation  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Campbell)  who 
was  the  author  of  a  Bill  which  was  open  to 
the  same  objection. 

Lord  COTTENHAM  observed,  that  it 
was  no  answer  to  an  absurdity  in  this  Bill 
to  say  that  at  some  previous  time  some- 
thing equally  absurd  had  been  introduced 
into  another  Bill.  What  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  was  the  fact  that  this  Bill  pu- 
nished the  suspicion  of  an  act  in  a  pro- 
claimed district,  more  severely  than  they 
punished  the  offence  itself  in  other  places. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  But  in 
the  proclaimed  districts  offenders  would  be 
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punished  not  under  the  Whitehoj  Act,  but 
under  thig  Bill. 

Lord  COTTENHAM:  There  were 
many  offences  recognised  by  the  Whiteboy 
Act  which  this  Bill  did  not  touch,  and 
which,  if  punished  at  all  in  the  proclaimed 
districts,  must  be  punished  under  the 
Whiteboy  Act. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  If  a  man 
is  found  out  of  his  house  after  night  in  a 
proclaimed  district  under  suspicious  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  be  punished  under  this 
Act. 

Earl  ORET  said,  it  was  clear  that  by 
this  Bill  they  punished  more  severely  the 
mere  suspicion  of  an  offence,  than  under 
the  Act  of  1833  they  did  its  actual  com- 
mission. Undoubtedly  this  was  the  se- 
yerest  Act  ever  proposed  to  Parliament  in 
that  respect. 

The  other  clauses  were  then  agreed  to 
with  verbal  Amendments. 

Further  consideration  of  Report  put  off 
till  Thursday. 

House  adjourned. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  10, 1846. 

MmuTsft.]  Nbw  Mbmbbr  Swoev.  For  Bridpoit,  Aks« 
ander  Dundu  Rom  Wiihart  Baillie  Cochrane,  Eiq. 

Public  Billb.— R<por/«rf.  Metropolitan  Btdldlngi  (No.  S). 

Prnnona  Psbbbntbo.  By  Mr.  Addarly,  Mr.  Ntwde* 
fafeet  and  Mr.  Spooner,  ftom  Electora  of  StaAird,  War* 
wide,  and  Woroeiter.  alleging  Fraudulent  Ofcrjectioni  to 
Vote*  of  Electors.— By  Mr.  Bulkeley  Hughes,  from  MIn- 
Irterii  Churchwardens,  and  others,  of  the  Paiiihes  of  Crle> 
ciech  and  Vnysqrohaiam,  against  Union  of  St  Aaq>h  and 
Bangor  Oloceses.— By  Mr.  Mastemuuij  from  Merdtants, 
Shipownen,  Importers  of  Copper  Ore,  and  Copper  Smel- 
tiert,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Copper.— By  Visoount  Joeelyn, 
ftom  Churdiwardens,  Orefsoersy  Landowners,  Fanners, 
and  Agricultural  Labourers  of  the  Parishes  of  Watlington 
and  Saint  Germans,  for  the  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws. — ^By  several  hoo.  Mcnbers,  from  vaii* 
otts  ptaces,  for  Remission  of  Sentence  upon  William  S. 
EUis. — By  several  hon.  Members,  fhxn  an  immense  num- 

'  her  of  plaoea,  tor  Renussion  of  Sentence  upon  Froat,  Wil- 
Baata,  and  Jooaa.— By  Mr.  WaMey,  fkom  Messrs.  Weeks 
and  Day,  of  GkMMWSter  Place,  King's  Road,  Chelsea,  Hor- 
ticultural Builders,  for  exempting  Oreenhouses  from  Me- 
tropolitan Buildings  Act.— By  several  hon.  Members,  fhim 
various  plana,  against  Enrofancnt  of  Militia.— By  aeveni 
boo.  Memben,  flrom  places  in  Scotland,  for  Alteration  of 
Prisons  (Scotland)  Act. — By  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe, 
fkom  Inhabitants  of  Birmingham,  tor  Remisrion  of  Sen- 
ttnoe  upon  Robata,  Ftands,  ftc— By  Mr.  Botfidd,  from 
Robert  Burton,  Esq.,  against  the  Salmon  Fisheries  BilL— 
By  Mr.  Cumming  Bruce,  fhmi  Ministers,  Elders,  and 
other  PatlBhioiiets,  of  Rotties,  in  llivour  of  Turnpike 
Roada(SooUnMl)Biil. 


EDUCATION  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  in  submitting 
to  the  House  a  Motion  to  address  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  state 
of  edaeatiou  in  Waleft--he  might  truly  say 


negleoted  Wales — ^he  felt  that  he  had  un« 
dertaken  a  duty,  which  ought  to  be  per- 
formed by  a  Member  representing  some 
part  of  the  Principality,  .whose  local  know* 
ledge  would  enable  him  more  forcibly  to 
point  out  the  great  destitution  existing  in 
that  country,  of  means  for  educating  the 
industrious  classes  of  its  people-;  but  ho 
should  be  able  to  lay  before  the  House 
such  information  from  sources  which  could 
not  fail  to  claim  attention,  and  to  convince 
them  that  education  was  in  a  greatiy 
more  negleoted  state  in  Wales  tiian  any 
other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
people  of  that  country  laboured  under  a 
peculiar  difficulty  from  the  existence  of  an 
ancient  language.  The  gentry  and  edu- 
cated class  uniyersally  sneak  English,  as 
well  as  generally  the  inhabitants  of  towns; 
while  the  fiirmers,  labourers,  and  other  in- 
habitants of  the  rural  and  mining  districts 
speak  the  Welsh  language.  This  being  the 
language  of  the  poorer  classes,  important 
works  in  literature  hare  not  for  ages  been 
produced  in  it ;  neitiier  have  scarcely  been 
translated  into  it  from  other  languages  any 
works  on  literature,  the  arts,  and  sciences; 
especially  on  those  important  branches  of 
them,  mechanics,  chendstry,agrionlture,and 
it  may  be  said  useful  knowledge  genendly ; 
consequently,  although  equally  industrious 
with  their  English  neighbours,  the  Welsh 
are  much  behind  them  in  intelligence,  in  the 
enjojrment  of  the  comforts  of  life,  and  the 
means  of  improving  their  condition.  This 
is  universally  attributed  by  intelligent 
Welshmen,  as  weU  as  Englishmen  and 
foreigners  who  have  been  amongst  them, 
to  the  want  of  an  English  education,  which 
all  the  common  people  are  most  anxious  to 
obtain ;  but  the  means  afforded  to  them  is 
lamentably  deficient.  In  many  parishes 
there  are  no  schools ;  and  where  there  are 
schools,  it  is  not  uncommon  for  the  school- 
masters to  be  ignorant,  uneducated  men, 
and  incapable  of  giving  instruction ;  of  this 
he  could  furnish  numerous  proofis :  but  he 
would  not  weary  the  House,  as  he  only 
asked  for  inquiry,  which  would  bring  to 
light  an  extent  of  educational  destitution  in 
Wales  that  would  call  for  the  interference  of 
the  House  and  the  Government.  Inquiries 
had  been  made  into  the  state  of  education 
in  every  part  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  under  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  for  Education,  and  most 
elaborate  reports  had  been  made  by  the 
gentlemen  appointed;  much  valuable  in- 
^rmation  was  also  obtained  from  the  in- 
spectors of  factories,  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
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Hiiuionersy  and  inspectors  of  nunes*  on  the 
state  of  education  in  England;  but  only 
one  parish  in  Wales  had  been  visited  and 
reported  upon.  Why  had  Wales  been  thus 
neglected  in  so  marked  a  manner?  He 
was  sure  no  satisfactory  explanation  could 
be  men.  Before  he  called  the  attention 
of  we  House  to  Mr.  Tremenheere's  report 
on  that  parish,  he  would  refer  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Griffiths,  Pre* 
aident  of  the  Dissenting  College  at  Brecon : 
that  gentleman,  from  his  position,  had  ex- 
tensive means  of  infonnation  on  the  state 
of  education  in  Wales.  He  sud  there  were 
in  that  country  250,000  children  under  the 
age  of  fifteen,  who  ought  to  be  receiving 
the  blessings  of  education;  but  of  that 
number,  only  70,000  attended  schools,  and 
the  education  a  large  proportion  of  these 
received  was  so  inferior,  as  to  be  little 
better  than  nominal.  There  were,  then, 
180,000  children  who  did  not  attend  anv 
day  schools ;  and,  as  he  emphatically  said, 
whose  immortal  spirits  were  deprived  of 
that  guide  they  should  receive  from  a  moral 
and  religious  education.  Mr.  Tremenheere, 
who  has  been  employed  by  the  Committee 
of  Council  for  Education,  and  whose  able 
reports  prove  his  high  qualification  for  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  entrusted  to  him, 
was  sent  in  the  beginning  of  1840,  soon 
after  the  Newport  riots,  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  education  in  that  neighbourhood. 
He  visited  four  parishes  in  Monmouthshire, 
and  the  parish  of  Merthyr-Tydvil  in  61a- 
morganslure,  which  contain  an  aggregate 
popdation  of  85,000,  of  whom  17»000  were 
children,  who,  he  said,  ought  to  be  at 
school.  His  report  states,  that  there  were 
in  those  parishes  forty-seven  day  schools 
for  elementary  education,  and  thirty-three 
dame  schools  for  children  from  three  to 
five  years  of  age ;  the  number  of  children 
attending  all  the  schools  was  3,308 ;  after 
allowing  that  5,600  children  of  masters, 
agents,  and  superior  workmen  went  to 
schools  elsewhere,  there  remained  8,026 
who  went  to  no  schoob  at  all :  five  of  the 
schools  are  under  the  eare  of  females ;  six- 
teen of  the  masters  have  been  unsuccessful 
in  some  retail  trade ;  eleven  of  the  masters 
have  been  miners,  or  labourers  disabled  by 
accidents  or  bad  health ;  ten  of  the  masters 
had  received  some  instruction  with  a  view 
of  becoming  schoolmasters ;  four  of  the 
masters  were  dissenting  ministers;  and  one 
of  the  masters  was  a  clerk  of  a  parish 
church.  That  the  children's  books  were  ge- 
nerally soiled  and  torn,  and  often  mere  frag- 
ments consisting  of  a  few  soiled  leaves;  that 


the  school  rooms  were  ill-adapted,  and  in  i^ 
few  only  did  the  size  and  deiualiness  of  the 
room,  and  the  demeanour  and  qualifications 
of  the  master,  afford  a  probability  that  the 
instruction  sought  to  be  given,  would  be 
imparted  with  effect ;  that  in  those  of  the 
highest  pretensions  the  amount  of  instmc- 
tion  was  very  scanty — ^in  eighteen  only 
were  the  principles  of  Engli^  grammar 
taught;  that  it  is  manifest  that  the  instrao- 
tion  afforded  to  the  children  of  this  district, 
can  have  no  permanent  effect  in  raising 
their  taste  and  habit,  and  correcting  their 
^sposition.  From  inquiry  made  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  dissenting 
clergy,  agents,  and  others,  the  result  of 
the  general  testimony  was,  that  of  the 
adult  working  population  a  large  propor- 
tion could  neiwer  read  nor  write ;  that 
very  many  had  only  acquired  the  art  of 
knowing  letters  and  words;  and  very  few 
could  i^ead  with  ease  and  understand  what 
they  read.  He  made  inquiry  in  twenty- 
four  houses  adjoining  extensive  works — 
seventeen  families  were  Welsh,  of  whom 
ten  husbands  could  read  Welsh,  six  of 
them  only  imperfectly ;  seven  could  not 
read  at  all,  and  none  of  the  seventeen  could 
write;  four  only  of  the  wives  could  read 
the  Welsh  bible :  lamentable  as  this  pic- 
ture is,  he  feared  it  only  exhibited  the  ge- 
neral condiUon  of  the  common  people  in 
Wales;  he  would  ask  if  such  a  state  of 
things  ought  to  be  permitted  to  continue ; 
he  would  venture  to  say  that  no  other  civi- 
lized Government  in  the  world  would  allow 
any  portion  of  its  people  to  remain  in  such 
a  condition;  yet  as  a  proof  of  the  anxiety  of 
the  people  to  obtain  education,  it  a]nNiMed 
that  those  who  toiled  for  six  days  m  the 
week  in  most  laborious  work,  attended  Sun- 
day schools  in  large  numbers,  both  adult 
males,  and  females  and  children.  There 
were  in  this  district  eighty  Sunday  schools, 
Welsh  and  English,  connected  generally 
with  dissenting  congregations ;  bat  the 
instruction  in  them  did  not  extend  much 
beyond  teaching  to  read.  Another  gen- 
tleman (the  B^v.  H.  W.  Bellairs)  em- 
ployed by  the  Committee  of  Council  for 
Education,  visited  this  district,  who  in  his 
Report  stated — 

**  It  ihoiild  be  borM  in  mind  that  aa  iU-«d«. 
oated  and  nodiBcipUiied  population,  Uko  that  ax* 
isting  amoDgit  the  mines  in  South  Wale«,  ia  one 
that  may  he  found  moat  dangeroui  to  the  neigh- 
bonrliood  in  which  it  dwella,  and  that  a  hand  <lf 
eflfeient  aehoobnaatert  it  kept  up  at  a  mntk  Ibm 
exponae  thaa  a  hody  of  poliee  or  •oldiety." 

Ho  lukflNKMl  particularly  to  call  the  atleii* 
ight  hon,  BanF  ^e* 
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iary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  to 
this  statement.  It  pointed  out,  that  the 
moral  power  of  the  schoobnaster  was  a 
more  economical  and  effectual  instru- 
ment for  governing  this  people  than  the 
hajonet.  Contrast  their  mental  degrada- 
tion with  their  physical  condition,  no  por- 
tion of  the  people  of  this  country  received 
higher  wages.  The  highest  class  of  work- 
men obtained  25s.  to  60«.  a  week,  and  the 
common  labourers  12«.  tol&s.  ;  the  steady 
men  generally  earned  the  higher  wages,  yet 
the  instances  were  rare  of  their  making  any 
savings  ;  this  was  to  he  attributed  to  their 
want  of  education  and  ignorance;  men  who 
were  industrious  to  the  last  degree,  were 
destitute  of  all  means  of  mental  recreation 
and  enjoyment,  therefore  their  place  of  re- 
sort is  the  public  house.  It  might  be 
asked  why  the  masters,  who  counted  their 
gains  from  the  labour  of  these  people  by 
tens,  twenties,  and  fifties  of  thousands  of 
pounds  a  year,  did  not  adopt  means  for  im- 
proving'their  mental  and  moral  condition  by 
placing  competent  schoolmasters  amongst 
them  ;  some  of  the  masters,  much  to  their 
credit,  did  much  in  this  respect,  but  as  a 
body  they  did  but  little.  The  cause  of 
their  apathy,  Mr.  Tremenheere  rather 
plainly  ascribes  to  be,  that  mental  inge- 
nuity was  not  BO  much  required  in  their 
occupations  as  manual  labour ;  he  (Mr. 
Williams)  lamented  to  see  this  indifference 
exhibited  towards  an  industrious  people, 
by  whose  labour  such  masses  of  wealth 
were  produced.  He  expressed  with  regret 
his  belief,  that  the  landlords  of  Wales  had 
also  greatly  neglected  their  duty  in  aiding 
to  educate  the  people.  If  they  had  been 
compelled  by  law  to  establish  and -main- 
tain efficient  schools  in  every  parish,  as 
were  the  landlords  of  Scotland,  they  would 
have  been  repaid  tenfold  by  the  improved 
condition  of  their  estates,  by  an  intelligent 
superior  tenantry.  As  a  proof  of  the  indif- 
ference of  the  landlords  and  those  engaged 
in  mineral  productions,  and  it  might  be 
said  the  richer  class  generally,  towards 
educating  the  people,  a  conference  took 
place  in  April  1845  of  Dissenters,  of  vari- 
ous sects,  in  South  Wales,  to  devise  means 
for  establishing  a  better  system  of  educa- 
tion ;  they  determined  the  first  necessity 
was  competent  schoolmasters,  and  agreed 
to  direct  their  attention  and  resources  to 
the  fom^ation  of  a  normal  school.  A 
committee  was  appointed  for  the  purpose, 
who  fixed  upon  Brecon  to  be  the  best  si- 
tuation for  it,  and  issued  a  most  heart- 
atirring  address   for   subscriptions.      He 


held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  the  contributions » 
which  amounted  to  550^.,  of  which  350Z. 
appeared  to  have  been  collected  in  small 
sums  from  dissenting  congregations ;  one 
only  of  the  great  iron  masters  and  copper 
smelters  gave  102.  each,  two  great  land- 
owners 51,  each,  who  were  followed  by  Mr. 
Sturge,  of  Birmingham,  501,  The  regula- 
tions of  this  normal  school,  be  it  observed, 
strictly  exclude  sectarianism.  The  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church,  in  the  same 
district,  have  also  used  their  efforts  for  the 
same  laudable  purpose  of  supplying  the 
want  of  "schoolmasters  by  establishing  a 
normal  school.  At  a  meeting  lately  held 
by  them,  they  pathetically  lamented  the 
lukewarmness  manifested  by  the  gentry 
and  laity  by  the  small  amount  of  their  con- 
tributions. Such  lamentable  testimony 
precludes  all  hope  of  an  improvement  on 
the  present  miserable  system  of  education 
in  that  country,  without  the  interference  of 
Government.  In  contradistinction  to  this 
apathy  and  indifference,  there  was  amongst 
the  people  themselves  an  intense  and  uni- 
versal desb-e  to  learn  the  English  language. 
They  know  that  it  is  the  language  which 
affords  the  best  means  of  improving  their 
condition,  and  of  enabling  their  children  to 
get  on  in  the  world.  Were  he  not  fortified 
by  strong  proofs  of  this,  he  might  appear 
to  the  House  to  be  overstating  this  desire  ; 
he  could  refer  to  numerous  authorities,  but 
he  would  only  quote  three  or  four  who  were 
well  known  to  the  House  and  the  country, 
whose  testimony  could  not  be  impugned. 
The  Commissioners  appointed  by  the 
Crown  to  inquire  into  the  management  of 
Turnpike  Trusts  in  South  Wales,  and  into 
the  causes  of  the  late  Rebecca  disturbances, 
stated  in  their  Report  that — 

"  It  would  be  improper  to  pass  unnoticed 
amongst  the  causes  which  affect  the  social  condi- 
tion of  the  people,  the  ignorance  of  the  English 
language  which  penrades  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
country — ^the  fiicts  which  have  come  to  our  know- 
ledge preclude  us  from  regarding  this  circumstance 
in  any  other  light  than  as  a  great  drawback  upon 
the  advancement  of  the  community.  It  practically 
presents  obstaoles  to  the  efficient  working  of 
many  laws  and  institutions,  particular  instances 
of  which  haye  been  brought  under  our  notice  ;  we 
need  hardly  advert  to  the  difficulties  which  it  has 
long  opposed  to  the  Established  Church,  and  to 
the  administration  of  justice,  as  an  impediment  to 
social  intercourse.  It  excludes  a  large  portion  of 
the  community  from  the  career  of  advancement 
or  change  of  occupation  ;  and  it  prevents  the  de- 
velopment of  their  minds  by  restricting  them  to 
those  very  scanty  sources  of  information  which 
their  native  language  affords.  We  have  no  rea«on 
to  believe,  however,  that  any  feelings  of  national 
jealousy  or  prejudice  exist,  which  would  prompt 
the  uneducated  olaases  to  resist  the  attempt  to 
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giro  cxtenaiye  inBtruction  in  the  English  lan- 
guage ;  on  the  contrary,  we  have  been  aamured 
that  they  regard  the  latter  in  a  spirit  that  does 
credit  to  their  sagacity,  as  the  language  of  ad- 
vancement and  promotion,  and  that  they  gladly 
embrace  any  opportunity  of  giving  their  children 
the  advantage  of  acquiring  it ;  but  the  means  af- 
forded them  of  satisfying  their  prevalent  desire  of 
superadding  to  their  own  a  knowledge  of  the 
English  language,  fiUl  fiir  short  of  the  demand. 
The  means  of  instruction  of  the  children  of  the 
poor,  and  even  those  who  may  be  styled  the  middle 
classes,  are  lamentably  small.  Endowed  institu- 
tions  are  but  few,  and  thinly  scattered.  The 
church  is  crippled,  and  individual  effort  has  hi- 
therto done  but  little.  The  consequence  is,  that 
not  only  the  children  of  the  labourers,  but  of  the 
large  class  of  working  finrmers,  are  almost  beyond 
the  reach  of  mental  improvement.  It  is  needless 
to  remark  how  greatly  such  a  state  of  things  is 
calculated  to  minister  to  those  prejudices  and  mis- 
conceptions to  which  so  much  of  the  recent  ex> 
dtement  of  the  country  may  be  justly  attributed." 

This  evidence  came  from  a  quarter  that 
called  for  the  highest  consideration ;  for  the 
gentlemen  who  signed  this  Report  were  the 
right  hon.  Frankland  Lewis,  the  hon.  R. 
Cuve,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  Cripps,  M.P.  Should 
their  Report  induce  the  House  to  agree  to 
his  Motion,  and  the  result  of  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed hy  it  should  lead  to  Government  in- 
terference, as  he  thought  it  could  not  fail 
to  do,  the  henefits  they  would  confer  could 
not  be  estimated.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  Home  Secretary  to  a  most  import- 
ant statement  made  by  these  distinguished 
gentlemen,  **  that  a  want  of  a  knowledge 
of  the  English'  language  practically  pre- 
sented an  obstacle  to  the  administration 
of  justice  in  that  country.'*  He  would 
now  quote  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioner sent  by  The  Times  newspaper  to 
inquire  into  the  causes  of  the  Rebecca 
disturbances  in  Wales:  he  resided  in 
that  country  a  considerable  time,  he  was 
a  gentleman  of  high  education  and  talent, 
a  barrister,  and  possessed  a  mind  peculiarly 
adapted  for  investigating  such  circum- 
stances ;  he  was  the  same  gentleman  who 
was  sent  by  The  Times  to  Ireland,  and  who 
had  written  such  able  reports  from  that 
country.     Mr.  Foster  said : — 

*'  Before  I  bid  adieu  to  the  Principality,  about 
which  I  have  written  so  much,  and  where  I  hare 
sojourned  so  long,  let  me  recur  to  a  subject  to 
which  I  also  alluded  in  a  recent  letter — ^the  la- 
nicntiible  deficiency  of  education  amongst  its 
people.  During  a  residence  of  five  months  in  Car- 
niarthenshii*e,  in  which  period  I  have  been  over 
every  portion  of  it  and  the  adjacent  counties,  I 
may  be  presumed  to  have  seen  much  of  the  popu- 
lation. Amongst  them  in  a  period  of  excitement, 
perpetually  mixing  and  couTersing  with  large 
bodies  of  them,  I  have  had  opportunities  rarely 
possessed  of  observing  their  character,  their 
capabilities,  and  their  usual  attainments — con- 


cluding my  temporary  visit  amongst  them  with  a 
tour  on  the  route  of  Her  Mi^sty's  Gommissioners 
through  the  counties  of  Carmarthen,  Pembroke^ 
Cardigan,  Radnor,  Glamorgan,  and  Brecon,  I  have 
been  able  to  mark  by  comparison  the  advantages 
which  a  superior  education,  consequent  on  a 
knowledge  of  the  English  language,  has  given  to 
the  inhabitants  of  some  districts  over  those  of 
others.  But  why,  it  may  be  asked,  harp  so  much 
on  the  necessity  of  learning  English  ?  Because  it 
is  the  road,  the  only  road  to  knowledge.  Because 
it  is  the  road  to  improvement  and  civilisation ; 
and  because  it  is  the  road  to  advancement  to  the 
poor  Welshman." 

Referring  to   the  Newport  and   Rebecca 

riots,   and    the    severe  punishment  they 

brought  upon  so  many  people,  Mr.  Foster 

says : — 

"  But  how  is  this  to  be  remedied  ?  By  edaca. 
tion ;  an  extensive,  a  sound,  a  feasible  plan  of 
education,  where  English  is  the  oral  means  of 
communication ;  teach  the  people  a  knowledge  of 
the  useful  sciences  through  its  medium.  The 
principle  which  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  acquisitioa 
of  knowledge,  is  a  motive  of  aelf-interest  to  attain 
it.  The  Welsh  have  this ;  every  fermer  desires, 
if  he  can  only  obtain  the  means,  to  teach  his  son 
English,  because  he  knows  that  in  every  branch 
of  industry,  it  is  the  language  of  promotion  ;  but 
increase  this  motive  of  self-interest  by  giving  in- 
creased fiicilities  to  inter»communication,  give  an 
impetus  to  the  spread  of  the  English  language, 
and  to  a  diffusion  of  the  knowledge  of  the  arts  and 
comforts  of  civilized  life  amongst  the  poor  Welsh- 
men,  which,  while  it  improves  the  ace  of  their 
beautiful  country,  will  make  them  a  more  happy^ 
a  less  servile — a  superior  people." 

That  evidence  was  most  important;   and 

still  more  Valuable  in  reference  to  the  same 

subject  was  an  extract  which  he   (Mr. 

Williams)  would  read  to  the  House,  from 

the  charge  to  his  clergy  of  one  of  the  most 

distinguished   Prelates  on  the   bench    of 

bishops ;    a  prelate  eminent  for  learning 

and  ability ;  pious  and  universally  beloved ; 

he  meant  the  Bishop  of  St.  David's: — 

"  To  no  department  of  your  office  are  these  re>- 
marks  more  applicable  tlian  to  that  which  is 
connected  with  the  education  of  the  children  of 
the  poor.  In  no  other  way  may  so  much  bo 
effected  with  such  slender  means.  It  is  not  with 
this,  as  with  some  of  our  other  institutions,  that 
they  are  commonly  least  valued  in  proportion  as 
they  are  least  needed.  It  is,  I  believe,  very  rarely 
indeed  that  the  poor  are  foimd  to  be  insensible  to 
the  benefits  of  education,  even  when  they  havo 
received  none  themselves.  They  are  anxious, 
sometimes  the  more  so  on  that  account,  that  their 
children  should  be  better  instructed ;  and  many, 
we  have  reason  to  hope,  are  the  cases  in  which 
the  parents  have  been  indebted  to  their  children 
for  religious  knowledge  and  principles,  which  they 
would  never  havo  acquired  without  their  assist- 
ance and  example.  This  is  a  consideration  which 
opens  a  clear  prospect  of  an  almost  unlimited  ex- 
tension of  the  most  salutary  influence  to  those 
who  are  able  and  willing  to  wield  this  powerful 
instrument." 

Was  not  this  one  of  the  most  astounding 
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testimonies  to  be  found  in  any  production 
in  the  English  language  in  favour  of  the 
power  of  education — the  power  which 
knowledge  gave  ?  And  was  not  the  House 
called  upon  to  remove  from  that  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  which  it  existed 
the  reproach  to  legislation  furnished  in  the 
fact  that  the  order  of  nature  was  reversed, 
and  that  the  parents  were  taught  hj  the 
children  ?  It  was,  he  believed,  the  first 
time  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
taken  into  consideration  the  state  of  educa- 
tion in  Wales  ;  and  it  would  not  he  hoped 
be  trespassing  on  their  time  if  he  read  one 
more  document,  shedding  additional  light 
upon  the  subject.  It  was  an  extract  from 
an  article  in  one  of  the  leading  Welsh  news- 
papers, and  from  the  pen  of  the  proprietor 
and  editor — a  gentleman  of  very  extensive 
attainments,  and  who  from  his  position,  and 
from  communication  with  all  classes,  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  acquiring  a  large 
amount  of  that  particular  knowledge  ne- 
cessary to  the  comprehension  of  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  In  speaking  of 
the  distiirbed  state  of  Wales,  and  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  been  spoken  of  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  made  the  fol- 
lowing remarks :— 

"  In  a  late  debate  it  was  said,  in  alluding  to  the 
wide-spread  spirit  of  agrarian  turbulence  in  this 
part  of  tho  country,  that  such  a  violation  of  the 
laws  as  South  Wales  is  the  scene  of  betokened  a 
general  uneasiness,  the  cause  of  general  disaffec- 
tion. Now  we  will  venture  to  affirm,  without 
refcrenco  to  any  periodical  written  in  tho  Welsh 
language,  that  if  the  people  had  been  acquainted 
with  the  English  language,  had  had  proper  in* 
struction  provided,  instead  of  being  as  they  now 
are  a  prey  to  designing  hypocrites,  with  religion 
on  their  lips  and  wickedness  in  their  hearts — a 
prey,  at  the  same  time,  to  ignorance  of  their 
rights,  and  to  the  penal  consequences  of  anarchi- 
cal proceedings, — they  would  be  at  this  moment, 
from  the  geographical  and  other  peculiar  advan- 
tages of  their  position,  the  happiest  as  well  as  tho 
most  peaceful  and  most  prosperous  population  in 
the  world.'* 

He  could  quote  other  able  articles  from 
the  pen  of  the  same  gentleman,  showing 
the  deplorable  state  of  education  in  Wales, 
and  the  evils  it  produced  to  its  people,  in 
retarding  the  improvement  of  their  social 
condition.  Was  it  not  a  remarkable  fact, 
that,  in  the  parts  of  the  kingdom  where 
education  was  most  neglected,  there  the 
greatest  poverty  and  most  numerous  evils 
prevailed  ?  Why  had  Government  done 
so  little  for  education  in  England  and 
Wales,  and  so  much  for  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land ?  If  the  Welsh  had  the  same  advan- 
tages for  education  as  the  Scotch,  they 
would,  instead  of  appearing  a  distinct  peo- 


ple, in  no  respect  differ  from  the  English; 
would  it  not,  then,  be  wisdom  and  sound 
policy  to  send  the  English  schoolmaster 
amongst  them  ?  What  had  been  the  con- 
sequences of  an  improved  and  a  good  sys- 
tem of  education  in  Scotland  I  It  was  to 
be  seen  in  the  superior  character  of  her 
population.  As  early  as  1663  an  Act  was 
passed  to  establish  schools  in  every  parish 
m  Scotland,  to  be  maintained  by  an  assess- 
ment on  the  land  in  each.  How  well  had 
the  landowners  been  repaid  for  this  charge, 
in  having,  by  means  of  the  superior  educa- 
tion thus  afforded,  a  most  intelligent  tenan- 
try, and  a  population  not  exceeded  by  any 
nation  in  agriculture,  in  manufactures,  or 
conrnnerco  !  Education  had  done  more  to 
raise  the  character  of  the  people,  and  to 
enrich  that  country,  especially  its  land- 
owners, than  had  been  done  in  any  other 
country  of  Europe.  Besides  having  a 
parochial  school  in  each  of  the  922  parishes, 
there  were,  in  1842,  2,172  other  schools  in 
Scotland,  which  gives  more  than  three 
schools  on  an  average  to  each  parish;  but 
still  not  content  with  this  extended  means 
for  education,  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion of  the  General  Assembly  issued  an 
order  in  1844  to  the  parochial  clergy,  to 
make  returns  of  the  state  of  the  schools  iu 
each  parish,  and  to  report  whether  they 
were  sufficient  for  the  education  of  the 
poorer  population.  Those  returns  were 
forwarded  to  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  sitting  in  London,  by  whom 
they  were  ordered  to  be  investigated;  and 
the  result  showed  that,  in  559  parishes, 
329  more  schools  were  required,  although 
there  were  already  3,047  schools  in  that 
country,  for  educating  a  population  of 
2,600,000.  Every  means  for  giving  effi- 
ciency to  those  schools  were  adopted;  the 
Committee  of  Council  for  Education  had 
appointed  two  inspectors  to  overlook  the 
whole  of  the  schools,  and  to  superintend 
the  system  of  education  generally  in  Scot- 
land. There  were  four  Universities  in 
that  country,  in  each  of  which  were  Col- 
leges, affording  a  most  enlightened  and 
liberal  education,  which,  to  a  great  extent, 
were  maintained  by  annual  votes  of  public 
money.  Though  he  (Mr.  Williams)  had 
very  humbly  endeavoured  to  enforce  eco- 
nomy in  the  expenditure  of  public  money, 
he  had  never  objected  or  complained  of  its 
application  for  the  purposes  of  education  in 
any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  believing, 
as  he  did,  that  an  educated  people  could 
be  governed  easier  and  much  cheaper  than 
an  uneducated  ignorant  people,  besides  tho 
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vast  social  benefits  and  moral  power  it  con- 
ferred in  a  national  point  of  yiew.  He  re- 
joiced that  much  had  also  been  done  for  edu- 
cation in  Ireland,  which  reflected  the  high- 
est credit  on  the  Goyemment.  They  had 
established  in  that  country  an  excellent 
national  system  of  education ;  a  system 
which  in  time  would  be  the  means  of  re- 
moving and  eradicating  many,  if  not  all,  of 
the  evils  which  had  hitherto  retarded  the 
progress  of  Irish  prosperity.  So  early  as 
the  reign  of  Henry  YIII.  an  Act  had 
passed  for  the  establishment  of  parochial 
schools  in  Ireland;  and  other  Statutes  on 
the  same  subject  were  passed  in  the  reigns 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  George  I.,  George  II., 
and  George  III.;  but  the  system  acted 
upon,  being  of  a  sectarian  character,  was 
unsuccessful.  In  1806,  an  Act  was  passed 
conferring  power  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  appoint  Commissioners  to  inquire  into 
the  funds  and  revenues,  granted  by  public 
and  private  donation,  for  the  purposes  of 
education,  and  into  the  state  and  condition 
of  all  schools  in  Ireland,  and  to  suggest  a 
plan  for  the  general  education  of  the  lower 
orders  of  the  people;  a  very  elaborate  and 
expenBWe  inq^ry  was  made,  and  the  Com. 
missioners  made  a  very  voluminous  Report 
in  1812.  In  answer  to  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  from  that  House,  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion was  again  appointed  in  1825  for  inquir- 
ing into  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  in- 
struction afforded  by  the  several  institutions 
established  for  education;  for  ascertaining 
what  regulations  may  be  fit  to  be  estab- 
lished with  respect  to  the  parochial  schools, 
and  for  reporting  as  to  the  measures  which 
can  be  adopted  for  extending  generally  to 
all  classes  of  the  people  the  benefit  of  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  That  Commission  also 
made  an  elaborate  Report,  which,  as  well 
as  the  Report  of  the  former  Commission, 
was  in  1828  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
that  House,  who,  as  they  stated,  entered 
upon  the  duty  they  were  called  upon  to 
perform,  with  a  full  sense  of  the  importance 
of  the  subject.  Founded  upon  the  Report 
of  that  Committee,  a  Board  of  Commission- 
ers was  appointed  in  1831,  at  the  head  of 
whom  was  placed  the  Duke  of  Lcinster, 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  and  carry- 
ing out  a  general  system  of  national  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  The  result  has  been 
that,  in  1839,  there  were  1,581  national 
schools,  which  were  attended  by  205,000 
children,  which  had  increased  in  1843  to 
3,153  schools,  in  which  395,000  were  edu- 
cated. The  Commissioners  state  that,  by 
the  end  of  1844,  nearly  500,000  chUdren 


would  be  receiving  the  blessings  of  educa- 
tion in  the  national  schools  of  Ireland.  He 
(Mr.  Williams)  trusted  their  progress  would 
be  onward,  and  that  every  child  in  Ire- 
land would  in  a  short  time  be  receiving  a 
good  education.  There  are  also  normal 
schools  for  teaching  schoolmasters  upon  a 
superior  system.  They  are  presided  over 
by  professors  who  give  lectures  on  the  art 
of  teaching  and  conducting  schools,  the 
English  language,  literature,  history,  geo- 
graphy, pohticfid  economy,  natural  philo- 
sophy, and  chemistiy;  successful  experi- 
ments are  also  being  made  of  making  those 
schools  instrumental  in  diffusing  agricul- 
tural knowledge.  There  was  also  voted 
last  Session  100,0002.  for  the  erection  of 
three  Colleges  for  the  education  of  the 
middle  classes  in  Ireland,  which  are  to  be 
endowed,  with  the  CoUege  of  Maynooth, 
by  an  annual  grant  of  50,0002.  from  the 
public  money.  He  mentioned  this  with 
the  greatest  gratification,  and  had  given 
his  support  to  all  these  measures;  but 
he  cotdd  not  but  compare  what  the  Go- 
vernment had  done  for  education  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  with  its  almost  utter  neg- 
lect of  education  in  England  and  Wales, 
and  more  particularly  in  Wales.  Since 
1839,  248,0002.  had  been  voted  for  educa- 
tion in  Great  Britain;  of  which  the  five 
counties  of  South  Wales,  where  the  Re- 
becca disturbances  took  place,  containing 
a  population  of  500,000,  only  received 
2,1762.;  while  Staffordshire,  with  about  an 
equal  population,  similarly  employed  in  mi- 
nerab  and  agriculture,  received  14,5752., 
or  seven  times  more ;  Cheshire  more 
than  seven  times  more,  in  proportion  to  its 
population.  The  only  College  in  Wales 
was  St.  David's,  at  Lampeter  ;  400/.  was 
the  sum  voted  last  year  for  the  support  of 
education  in  it,  although  its  funds  have  been 
strongly  represented  as  totally  insufficient. 
This  is  the  seminary  at  which  most  of  the 
clergy  of  South  Wales  are  educated ;  for, 
in  consequence  of  their  Church  having  been 
despoiled  of  nearly  all  her  revenues,  by 
wholesale  spoliation  in  the  confiscating 
times  of  Henry  VIII.,  Edward  VI.,  Queen 
EHzabeth,  and  James  I.,  the  livings  were 
not  of  sufficient  value  to  incur  the  expense 
of  an  Oxford  and  Cambridge  education. 
This  might  be  pleaded  in  excuse  for  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church  doing  so 
little  for  the  education  of  their  flocks ; 
they  had  not  fidfilled  their  duty,  ihej 
might  do  much  more,  but  their  means  were 
much  crippled  ;  few  of  them  received  the 
rectorial  tilhesy  which  went  to  lay  impropri- 
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ators.  He  knew  ten  parishes  in  Carmar- 
thenshire,  the  tithes  of  which  amount  to 
5,985L  ISs.  4d,  per  annum,  of  which  5,2662. 
went  to  lay  impropriators,  and  7191,  ISs,  4d, 
to  the  clergy.  One  of  those  parishes 
contained  12,000  inhabitants,  with  two 
large  churches,  the  tithes  of  which  amount* 
ed  to  9772.  a  year :  970Z.  went  to  the  lay 
impropriator  and  71.  to  the  clergy.  There 
were  fifteen  parishes  nearly  adjoining  in 
Cardiganshire  whose  tithes  amounted  to 
6,000l.  per  annum,  4,5002.  went  to  a  lay 
impropriator  residing  in  the  West  of  Eng- 
land, and  1,5002.  for  the  maintenance  of 
twenty-one  clergymen  serving  those  pa- 
rishes. There  was  one  other  subject  to 
which  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  It  was  worthy  of  their  most  se- 
rious consideration,  especially  that  of  the 
Government;  namely,  the  impediment 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Wales,  from  the  people  not  un- 
derstanding English.  He  could  state  oc- 
currences from  this  cause  that  would  excite 
mirth  and  the  deepest  sorrow.  The 
Judges,  and  all  persons  concerned  in  the 
administration  of  justice,  complain  of  the 
difficulties  they  have  to  encounter,  and 
often  have  cause  to  lament  them.  The  laws, 
and  the  forms  and  proceedings  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  them  in  courts  of  justice, 
are  in  Enghsh,  a  language  not  understood 
by  the  great  body  of  the  common  people;  a 
person  may  be  charged  with  having  com- 
mitted a  crime  which,  if  convicted,  would 
subject  him  to  the  severest  penalty  of  the 
law  ;  if  the  witnesses  against  him  can 
speak  English  they  give  their  evidence  in 
that  language,  if  not,  their  evidence  is  in- 
terpreted, the  counsel  for  and  against  him 
adoress  the  court,  and  the  judge  sums  up 
in  English,  and  if  convicted  pass  sentence 
upon  him,  perhaps  of  death  ;  the  whole  of 
the  proceedings  being  unintelligible  to  him. 
He  was  told  by  an  old  barrister  that  he  had 
often  known  juries  give  verdicts  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  evidence  and  the  charge 
of  the  Judge,  and  always  for  acquittal ; 
when  asked  the  reason,  they  accounted 
for  it  from  their  imperfect  knowledge  of 
English,  and  thought  it  best  to  err  on  the 
right  side.  Another  barrister  informed 
him,  that  he  was  present  in  court  when 
the  Judge  was  passing  sentence  of  death 
on  a  prisoner  in  a  solemn  impressive  man- 
ner; when  he  came  to  the  most  awful  part 
just  at  the  close,  the  prisoner  asked  a  per- 
son near  him  what  the  Judge  was  saying. 
On  the  North  Wales  Circuit  last  year  a 
person  of  the  name  of  Griffith  Hughes,  who 


had  been  out  on  bail,  surrendered  to  take 
his  trial  at  the  assizes  held  at  Beaumaris 
in  the  county  of  Anglesea,  for  a  felonious 
assault  with  attempt  to  maim  ;  on  a  jury 
being  impannelled  and  sworn  to  try  him,  it 
was  noticed  to  the  court  that  eleven  of 
them  did  not  understand  English,  and  con- 
sequently the  oath  they  had  taken,  upon 
which  the  Judge  observed  that  the  fore-* 
man  (the  individual  who  understood  Eng- 
lish) could  explain  the  case  to  his  fellow 
jurors  ;  and  not  a  little  he  had  to  explain; 
for  the  witnesses  for  the  defence  deposed 
in  English,  the  counsel  on  both  sides  ad- 
dressed the  jury  in  English,  and  the  Judge 
summed  up  in  English.  The  result  was, 
the  foreman  audibly  and  clearly  returned  a 
verdict  against  the  prisoner,  and  the  Judge 
sentenced  him  to  four  months*  imprison- 
ment and  hard  labour.  The  next  morning 
the  prisoner's  attorney  made  application  to 
the  court,  stating  that  the  eleven  jurors 
who  did  not  understand  English  were  not 
convinced  of  the  prisoner's  guilt,  and  had 
instructed  their  foreman  and  interpreter  to 
give  in  a  verdict  of  acquittal.  Mr.  Baron 
Parke  smiled,  and  told  the  attorney  to  for- 
ward an  affidavit  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  jury  signed  a  memorial  to  Sir  James 
Graham.  Much  delay  necessarily  took 
place,  and  the  man  was  detiuned  in  prison 
nearly  the  whole  period.  He  could  relate 
many  more  such  occurrences.  A  parallel 
to  such  a  state  of  things  could  not  be  found 
under  the  most  despotic  Government  in 
any  civilized  country.  Was  it  not  a  mock- 
ery of  administering  law  and  justice?  The 
House  and  the  Government,  he  was  sure, 
would  not  permit  such  a  stain  upon  our 
national  character  to  continue.  We  prided 
ourselves  more  on  the  purity  with  which 
the  laws  are  administered  in  our  courts  of 
justice,  than  on  any  other  institution  of  the 
country.  The  people  placed  in  this  ano- 
malous, this  unfortunate  position,  did  not 
want  us  to  translate  the  laws  into,  or  to 
administer  them  in  their  language,  but 
they  ask  and  pray  us  to  send  the  English 
schoolmaster  amongst  them  to  teach 
them  the  language  in  which  the  laws  are 
written,  that  they  may  understand  and 
obey  them.  Energetic  means  were  in  ope- 
ration for  giving  all  classes  of  people  a  good 
education  in  all  other  civilized  countries, 
whatever  may  be  their  form  of  Government, 
from  the  democratic  republics  of  America 
and  Switzerland,  to  the  despotic  Govern^ 
ments  of  Prussia  and  Austria.  He  would  not 
detail  the  excellent  systems  adopted  in 
those  countries,  especiaDy  in  Holland  and 
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Bavaria,  but  he  called  pariiciilar  attention 
to  what  had  been  done  in  France.  Soon  after 
the  wise  sovereign  of  that  country  was 
pkced  in  power,  a  national  system  of  edu- 
cation was  commenced;  a  Minister  of  Public 
Instruction  was  luppointed,  a  law  was  passed 
to  compel  each  department  to  establish  a 
normal  school;  in  1843  there  were  76 
normal  schools  for  teaching  schoolmasters, 
and  16  for  teaching  schoolmistresses ;  52 
of  these  schools  have  land  attached  to  them 
for  teaching  agriculture  and  horticulture ; 
there  were  87  chief  inspectors  and  113  sub- 
inspectors  of  schools,  and  50,986  schools ; 
500,000Z.  of  public  money  was  voted  in 
1842,  and  the  vote  of  this  year  was  up- 
wards of  700,0002.  to  aid  in  supporting 
these  schools  for  the  education  of  a  popu- 
lation of  34,000,000.  In  Great  Britain 
there  are  ^ye  normal  schools,  seven  in- 
spectors, and  75,0002.  voted  last  year  for 
the  education  of  20,000,000  of  people. 
This  is  a  humiliating  contrast;  such  a  noble 
example  should  stimulate  the  Government 
to  establish  a  sound  system  of  education 
for  England  and  Wales.  He  (Mr.  Williams) 
was  sure,  whatever  might  be  the  cost, 
it  would  be  saved  tenfold  in  the  expense  of 
the  army,  police,  and  prisons.  If  such  a 
system  had  been  estabUshed  in  Wales,  the 
people  would  have  be^n'educated,  and  such 
occurrences  as  those  of  Newport  and  the 
Rebecca  disturbances,  and  their  lamentable 
consequences,  would  not  have  taken  place ; 
the  people  would  have  redressed  their 
grievances  by  constitutional  means  instead 
of  violence.  The  public  expense  of  two 
special  commissions  sent  to  try  the  offenders 
would  have  been  spared,  as  well  as  the 
severe  punishments  of  many,  and  the  dis- 
tress brought  on  their  families,  and  the 
pain  it  must  have  caused  the  Judges  to 
punish  men  for  offending  the  laws,  who  did 
not  understand  the  language  in  which  they 
are  written,  nor  the  language  in  which  their 
severe  sentence  was  passed  upon  them. 
The  expense  of  sending  large  bodies  of 
London  police  would  not  have  been  in- 
curred, nor  of  establishing  military  stations 
all  over  that  country  where  a  soldier  of  the 
standing  army  was  before  unknown.  The 
expenditure  now  going  on  of  140,0002.  upon 
barracks  at  Newport,  Brecon,  and  Bristol, 
would  be  saved,  as  well  as  the  cost  of  main* 
taining  soldiers  in  them.  He  (Mr.  Wil- 
liams) wished  he  could  persuade  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carmarthenshire  (Mr,  S.  Da- 
vies)  to  prevail  upon  his  brother  magistrates 
of  that  county  to  dismiss  their  recently  esta- 
blished police,  whichi  according  to  an  esti- 


mate he  saw,  consists  of  57  policMnen  at  a 
cost  of  4,7002.  a  year,  and  taKe  legal  power 
to  expend  the  same  sum  on  education* 
which  would  place  an  English  schoolmaater 
in  every  parish  at  a  salary  of  502.  a  year. 
From  his  knowledge  of  the  people,  he  would 
assert  that  the  moral  power  the  school- 
master would  create,  and  the  parish  con* 
stable,  would  maintain  peace  and  protect 
life  and  property  in  that  county,  as  effec« 
tually  as  in  any  spot  in  Britain ;  the  whole 
people  would  aid  them.  They  know  the 
poUce  are  for  coerciim,  and  that  the  school- 
master would  give  to  their  children  an 
English  education,  the  means  of  acquiring 
that  knowledge  which  would  lay  the  wide 
world  open  to  them  to  improve  their  con- 
dition and  for  their  advancement  in  life,  in- 
stead of  being  confined  by  their  native  lan- 
guage in  comparative  poverty  to  their  native 
hills  and  valleys.  A  good  sound  system  of 
education  in  Wales  would  produce  inesti- 
mable benefits;  it  would  raise  up  an  intel- 
ligent population,  who,  by  the  superior  skill 
which  it  would  bring  forth,  woidd  greatly 
increase  the  productiveness  and  wealth  of 
their  country,  whose  mountains  abound  in 
rich  minerals,  and  valleys  in  rich  soil,  now 
to  a  large  extent  undeveloped.  That  re- 
proach would  no  longer  attach  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  country,  so  forcibly 
stated  by  the  Queen's  Commissioners,  that 
in  this  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions— 

"  The  people's  ignoranee  of  the  English  Un- 
gnage,  pmotically  preyents  the  working  of  the 
laws  and  institutions,  and  impedes  the  acbninistra- 
tion  of  justice." 

Nor,  as  said  by  the  learned  Bishop  of 
St.  David's,  would  the  very  order  of  nature 
be  reversed,  that  uneducated  parents  were 
indebted  to  their  children,  who  had  received 
the  blessings  of  education,  for  instruction 
in  religious  knowledge  and  moral  principles, 
which  they  never  would  have  acquired 
without  their  assistance  and  example.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  the  attention  they 
had  given  to  him  and  moved-^ 

"^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously  ])lcased  to 
direct  an  Inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  state  of 
Education  in  the  Principality  of  Wales,  espeeially 
into  the  means  afforded  to  the  labouring  classes  of 
acquiring  a  knowledge  of  the  English  Unguage." 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said:  I  shaU  not  on 
this  occasion  occupy  much  time  in  making 
the  few  observations  which  the  speech  and 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
have  rendered  necessary;  and  I  beg,  in 
the  ^rst  place,  frankly  to  state,  that  though 
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I  do  not  concur  witH  him  in  all,  yet  I  go 
along  with  him  in  much  that  he  has  stated.  I 
Agree  with  him,  for  example,  when  he  says 
that  the  estahlishment  of  national  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  has  been  a  great  benefit  to 
that  part  of  the  United  Eangdom.  My  opin- 
ion quite  coincides  with  his,  when  he  pro- 
nounces the  existence  of  a  system  of  na- 
tional education  in  Ireland  to  be  a  very  happy 
circumstance;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
contradict  his  statement  when  he  asserts, 
that  if  we  were  to  specify  any  one  source 
more  than  another  to  which  we  might  ra- 
tionally trace  the  intellectual  superiority  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  it  would  be  their 
system  of  parochial  education.  I  also 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
when  he  alleges  that  the  ignorance  of  the 
English  language  which  unhappily  preyails 
in  me  Principality,  presents  a  yery  serious 
barrier  to  the  administration  of  the  law. 
No  man  can, be  more  strongly  persuaded 
than  I  am  of  this  truth,  that  a  knowledge 
of  the  English  language  would  be  higUy 
conduciye  to  the  welfare  of  the  working 
classes  throughout  the  whole  of  Wales.  I 
entertain  no  doubt  whateyer  that  their  ig- 
norance greatly  interferes  with  their  pros- 
perity, and  prevents  their  rising  in  the 
scale  of  society ;  and  I  regret  to  say,  that 
in  some  parts  of  the  Principality  the  igno- 
rance of  the  people  not  only  lowers  them 
intellectually,  but  depraves  their  moral 
quaUties.  In  making  these  several  admis- 
sions, however,  I  must  at  the  same  time 
take  the  liberty  of  saying,  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  not  done  justice  even  to  those 
measures  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  it  fitting  to  adopt  with 
reference  to  the  state  of  education  in  Wales. 
Justice  has  hardly  been  done  to  the  steps 
that  were  taken  immediately  after  the  un- 
happy events  which  occurred  in  the  year 
18o9.  It  was,  I  have  no  doubt,  then  felt — 
and  the  feeling  appeared  to  have  been  acted 
on — ^that  the  time  had  arrived  when  it  be- 
came the  duty  of  the  Government,  much 
more  than  it  had  ever  previously  been,  to 
make  strenuous  efforts  to  improve  the  moral 
condition  of  the  population  of  Whales.  From 
that  time  forward,  I  can  very  confidently 
assure  the  hon.  Member  and  the  House, 
that  the  attention  of  the  responsible  ad- 
visers of  the  Crown  has  been  sedulously 
directed  towards  the  great  object  of  im- 
proving the  physical  condition  of  the  work- 
mg  classes  throughout  the  United  King- 
dom, and  more  especially  in  that  portion 
of  the  country  which  forms  the  immediate 
fiubject  of  d^e  Motion  now   before  the 


House.  The  physical  condition  of  the 
people  being  advanced  a  step,  we  are  not 
unprepared  to  admit  that  their  social, 
moral,  and  religious  condition  does  require 
alteration.  We  are  now  engaged  in  pro- 
vidmg  for  the  physical  welfare  of  the  work- 
ing classes;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  their 
moral  and  social  condition  will  force  them- 
selves upon  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
In  Ireland,  a  system  of  national  edu- 
cation has  been  set  on  foot:  would  to 
God  that  we  could  agree  amongst  ourselves 
as  to  the  means  of  effectually  extending  it! 
but  at  the  same  time,  nothing  shall  induce 
me  to  despair  of  its  eventual  success.  I  do 
not  overlook  the  fact  that  many  schemes  of 
education  have  been  proposed,  and  these  se- 
veral schemes  have  appeared  to  interfere  with 
each  other ;  doubtless  they  have  done  so  to 
some  extent,  but  this  colUsion  is  far  better 
than  a  total  neglect  of  all  education.  Im- 
mediately after  the  events  of  1839,  it  be- 
came very  evident  that  there  was  a  great 
want  of  education  in  the  mining  districts. 
Mr.  Tremenheere  was  soon  afterwards  in- 
structed to  direct  his  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  to  supply  information  to  the  Govern- 
ment upon  the  state  of  education  in  Wales. 
The  hon.  Member  has  quoted  from  the 
Report  made  by  Mr.  Tremenheere  in  1840. 
The  Government  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  belonged  directed  that  a  circular 
letter  should  be  written  to  the  mining  dis- 
tricts, in  order  not  only  to  obtain  informa- 
tion, but  as  a  preliminary  step  to  the  mea- 
sures regarding  education  which  they  con- 
templated. I  propose,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  to  quote  parts  of  that  letter; 
first,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the 
attention  of  Government  has  been  directed 
to  the  subject;  and,  secondly,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  the  appeal  that  has  been 
made.  The  letter  to  which  I  refer  is  dated 
the  25th  of  March,  1840,  and  a  portion  of 
it  is  in  these  words  : — 

"  Tbe  Committee  of  Council,  /being  luixxous  to 
give  immediate  effect  to  their  wiab  to  provide  the 
means  of  an  efficient  elementary  education  for  this 
population,  are  desirous  to  encourage  the  erection 
of  school-houses,  and  the  settlement  of  well-in- 
structed and  religious  men  as  teachers  of  ele- 
mentary schools,  throughout  this  district;  and, 
feeling  assured  that  you  concur  with  them  in  con- 
sidering such  measures  as  highly  important  to  the 
future  wel&re  of  the  labouring  population  by  which 
you  are  surrounded,  and  not  less  to  the  security  of 
property  and  to  the  peace  of  society,  are  disposed 
to  offer  you  and  the  other  persons  loeally  inter- 
ested, who  are  disposed  to  co-operate,  their  assist- 
ance for  the  establishment  of  a  school  in  your  im- 
mediate neighbourhood. 

"  If,  fiirther,  the  means  can  be  provided  for  d»- 
finviog  0ie  anaual  ejpenset  of  this  schools,  so  as 


863 


SducMion 


{COMMONS^ 


tn  WdU*. 


864 


to  secure  the  Bemces  of  a  teacher,  trained  either 
in  the  normal  Boho<^  of  the  National  Society,  or  of 
the  British  and  Foreign  School  Society,  or  in  one 
of  the  normal  schools  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  or 
in  some  other  school  which  their  Lordships  may 
approve,  they  will  bo  disposed  to  afford  you  one-half 
of  the  estimated  expense  of  erecting  a  school- house 
according  to  the  plan,  specification,  and  estimate 
which  you  may  select,  upon  the  transmission  of 
the  usual  certificate." 

The  letter  then  goes  on  to  say  :^ 

**  Considering  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
district,  my  I^rds  are  disposed  to  exceed  the 
-usual  limit  of  the  grants  made  for  the  erection  of 
school'houses,  provided  they  can  be  assured,  by 
the  nature  of  the  plan  selected,  the  form  of  the 
trust-deed,  and  the  amount  of  the  annual  income 
provided  for  a  teacher,  that  the  school  will  be 
permanently  supported  and  ei&oiently  conducted." 

I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that  this  does 
not  remove  the  necessity  for  farther  exer- 
tion ;  hut  it  shows  that  some  exertion  has 
been  made.  To  eighty-fire  schools,  the 
Committee  of  the  Council  has  contributed 
10,5002.,  which  sum  has  been  principally 
employed  in  building.  Mr.  Tremenheere 
Tisited  the  district  in  which  these  sums 
have  been  spent,  and  his  visit  quite  con- 
firmed the  utility  and  necessity  of  period- 
ical inspection.  From  his  reports,  as  well 
as  from  other  evidence,  this  was  clearly 
established,  that,  comparing  the  state  of 
education  in  1839  with  the  condition  of  the 
people  in  that  respect,  when  Mr.  Tremen- 
heere made  his  last  Report,  the  population 
of  Wales  has  made  a  decided  progress. 
One  proof  of  this  improvement  is  to  be  seen 
in  the  exertions  made  by  an  hon.  Baronet 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  the  Member 
for  Merthyr-Tydvil,  who  at  his  own  ex- 
pense has  made  provision  for  the  education 
of  an  immense  number  of  the  working 
classes  at  schools  under  the  immediate 
superintendence  of  himself  and  members 
of  hre  family.  The  hon.  Baronet  built 
schools  for  the  education  of  the  children  of 
all  persons  in  his  employment,  and  as  re- 
gaiiis  education,  no  part  of  England  is  in 
better  condition.  Further,  it  is  well  known 
that  Sir  Thomas  Phillipps  built  schools  at 
his  own  expense,  and  that  in  others  of  the 
mining  districts  of  Wales  the  means  of  edu- 
cation has  been  provided,  so  that  progress 
has  evidently  been  made  in  various  parts 
of  the  Principality.  Still,  I  am  by  no 
means  indisposed  to  consent  that  further 
inquiry  should  be  made  into  the  state  of 
education  in  Wales,  but  I  object  to  thus 
addressing  the  Crown  for  a  Special  Com- 
mission. What  I  propose  is,  that  inspec- 
tors shall  immediately  be  sent  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  CouncU  to  inquire  into  the 


means  of  instruction  for  the  people  winch 
exist  in  the  Principality ;  and  the  inspec- 
tors shall  report  specially  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Coimcil.  They  will  report  speedily ; 
and  if  there  should  be  further  necessity  for 
interference,  a  fresh  appeal  to  the  House 
may  be  made.  A  considerable  sum  has 
been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Coimcil;  and  I  hope  that  the 
application  of  that  money  has  been  satis- 
factory to  the  House ;  at  the  same  time  I 
assure  the  House,  that  I  am  quite  sensible 
of  the  vast  importance  of  the  question  be- 
fore us.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Mover, 
that  even  the  diffusion  of  a  knowledge  of 
the  English  language  in  Wales,  widiout 
anything  else,  is  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance, and  one  which  I  am  most  anxious  to 
promote  next  after  the  moral  and  religious 
character  of  the  people.  The  difficulty 
with  which  we  have  to  contend  is,  how  to 
reconcile  conflicting  opinions.  I  do  not 
wish  to  discuss  a  question  of  this  kind  in- 
cidentally; but  I  will  not  to  the  last  moment 
of  my  life  give  up  the  hope  of  seeing  the 
condition  of  the  people  most  materially  im- 
proved by  those  means  of  intellectual  cul- 
tivation which  we  are  now  endeavouring 
practically  to  cany  out.  I  can  never  bring 
myself  to  believe  that  in  this  matter  Go- 
vernment will  absolutdy  falL  1  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  detain  the  House 
longer  upon  this  subject.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  consent  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  present,  I  pledge  myself  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  that  inspectors 
shall  be  sent  down  into  Wales  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  education  in  the  Princi- 
pality, and  their  Report  shall  be  forthwith 
laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  was  perfectly  wil- 
ling to  consent  to  the  arrangement  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred  to  the 
amount  of  public  money  expended  on 
schools  in  Wales.  Now,  it  was  proper  to 
observe  that  during  the  last  seven  years 
no  less  than  285,0002.  had  been  applied  to 
educational  purposes  in  England  and  Wales; 
but  of  this  sum  only  2,1  #62.  had  been  ex- 
pended in  those  five  counties  of  Wales 
where  the  recent  disturbances  took  place, 
and  which  contained  a  population  of  half  a 
million;  whereas  in  the  county  of  Stafford* 
with  about  the  same  amount  and  descrip- 
tion of  population,  no  less  than  14,50(h, 
had  been  expended. 

Mr.  WILUAMSMnrNNsaid,  he  should 
b-^  — -•  ^-iipy  to  support  ai  ^ 
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tion  withia  the  Principalit  j.  With  regard 
to  the  district  with  which  &e  hon.  Memher 
for  Coventrjr  was  chiefly  acquainted,  he 
had  certainly  no  knowledge  of  it.  Wales 
was  divided,  the  north  from  the  south,  hy  a 
ridge  of  mountains,  which  greatly  affected 
the  intercourse  hetween  the  two  parts,  and 
separated  the  one  from  the  other  as  effec- 
tually as  the  Welsh  were  separated  from 
the  English  counties.  Although  he  should 
feel  most  thcrnkfiil  for  any  additional  en- 
couragement or  improvement  of  the  schools 
in  the  Principality,  he  owed  it  to  the  class 
of  landowners  of  North  Wales  to  say  that 
the  subject  had  not  been  neglected  by  them 
as  much  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
seemed  to  think.  He  could  state,  from  his 
own  knowledge,  that  there  was  hardly  a 
parish  in  which  exertions  had  not  been 
made,  and  were  now  making,  to  extend 
education  amongst  the  people ;  that  in  pro- 
moting this  object,  the  conduct  of  the 
Established  clergy  had  been  most  praise- 
worthy ;  and,  what  was  a  most  gratifying 
fact,  they  had  been  seconded — ^but  he  would 
not  say  seconded,  for  they  were  equalled — 
by  the  exertions  of  the  Wesleyans,  Bap- 
tists, and  other  classes  of  dissenters.  Some 
paiishes  might  be  comparatively  neglected; 
but  he  did  not  know  of  one  in  which  there 
was  the  least  hostility  manifested  to  the 
object  in  view,  or  where  any  other  feehng 
prevailed  than  that  of  a  desire  to  promote 
education.  In  his  opinion  the  principal 
cause  of  the  deficiency  of  education  in 
Wales  was  to  be  found  in  the  great  extent 
of  the  parishes,  in  many  of  which  the  peo- 
ple were  obliged  to  walk  five  miles  to  get 
to  the  parish  church,  and  that  the  greatest 
advantage,  so  far  as  facilitating  education 
was  concerned,  would  arise  from  the  divi- 
sion of  those  parishes.  With  respect  to 
the  mining  population  of  North  Wales — 
and  no  doubt  the  same  observation  would 
equally  apply  to  the  same  description  of 
population  in  South  Wales — ^he  should  say 
that  the  deficiency  of  education  might  be 
attributed  to  the  rapid  increase  of  that 
population,  which  had  augmented  at  a  rate 
which  it  was  hardly  possible  for  individual 
exertions  to  meet.  He  believed  that  if  the 
Legislature  directod  its  attention  to  this 
important  subject,  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  calling  into  operation  the  voluntary 
efforts  of  individuals  throughout  the  Prin- 
cipality. 

Mb.  DAVIE  S  said,  that  ho  was  ac- 
quainted with  a  large  number  of  parishes 
in  Wales,  in  which  schools  had  been  es- 
tablished by  the  landowners,    though  he 
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admitted  there  were  also  many  in  which 
a  great  want  of  education  was  expe- 
rienced. 

Mb.  WYSB  was  very  happy  to  hear 
that  there  existed  in  Wales  a  desire  for 
increased  facilities  of  education,  and  he 
was  equally  pleased  to  learn  that  there  ex* 
isted,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  a 
feeling  of  anxiety  to  administer  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Welsh  people  in  this 
respect.  It  was  impossible  to  overstate 
the  value  and  importance  of  education. 
His  own  e2q>erience  of  Ireland  enabled 
him  to  bear  testimony  to  the  great  im- 
provement which  of  late  years  had  taken 
place  in  the  tastes,  habits,  and  feelings  of 
the  Irish  people;  and  much  of  the  ad- 
vantage which  resulted  from  that  improve- 
ment he  attributed  to  that  organized  system 
of  education  which  had  been  recently  es- 
tablished amongst  them,  and  which  might 
indeed  be  termed,  with  the  utmost  pro- 
priety, ''  national,*'  inasmuch  as  that  it 
was  gradually  extending  its  influence 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
land,  and  that  its  operation  had  proved  in 
the  last  degree  beneficial  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  all  classes  of  the  community.  It 
was  not  as  yet,  however,  that  the  full  be- 
nefit of  the  system  of  education  pursued  in 
Ireland,  under  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment, could  be  properly  imderstood  or  ap- 
preciated ;  but  when  ten  years  more  had 
elapsed,  and  when  those  who  were  now  the 
boys,  would  be  the  men  of  Ireland,  then 
indeed  the  advantages  of  a  proper  system 
of  mental  culture  would  be  perceptible,  not 
alone  in  the  increased  amount  of  informa- 
tion possessed  by  the  people,  but  in  their 
greater  order,  their  juster  regard  for  life 
and  property,  their  improved  habits  both  of 
action  and  thought,  their  more  refined  feel- 
ings, and  above  all,  in  that  higher  degree 
of  perfection  which  they  would  assuredly 
be  found  to  have  attained  in  those  moral 
and  religious  virtues  which  ought  to  be  the 
basis  of  every  system  of  education,  and 
without  which  all  knowledge  was  of  little 
avail.  The  habits,  tastes,  and  feelings  of 
the  entire  population  would  be  seen  to  be 
in  the  highest  degree  improved,  and  in 
that  improvement  would  be  found  the  best 
possible  security  for  the  future  prosperity 
and  happiness  of  the  country.  He  most 
cordially  concurred  in  the  hope  express- 
ed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, that  the  day  was  not  far  distant 
when  a  system  of  national  education  woidd 
be  established  in  England  on  a  scale  com- 
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mensurate  with  tlie  requirements  of  our 
population. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

FROST,  WILLIAMS,  AND  JOKES. 

Mr.  T.  S.  DUNCOMBE,  previous  to 
hringing  forward  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  the  extension  of  Che 
Royal  prerogative  of  mercy  to  Frost,  Wil- 
liams, and  Jones,  thought  it  right  to  ap- 
prize the  House  that  he  was  charged  with 
the  presentation  of  249  petitions,  signed 
by  no  less  than  1,400,000  persons,  pray- 
ing that  the  House  would  be  pleased  to  in- 
terfere on  behalf  of  those  ill-advised  and 
unfortunate  men,  with  a  view  to  procure 
their  restoration  to  their  homes  and  fami- 
lies. He  would  not  weary  the  House  by 
particularizing  the  names  of  all  the  towns 
m  England  and  Scotland  from  which  those 
jpetitions  had  emanated ;  but  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  reading  the  names  of  a  few 
of  the  places,  that  the  House  might  un- 
derstand that  the  petitions  in  question  em- 
bodied the  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of 
some  of  the  most  important  localities  in 
the  Empire.  He  was  entrusted  with  peti- 
tions from  the  following  localities,  inde- 
pendently of  others  far  too  numerous  to 
specify  by  name :  Exeter,  Lambley,  Not- 
tingham, Clayton  (York),  Manchester  (two 
petitions),  Crewkeme  (Somerset),  Ashbur- 
ton,  Birmingham  (two  petitions),  Halifax, 
Reading,  Dundee  (two  petitions,  one  2,418), 
Huddersfield,  Darlington,  Plymouth,  Edin- 
burgh, Stainland,  Leeds  (two  petitions), 
Bradford  (two  petitions),  Radford  (Notts), 
Haworth  (Yorkshire),  Stanhope,Linlithgow, 
Bowden,  (Roxburgh),  Paisley,  Becking  and 
Braintree,  Bacup  (3,000),  Wigton,  Stoke- 
upon-Trent,  Oxford,  Old  Basford,  Shore- 
ditch,  Sudbury,  Preston,  Whitechapel,  Der- 
by, Redditch,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  Bury, 
(Lancashire),  Clackmannan,  Cleckheaton, 
HuU,Bradford(9,000),Manchester(40,446), 
Salford  (10,710),  Tavistock,  Newport 
(Tovni  Council),  Hanley,  Collumpton,  De- 
vizes, Milborne  Port,  Chorley,  London 
(two  petitions),  Radford,  Staley  Bridge, 
St.  Luke's,  Newton-upon-Ayr,  Crayford 
(253),  Warwick,  Hamilton,  Glasgow,  Wi- 
gan  (3,370),  Ayrshire,  Haslingden  (Lanca- 
shire), Prescot,  Chepstow,  Tower  Hamlets 
(760),  Mr.  Howitt  (author),  Thomas  Cooper 
(ditto),  Sheffield(13,000),  Bradford  (Wilts), 
Nuneaton  (Warwick),  StaflFord,  Kidder- 
minster, (1,003),  West  Riding,  Todmor- 
den  (3,040),  Warley,  Bexley,  Leeds 
(32,500:    Dr.  Hook,  the   vicar,   twelve 


members  of  the  town-council,  the  chair- 
man and  vice-chairman  of  the  board  of 
guardians,  and  several  of  the  members 
signed  it.)  He  also  had  the  honour  of 
presenting  petitions,  signed  by  the  chair- 
men on  benalf  of  various  numerously  at- 
tended meetings  which  had  been  held  in 
Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and  other  localities. 
It  had  been  represented  to  him — and  he 
believed  with  truth  —  that  the  petitions 
which  he  had  to  present  that  evening  em- 
bodied in  the  aggregate  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  about  3,000,000  of  British  sub- 
jects. It  was  impossible  that  he  could  find 
time  for  a  distinct  or  separate  allusion  to  all 
those  docimients,  but  there  was  one  of  them 
to  which  he  was  anxious  to  make  a  special 
reference,  because  of  its  peculiar  and  im- 
portant characteristics.  He  alluded  to  the 
petition  which  had  emanated  from  Aber- 
gavenny, in  Wales,  to  which  were  attached 
633  signatures.  Amongst  these  signatures 
were  to  be  found  the  names  of  six  of  the 
jurymen  who  had  tried  Frost,  Williams, 
and  Jones.  The  gentleman  who  had  pro- 
cured these  last-mentioned  signatures  stated 
that  he  had  not  been  able  to  make  out  more 
than  six  of  the  twelve  who  composed  the 
jury,  but  that  those  six  expressed  a  feeUng 
of  strong  sympathy  for  the  unhappy  men 
who  were  affected  by  their  verdict,  and  did 
not  make  the  slightest  scruple  to  attach 
their  names  to  the  petitions.  Three  of  the 
jury  had  died  since  the  trial,  two  could  not 
be  found  out,  and  as  for  the  sixth,  there 
was  no  use  in  asking  him  for  his  signature, 
for  he  could  not  write.  He  was  a  man  of 
then  ame  of  Christopher,  but  he  was  so 
hopelessly  ignorant  diat  he  could  not  tell 
whether  his  proper  appellation  was  John 
Christopher,  or  Christopher  John.  In  all 
these  petitions  the  prayer  was  merely  to 
the  effect  that  the  House  would  be  pleased 
to  use  its  influence  on  behalf  of  these  mis- 
guided men,  in  the  hope  of  inducing  Her 
Majesty  to  make  them  objects  for  the  exer- 
cise of  her  Royal  prerogative  of  mercy.  The 
petitioners  did  not  mean  to  justify  or  pal- 
liate in  the  slightest  degree  the  criminal 
conduct  of  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones. 
What  they  said  was,  that  looking  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  peculiar  case  of  these 
men,  and  having  regard  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  generally  at  the 
period  of  their  trial,  and  having  before  their 
minds  the  examples  of  other  persons  who 
had  been  made  objects  for  the  exercise  of 
the  Royal  mercy,  and  in  whose  behalf  that 
prerogative  had  been  extended  without  in- 
jury to  the  interests  of  the  community  at 
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large — wliat  they  (the  petitioners)  respect- 
fully contended  for  was,  that  having  regard 
to  all  those  things,  they  were  warranted  in 
entertaining  a  hope  that  the  House  would 
address  the  Queen  on  hehalf  of  Frost,  Wil- 
liams, and  Jones,  and  heg  of  Her  Majesty 
to  he  graciously  pleased  to  show  them 
some  degree  of  mercy.  If  he  could  prevail 
on  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  to  give, 
not  to  say  an*  assurance,  hut  even  the 
slightest  intimation  for  himself  and  his  Col- 
leagues in  office,  that  these  humane  suppli- 
cations should  receive  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government  that  attentive  consideration  to 
which  they  were  unquestionahly  entitled, 
he  would  not  trespass  for  one  moment 
longer  on  the  attention  of  the  House,  hut 
would  leave  the  prayers  of  the  petitions  to 
he  dealt  with  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  as 
they  might  think  fit,  feeling  confidently 
assured,  that  not  only  would  justice  be  done 
to  the  petitioners,  but  that  that  description 
of  justice  would  be  awarded  to  Frost  and 
his  companions  which  was  consistent  with 
the  principles  of  a  wise  and  sound  policy — 
justice  tempered  with  mercy.  If  an  en- 
gagement of  this  kind  were  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  part  of  the  Mi- 
nistry, he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  would  desist 
from  his  task,  nor  trespass  for  one  moment 
longer  on  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
paused  for  a  reply. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  thought  that  it  would 
be  the  better  course  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  make  his  statement.  He  would  then 
take  occasion  to  explain  what  were  his 
views  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  duncombe  said,  that  after  what 

had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  had 

no  alternative  but  to  submit  to  the  House 

the   Motion  of  which  he  had  given  no- 

ti«e: — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  take  into  Her  Majesty's  most  gracious  con- 
sideration the  Petitions  of  the  People  presented 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parliament,  in  fii- 
vour  of  a  restoration  to  their  native  land  of  Frost, 
Williams,  and  Jones." 

He  would  trespass  for  as  short  a  period  as 
possible  on  the  time  and  attention  of  the 
House,  while  he  endeavoured  to  explain 
what  his  views  were  upon  this  subject. 
He  was  fully  cognizant  of  the  difficulties 
and  dangers  he  had  to  contend  with.  He 
knew  very  well  the  alarm  and  the  preju- 
dices which  a  question  of  this  kind  was 
calculated  to  evoke,  and  he  also  knew  very 
well  the  magnitude  and  importance  of  the 


obstacle  he  had  to  encounter  in  the  opinion 
which  prevailed  amongst  very  many  hon. 
Members  of  that  House;  and  prevailed,  too, 
not,  he  was  free  to  admit,  without  some 
warranty  in  truth,  that  it  was  not  expedient 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  interfere 
with  any  of  the  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown,  and,  least  of  all  with  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy.  To  this  doctrine,  in 
a  general  sense,  he  did  not  object ;  but  he 
contended  that  there  were  cases  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  not  only  might  with 
propriety  interfere,  but  in  which  they  were 
bound  in  propriety  to  do  so.  Circumstances 
of  a  very  special  and  peculiar  character 
might  justify  and  absolutely  create  the 
necessity  for  such  an  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Commons  ;  but  while 
he  made  this  assertion,  he  was  quite  free 
to  admit  that  the  Member  who  sought  to 
procure  the  exercise  of  that  interference 
was  bound  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House,  that  he  had  not  had  recourse  to 
this  proceeding,  until  all  other  means  for 
attaining  the  end  he  had  in  view  had  been 
attempted  in  vain.  But  surely  he  was 
perfectly  warranted  in  asserting  that,  be- 
fore the  present  Motion  was  introduced,  no 
means  had  been  left  unessayed  for  the  ac- 
complishment of  the  object  which  was  de- 
sired to  be  attained.  Nothing  had  been 
left  imdone  by  the  various  petitioners  who 
had  addressed  that  House  for  a  series  of 
years  past,  to  induce  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  procure  an  extension  of  the 
mercy  of  the  Crown  to  these  unhappy  men. 
He  was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  baronet 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  admitting,  that 
in  the  course  of  last  year  memorials  with- 
out end  passed  through  the  Home  Office, 
and  had  been  (as  it  was  to  be  presumed) 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  laid  at 
the  foot  of  the  Throne.  But  it  was  all  to 
no  purpose.  The  Government  found  it 
impossible  to  arrive  at  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  consistent  with  their  public  duty 
to  accede  to  the  prayers  of  the  petitioners. 
He  did  not  complain  of  this.  He  was  far 
from  desiring  to  utter  a  complaint  or  to 
cast  any  censure  on  the  Government  for 
the  course  which  they  had  felt  it  their  duty 
to  adopt.  Bearing  in  mind  the  grievous 
offence  of  which  Frost,  Williams,  and 
Jones  had  been  accused  and  found  guilty — 
the  heinous  offence  of  high  treason — he 
was  free  to  admit  that  no  Government 
would  be  justified  in  recommending  the 
extension  of  pardon  to  those  men  hastily, 
unpremeditatedly,  or  on  light  grounds.  He 
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wu  perfectly  ready  to  acknowledge  that  a 
great  and  unmittakeable  inaiufe«tatioa  of 
public  opinion  inside  that  House  and  out- 
side it  ought  to  be  eiLibited  before  such  a 
couTBC  should  be  taken;  but  what  he  con 
tended  for  in  the  present  intance  was,  that 
in  the  case  of  tliese  nnhappj  men,  ho 
Htrong,  BO  extraordinaiy,  and  so  univerHal 
a  demODstration  of  public  feeling  had  been 
made  In  this  country  as  would  afford  ample 
justification  for  a  compliance  on  the  part  of 
the  Ministry  with  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioners. The  sympathy  in  favour  of  these 
tuiHguidedaud  unfortunate  individuale  arose 
from  two  causes.  In  the  first  place,  it  pro- 
ceeded from  a  doubt  which  existed  in  the 
minds  of  four-fifths  of  the  population,  whe- 
ther the  conviction  of  these  men  were  alto- 
f  ether  legal.  There  could  be  no  question 
ut  that  that  conviction  was  involved  in 
great  doubt — uncertainty  not  confined  to 
the  uneducated  only,  or  to  those  who  were 
illiterate  and  unlearned  in  the  law,  but 
shared,  as  ho  conld  assure  the  House,  by 
meu  of  the  highest  Intelligence,  and  even 
eminent  lawyers.  And  when,  moreover, 
he  directed  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  fact,  that  the  fifteen  Judges  had  divided 
six  to  nine  upon  one  point,  and  nino  to  six 
upon  another,  would  any  one  say  that  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  doubt  whether  those 
men  should  have  been  tried  at  alt  ?  The 
great  probability — nay,  it  almost  amounted 
to  a  certainty — was,  that  the  men  would 
not  have  been  tried  at  all,  that  the  issue 
would  not  have  gone  to  the  jury  at  all,  if 
the  point  which  was  raised  in  favour  of  the 
prisoners  by  Sir  F.  Pollock  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whom  he  saw  before 
him  (Sir  F.  Kelly)  had  been  decided  by  the 
court  initanUr,  in.'itcad  of  being  reserved 
for  the  decision  of  tho  fifteen  Judges.  He 
wished  to  have  it  expressly  understood  that 
he  did  not  find  fault  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  trial  had  been  conducted,  in 
bringing  forward  this  question  ;  he  begged 
also  most  distinctly  to  disclaim  being  actu- 
ated by  any  party  feelings  whatsoever ;  and 
inost  sincerely  did  ho  hope  that  no  party 
feeling  would  be  permitted  to  enter  into 
the  discussion.  The  petitions  which  he  had 
presented  that  night  had  been  signed  by 
men  of  all  classes,  all  creeds,  and  f'' 
ties  of  political  opinion.  They  w 
without  regard  to  chartism  or 
toryism  or  whiggcry ;  by  men 
feeling,  whose  principol  or  soli 
atlat-htng  their  Biijnalures  was,  1 
aure  of  mercy  niisht  be  OTtendi 
whose  cose  tlicy  believed  would  ^ 
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of  the  Boyol  pren^tive, 
without  Injury  to  the  Intereats  of  the  com- 
munity or  the  administraUon  of  justice. 
He  D^de  no  complaint  of  any  one.  He 
admitted  that  the  officers  of  the  Crown  who 
prosecuted  in.  the  case  of  Frost  and  hia 
companions,  conducted  their  case  in  a  man- 
ner which  reflected  honour  on  tbaoselves 
and  their  profession :  for  they  acted  throngh- 
out  with  moderadon,  temper,  and  sound 
discretion ;  and  it  was  also  unquestionable 
that  the  prisoners  had  been  defended  with 
the  utmost  ability  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  opposite,  and  also  by  the  learned 
personage  who  was  now  Chief  Boron.  But 
this  was  not  the  question  at'lssue.  It  was 
well  known  that  an  objection  was  taken  at 
the  trial,  which  the  presiding  Judges  did 
not  feel  themselves  at  liberty  to  decide ; 
and  which  was  accordingly  reserved  for  the 
opinion  of  the  fifteen  Judges.  However,  if 
the  court  hod  been  pressed  for  its  decision 
without  delay,  the  subsequently-expressed 
opinions  of  Mr.  Baron  Parke  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Williams  left  little  ground  for  doubting 
but  that  the  prisoners  would  have  been  then 
and  there  acquitted.  But  the  point  was 
reserved  for  the  fifteen  Judges,  and  the 
trial  went  on.  \Vhat  was  the  point?  tie 
hoped  that  none  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
then  listening  to  him  would  ever  be  put  oti 
his  trial  for  high  treason ;  but  if  such  a 
calamity  should  ever  befall  any  of  them,  it 
might  be  ai  well  that  they  should  be  pro- 
vided beforehand  with  this  piece  of  infor- 
mation— that  it  was  their  right  to  have 
delivered  to  them,  at  one  and  the  same 
time  (that  was  to  say,  ten  clear  daya 
before  the  trial),  a  copy  of  the  indict- 
ment, and  with  it  a  list  of  the  jurr, 
and  a  list  of  tho  witnesses  propoHed  to  be 
examined.  Now  the  objec^on  raised  by 
counsel  on  behalf  of  the  prisoners  was, 
that  these  documents  had  not  been  given  at 
one  and  the  some  time ;  and  he  heUevcd 
there  eould  be  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  assertion.  The  copy  of  tho 
indictment  was  furnished  on  a  Thnraday ; 
but  the  lists  of  the  jury  and  of  the  wit- 
nesses not  until  the  Tuesday  following,  five 
days  being  thus  allowed  to  intcrrene.  Six 
of  the  Judir  '  "  - '  that  the  objection 
~as  altog  -Jie  trial  and  eon- 

ion,  a  hat  tlie  objection 

1  ha  -alid  if  taken  r 
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time,  but  the  objection  vas  not  taken  in 
time.     What  was  Sir  Frederick  Pollock's 
argument? — and  he  must  say,   that   the 
conduct  of  Sir  Frederick  Pollock,  through 
the  whole  of  those  proceedings,  reflected 
the  greatest  credit  upon  that  individual — 
not  only  upon  his  talents,  but  upon  his 
heart  and  his  humanity.     What  was  his 
argument?     Sir  Frederick   Pollock  pro- 
tested before  his  God  and  his  country  that 
he  could  not  find  authority,  principle,  or 
justice  that  could  enable  him  to  take  the 
objection  at  any  other  time  than  the  time 
he  did,  and  which  nine  out  of  the  fifteen 
Judges  said  ought  to  be  taken  earlier. 
Now,  suppose  this  case  came  before  the 
fifteen  Judges  at  the  present  time,  when 
Sir  Frederick  Pollock  was  on  the  bench, 
that  would  bring  to  it,  at  all  events,  the 
casting  vote  of  one  of  those  Judges,  and 
then  it  might  be  seven  to  seven  upon  this 
very  point.     Were  there  no  other  autho* 
rities  in  favour  of  the  view  of  the  six 
Judges?      Look  to  the  decision  of  four 
Judges  out  of  five  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench     If  Frost,   Williams,   and  Jones, 
were  tried  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
instead  of  being  tried  at  Newport,  they  must 
have  been  acquitted,  for  four  out  of  five  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  recorded 
their  votes  in  favour  of  its  being  an  illegal 
conviction,  saying  it  was  fatal,  and  that  the 
objection  was  taken  in  time.  They  had  also 
the  authority  of  Lord  Brougham  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  who  stated — 

*'  If  the  majority  of  the  Judges  at  the  trial  had 
decided,  upon  bei^g  pressed  for  their  decision, 
they  must  needs  have  instantly  been  acquitted. 
It  was  an  objection  fittal  to  the  whole  proceed- 
ing —  it  applied  to  every  one  of  the  witnesses. 
Ihe  jury  were  empanneUed — the  plea  had  been 
pleaded---nay,  more  than  that,  again  they  could 
not  have  been  tried.  That  was  the  first  and  prin- 
cipal ground  he  wished  their  Lordships  to  consi- 
der, and  the  other  was  altogether  independent  of 
the  former.  The  counsel  for  the  prisoner  had  a 
right  to  press  for  judgment  at  the  trial,  and  it  now 
turned  out — because  they  knew  what  the  Judges 
had  done — ^it  turned  out,  too,  that  two  out  of  those 
Judges  were  in  fhvour  of  the  objection  made  at  the 
trial,  and  of  the  party  waiving  the  objection  until 
after  the  arraignment  and  plea  pleaded.  It  con- 
sequently followed  as  a  matter  of  absolute  demon- 
stration, that  if  they  liad  exercised  their  right  of 
pressing  the  objection  at  the  trial  at  Monmouth,  it 
oonsequently  followed,  as  a  certainty,  that  the  ob- 
jection would  have  been  sustained,  and  the  trial  at 
once  put  an  end  to.  He  ( Lord  Brougham)  knew,  in 
point  of  £ict,  that  that  was  not  an  opinion  taken  up 
after  the  arguments  in  town,  but  it  was  their  opin- 
ion at  Monmouth,  at  the  trial.  A  stronger  case 
— but  infinitely  strengthened  by  the  bargain  made 
with  the  counsel — ^a  stronger  case  for  a^lute  ac- 
quittal, in  the  whole  course  of  his  professional  ex- 
perience, he  confessed  he  had  never  known.    He 


considered,  looking  at  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  that  these  unfortunate  individuals  were  enti- 
tled 'to  a  total  release,  an  extension  of  mercy  it 
could  not  be  called,  because  he  conceived  that  a 
total  release  was  a  legal  right  and  justice.'* 

It  was  due  to  Lord  Brougham  to  state, 
that  not  only  by  that  speech,  stating  those 
sentiments  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  but 
otherwise,  he  did  the  utmost  that  it  was 
possible  for  man  to  do,  not  only  to  save  the 
lives  but  to  regain  the  liberties  of  those 
men,  and  to  carry  out  what  he  then  said, 
namely,  that  an  acquittal  was  their  legsd 
right.     The  conviction  was  confirmed  by 
the  Judges;   but  recollect  what  had  oc- 
curred at  that  time,  and  the  feeling  that 
existed  in  the  public  mind.     Why  at  that 
time  about  four  millions  of  signatures  were 
attached  to  petitions  to  the  Queen  in  favour 
of  those  men.     They  knew  very  well  that 
the  execution  of  those  men  was  fixed  for 
the  Thursday  following  the  decision  of  the 
Judges,   which  was  given  on  a  Friday. 
They  knew  that  the  scaffold  was  erected — 
that  the  block  was  prepared — ^that  the  exe- 
cutioner went  down ;  but  then  the  humane 
voice  of  the  British  public  succeeded,  but 
it  did  not  succeed  until  it  was  pushed  on 
and  accelerated  by  Lord  Brougham  and 
Sir  Frederick  Pollock.      Let  them  read 
the  papers  of  that  day,  and  they  would  find 
it  stated  that  Sir  Frederick  Pollock  waited 
six  times — ^he  thought  on  the  Friday  and 
Saturday  preceding  the  execution,  after 
the   decision  of  the  Judges — upon  Lord 
Melbourne  and  the  Home  Secretary  at  that 
time.     He  was  returning  from  them  in  dis- 
tress and  dismay,  having  found  those  par- 
ties totally  inexorable,  and  resolved  that 
those  men's  lives  should  be  sacrificed — ^he 
saw  Lord  Brougham  in  the  ante-room  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  stated  his  distress, 
that  he  had  been  so  often  with  the  Minis- 
ters that  day,  and  could  make  no  impres- 
sion upon  them ;  and  Lord  Brougham's  an- 
swer to  him  was,  "  Go  the  seventh  time, 
and  say  that  those  men  will  be  legaUy  mur- 
dered if  they  persevere. " '  The  seventh  visit 
was  sufficient :  they  changed  the  sentence, 
and  the  public  voice  and  humanity  did  tri- 
umph on  that  occasion.     The  sentence  of 
execution  was  commuted  to  transportation 
for  life.  But  there  would  always  remain  this 
doubt  on  the  public  mind,  that  if  this  were  a 
sentence  which  they  would  not  and  could 
not  execute  by  infiicting  the  utmost  penalty 
of  the  law,  they  could  not  execute  it  legally 
even  by  transportation — transportation  not 
making  that  conviction  legal  that  would  be 
illegal  for  execution — and  that  impression 
still  existed.     At  that  time  petitions  poured 
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in  upon  the  then  existing  Government,  and 
au  answer  was  given  that  it  was  necessary 
to  make  an  example  of  those  persons  ;  hut 
there  was  a  sort  of  hope  held  out,  that  if 
their  future  conduct  entitled  them  to  the 
clemency  and  mercy  of  the  Crown,  after  a 
certain  number  of  years  their  case  should 
be  taken  into  consideration.     That  time 
was  now  arrived.     The  people  of  this  coun- 
try thought  that  after  six  years  of  great 
suffering,  the  law — the  majesty  of  the  law 
— ^was  sufficiently  vindicated.     Frost  and 
his  companions  were  for  three  years  work- 
ing in  chains.     In  what  part  of  the  world 
did  they  find  a  political  prisoner — for  after 
all  they  were  political  prisoners,  though  of 
the  highest  class — ^in   what  part  of  the 
world,!^  repeated,  did  they  find  a  political 
prisoner  treated  in  that  manner  ?  Did  they 
treat  them  so  in  France  ?  Where  were  they 
so  treated  ?  But  he  did  not  now  complain 
of  that.  He  did  not  ask  for  their  acquittal, 
but  he  asked  for  their  release ;    and  he 
must  observe,  that  it  was  a  most  extraor- 
dinary thing  that  England  was  the  only 
country  where,  on  occasions  of  great  re- 
joicing, they  did  not  offer  an  amnesty  to 
political  prisoners.  Look  to  France.  There 
was,  to  oe  sure,  a  remission  of  sentences 
made  in  England  at  the  birth  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales.     Parties  were  released  from  dif- 
ferent prisons,  and  pardons  granted  them; 
hut  the  case  of  no  political  prisoner  re- 
ceived a  merciful  consideration.     Look  to 
France,  and  see  what  occurred  there  within 
these  two  years ;  in  the  year  1844,  upon 
what  was  considered  the  victory  and  the 
triumph  of  the  French  arms  on  the  coast 
of  Africa.     It  was  stated  in  the  ordinance 
which  released  those  parties.     In  conse- 
quence of  the  exploits  of  the  Prince  de 
Joinville,  between  fifty  and  sixty  republi- 
cans were  released  from  prison  at  Doulcns, 
and  six  Bonapartists.     There  was  a  partial 
amnesty,  in  consequence  of  the  victory  that 
had  crowned  the  French  arms  on  that  oc- 
casion.    It  was  not  a  general  amnesty,  but 
a  partial  amnesty;  and  amongst  the  par- 
ties released  were  several  of  those  who — ^it 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House — 
proceeded  from  England  to  Boulogne,  and 
made  almost  as  insane  and  rash  an  attempt 
at  insurrection  as  that  made  by  Frost  and 
the  other  parties  who  descended  from  the 
hills  in  Wales.     It  was  a  partial  amnesty, 
but  he  trusted  would  be  made  a  general 
one,  and  that  Prince  Louis  Bonaparte  and 
others  would  bo  released.     Several  of  his 
colleagues  and  companions  had  been  re- 
leased, and  there  was  an  individual  to  be 


found  in  the  list  of  persons  released  who 
was  concerned  in  the  attempt  to  assassinate 
the  Duke  d'Aumale.  He  was  pardoned 
and  set  free;  and  was  there  no  instance  in 
EngUsh  history  for  such  an  amnesty  ? 
Was  there  any  reason  against  it  ?  Had  not 
our  arms  been  equaUy  victorious,  and  their 
country  equally  prosperous  ?  And  was  not 
this  a  time  for  the  Government  to  show 
some  degree  of  mercy  ?  They  were  inviting 
France  at  that  moment  to  a  more  liberal 
commercial  policy,  and  why  should  thej 
be  behind  France  in  the  race  of  mercy? 
They  should  follow  her  example  by  releas- 
ing those  persons ;  sufficient  punishment 
had  been  inflicted  upon  them,  the  law  bad 
been  sufficiently  satisfied,  and  by  now  par- 
doning them  the  Government  would  act  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country.  He 
knew  that  great  prejudices  and  alarms  ex- 
isted on  the  subject,  and  he  knew  nothing 
that  could  more  tend  to  create  them  than 
the  letters  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Macaulay),  addressed  to  some  of  his  con- 
stituents of  Edinburgh.  Hia  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  that  those  individuals  were 
great  criminals.  He  did  not  wish  to  pal- 
liate for  an  instant  their  offence — ^no  more 
did  any  of  the  petitioners.  But  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh  was  creating  an  unneces- 
sary prejudice  against  those  individuals, 
and  causing  unnecessary  alarm,  in  case  the 
Government  thought  fit  to  recall  them. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  in 
one  of  those  letters.  That  they  have  not 
endured  sufficient  punishment.    He  says — 

**  But  rely  upon  it,  there  will  be  insurrections 
enough  if  turbulent  and  designings  men  are  ap* 
prized  that  the  penalty  of  raising  a  civil  war  ia 
henceibrth  to  be  less  than  the  penalty  of  robbing 
a  hen-roost.  Thinking  this,  I  cannot  hold  out 
any  hope  that  I  shall  rote  for  any  Address  in  fa- 
Tour  of  those  criminals.'* 

He  would  observe,  with  reference  to  a  pas- 
sage in  that  letter,  that  if  the  law  did 
transport  a  man  for  life  for  robbing  a  hen- 
roost, that  was  a  most  severe  law,  and  the 
sooner  it  was  corrected  the  hotter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  in  another  place 
in  that  letter — 

"  They  raised  a  rebellion  which  you  admit  to 
have  been  unjustifiable,  led  thousands  of  ignorant 
labouring  men  into  guilt  and  danger,  fii'ea  on  the 
Queen's  troops,  wounded  a  magistrate  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  caused  the  deaths  of  several 
unhappy  creatures." 

He  believed  that  Frost's  object  was  to 
make  a  moral  demonstration  in  favour  of 
Vincent   then  in   prison;    but  when  ten 
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or  twelve  thousand  men  got  together,  it 
was  hard  to  say  what  would  be  the  re- 
sult, particularly  when  there  were  some  of 
them  with  arms  in  their  hands.  Unless 
they  could  see  into  the  breasts  of  those 
men,  it  was  impossible  to  say  what  was 
their  intention.  He  must  look  to  their 
acts ;  but  what  he  complained  of  was,  that 
those  two  letters  should  be  published  in 
connexion  with  the  petition  he  had  the 
honour  of  presenting  to  the  House,  and 
which  was  called  at  that  time  the  national 
petition.  It  was  coupling  the  outrages  of 
those  men  with  what  was  supposed  to  be 
the  object  of  the  petition,  and  he  must  say 
that  his  name  was  most  unfairly  introduced 
into  that  letter.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says — 

'*  I  believe  that  the  non-electors  are  as  deeply 
interested  as  I  am  in  the  Becurity  of  property  and 
the  maintenance  of  order ;  but  I  belieye  that  a 
yery  hirge  portion  of  them  do  not  understand  their 
own  interest.  That  it  is  so  I  have  proof  under 
their  own  hands.  I  refer  to  the  petition  which 
Mr.  Duncombe  presented  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1842.  In  that  document  some  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  Chartists  asked  for  the  franchise, 
and  told  us  how  they  meant  to  use  it.  They 
avowed  that  their  objects  were  national  bank- 
mptcy-'iionflscation  of  the  soil — of  canals— of 
railroads— of  machinery,  in  short,  tho  destruction 
of  all  property." 

He,  therefore,   presenting  a  petition  for 

the  destruction  of  all  property,  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  continued — > 

*'  I  was  firmly  convinced,  and  am  firmly  con- 
vinced, that  such  measures  would  produce  indes- 
cribable misery  to  the  great  majority  of  the  peti- 
tioners. I  reftised  them  the  franchise  as  I  would 
reAise  a  raxor  to  a  man  who  told  me  be  wanted  it 
in  order  to  out  his  throat." 

He  must  say,  he  wished  he  had  been  near 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  was 
about  to  take  up  the  pen  ;  for,  if  he  were, 
he  would  hare  refused  him  the  pen  as  de- 
terminedly as  the  right  hon.  Uentleman 
dechured  he  would  refuse  the  man  the  ra- 
zor. He  was  not  obnoxious  to  the  charge 
of  supporting  a  petition  the  avowed  object 
of  which  was  national  bankruptcy,  and  the 
destruction  of  all  property.  He  should  be 
unworthy  of  a  seat  in  that  House  if  he 
presented  such  a  petition.  That  petition 
emanated  from  about  three  millions  of  his 
fellow  subjects ;  and  he  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gendeman  would  point  out  any  pas- 
sage that  bore  such  conatruotion  as  that 
which  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  put 
upon  it.  He  did  not  say  the  petition  was 
well  or  ably  drawn  up,  but  he  would  say 
there  was  nothing  in  it  to  justify  sueh  a 
serious  charge.  One  passage  in  that  pe- 
tition runs  thus : — 


"  That  your  petitioners  deeply  deplore  the  exist- 
ence of  any  kind  of  monopoly  in  this  nation :  and 
whilst  they  unequivocally  condemn  the  levying  of 
any  tax  upon  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  upon 
those  articles  principally  required  by  the  labour- 
ing classes,  they  are  also  sensible  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  any  one  monopoly  will  never  unshackle 
labour  from  its  misery  until  the  people  possess 
that  power  under  which  all  monopoly  and  oppres- 
sion must  cease;  and  your  petitioners  respect- 
fully mention  the  existing  monopolies  of  the  suf- 
frage, of  paper  money,  of  machinery,  of  land,  of 
the  public  press,  of  religious  privileges,  of  the 
means  of  travelling  and  transit,  and  a  host  of 
other  evils  too  numerous  to  mention,  all  arising 
from  class  legislation,  but  which  your  hon.  House 
has  always  consistently  endeavoured  to  increase 
instead  of  diminish.** 

He  really  did  not  see  how  anybody  could 
say  that  that  was  a  petition  for  the  de* 
Btruotion  of  Ufe  and  property.  There  was 
a  monopoly  of  suffrage.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
was  there  ;  but  he  could  tell  them  that 
there  was  a  monopoly  of  paper.  There 
was  also  a  monopoly  of  machinery ;  and, 
decidedly,  of  land.  It  was  what  ihey  were 
fighting  about  every  day,  and  that  mono* 
poly  was  contended  for  by  the  agricultural 
and  landed  interest  of  the  country  to  the 
present  time.  There  was  a  monopoly  of 
religion,  and  also  of  the  means  of  travel- 
ling and  transit.  Had  they  not  been  pass- 
ing BiUs  with  reference  to  railway  travel- 
ling, and  not  allowing  that  monopoly  to 
different  companies  ?  But  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  look  to  the  concluding 
sentence  of  that  petition : — 

"  And  that  your  petitioners,  desiring  to  promote 
the  peace  of  the  United  Kingdom,  security  of  pro- 
perty, and  prosperity  of  oommeree,  seriously  and 
earnestly  press  this  their  petition  on  the  attention 
of  your  hon.  House." 

There  was  no  proposition  for  the  confisca- 
tion of  property,  or  to  create  national 
bankruptcy  laid  down  in  that  petition.  He 
presumed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  wrote 
those  letters  and  authoriaed  their  publica- 
tion ;  but  he  must  say,  he  thought  they 
were  unfortunate  letters  to  be  written  at 
that  time,  and  were  certainly  calculated  to 
prejudice  a  Motion  of  this  sort ;  and  if  any 
Gentlemen  were  about  to  speak  against  his 
proposition  in  consequence  of  the  impres- 
sions they  might  have  imbibed  from  read- 
ing those  letters,  he  hoped  they  would 
read  the  national  petition  before  they  en- 
tered into  any  discussion  on  that  point. 
He  agreed  in  the  opinion  expressed  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  electors  of  West- 
minster by  an  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  had  lately  a  seat  in  that  House  (Cap- 
tain Rous).    The  Committee  appointed  for 
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the  purpose  of  endeavouring  to  procnre  the 
liberation  of  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones, 
addressed  letters  on  the  subject  to  Captain 
Rous,  and  also  to  his  (Mr.  Dunconibe's) 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  present  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  WeHtminster.  Sir  De 
Lacy  Svang  stated  that  he  would  give 
them  every  assistance  in  his  power,  and 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  their  release. 
Captun  Rous  said,  "nothing  would  give 
him  more  pleasure  than  to  hear  that  Her 
Uajesty's  Uovemment  had  ordered  the  re- 
lease of  Frost.  Jones,  and  Williams  ;  that 
he  believed  they  were  more  likely  to  re- 
ceive a  pardon  ^m  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Oo- 
Tonunent  than  from  the  Whigs."  They, 
therefore,  had  it  from  a  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty that  they  were  more  likely  to  re- 
ceive the  liberation  of  those  men  from 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  than 
from  a  Whig  Government — more  particu- 


larly after  this  letter  from  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  been  Secretary  at 
War  and  a  Cabinet  Minister  under  the 
Whigs,  and  might  be  Secretary  at  War 
and  a  Cabinet  Hinister  agun.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  next  wrote  about  the 
litia,  and  in  a  very  bellicose  strain 
He  thought  they  were  more  likely  to 
receive  the  release  of  Frost,  Williams,  and 
Jones,  from  the  present  Government  than 
from  any  other,  particularly  when  he  saw 
the  Solicitor  General  sitting  near  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman knew  the  case  well,  and  he  hod  read 
bis  able  speech  on  the  occasion.  Of  course 
the  counsel  of  a  priaoaer  was  not  concluded 
by  the  language  he  expressed  when  ar- 
giung  a  case  ;  hut  they  might  see  his  senti- 
ments mnning  through  the  whole  of  his 
address,  from  which  they  might  see  that 
those  individuals  were  ill-used.  He  felt  as- 
sured that  the  conduct  of  Sir  Frederick 
Pollock  was  such  as  to  entitle  him  to  make 
that  observattmi;  for  after  Frost  was  con- 
demned, after  sentence  was  passed  on  hira 
that  he  should  be  hanged,  drawn,  and  quar- 
tered, what  did  Sir  Frederick  Pollock  do? 
He  visited  him  in  his  dungeon,  and  took 
leave  of  him ;  and  let  them  not  tell  him  that 
Sir  Frederick  Pollock,  or  any  other  Mem. 
ber  of  the  Bar,  would  go  into  t~ 
this  wretched  man,  if  he  believed 
a  felon.  There  was  a  strong  ae 
favour  of  thoee  men,  and  with 
the  case,  which  he  took  the  liber 
mitting  to  the  Home;  and  the  su 
of  Sir  Nioholas  Tindal  would  j 
man  in  saying  that  it  was  a  doul 
It  was  tboo^t  neoessaiy  ^t  tl 
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be  tried  for  high  treason.  He  wonM  put 
'lis  case.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
ere  tried  for  high  treason — and  he  re- 
lembered  it  was  stated  there  diat  he  might 
be  tried  for  high  treason — if  he  w««  tned 
for  high  treason  instead  of  misdoneaiior, 
'icted,  let  them  recollect  this — he 
would  not  have  had  the  chance  he  had  mi 
that  occasion.  His  case  was  argued  befor« 
thirteen  of  the  Judges,  and  eleven  to  two 
of  the  Ju^es  decided  in  favonr  of  his  con- 
viction. There  was  no  appeal  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  Judges  in  reference  to  Front, 
Williams,  and  Jones.  If  there  had  been, 
how  did  they  know  but  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would  have  dended  against  the 
Judges,  as  they  did  in  the  case  of  O'Cod- 
nell,  who  was  tried  for  a  misdemeanor  ? 
This  only  proved  that  it  was  necessary,  ab- 
solutely necessary,  that  there  should  be  an 
appeal  in  criminal  cases.  He  thought, 
from  the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  answered  a  question  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  give 
the  right  of  appeal  in  criminal  cases — at 
least  under  certain  circomstancea.  It  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  country  if  an  Mipeal 
could  he  permitted  in  the  case  of  Frost, 
Williams,  and  Jones,  from  the  decision  of 
tbe  Judges,  particnlsrly  when  the  Judgea 
were  so  divided  as  they  were  on  that  oc- 
casion. They  had  granted  an  amoeety 
to  Canadians;  and  he  should  be  ex- 
tremely obliged  if  any  Gentleman  would 
show  him  that  Frost's  case  was  worse  than 
the  case  of  the  Canadian  rebels.  There 
was  undoubtedly  a  difference  between  them. 
The  Canadians  were  engaged  in  a  syste- 
matic and  continuous  warfare  against  tbe 
Queen's  troops;  hut  in  the  caae  of  Frost 
there  was  no  rebellion  :  there  was  a  tmnult, 
a  dangerous  tumult,  and  certainly  Uvea 
were  lost  on  the  occasion;  but  there  was 
not  a  systematic  rebellion,  such  aa  had 
taken  place  in  Canada,  against  the  Queen's 
Government.  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  case  of  the  three  unhappy  Eng- 
lishmen should  not  meet  with  the  same  oen- 
uderation  from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  that  of  the  Canadian  rebels.     He  did 
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voice  and  opinion  were  worthy  attention, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the  suh- 
ject  their  most  serious  consideration.  He 
would  only  add  his  own  earnest  prayer  to 
that  of  the  people  of  this  country,  that  this 
suhject  should  meet  with  the  attention 
which  its  importance  required.  The  hon. 
Memher  concluded  hy  suhmitting  his  Mo- 
tion to  the  House. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said:  1  should  he  ex- 
tremely sorry  if  one  word  which  fell  from 
me  on  the  present  occasion  were  tinctured 
with  the  least  degree  of  passion  or  acri- 
mony, for  I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Finshury,  that  it  is  most  de- 
sirahle  we  should  dispassionately  and  deli- 
herately  consider  the  proposition  he  has 
hrought  hefore  us,  without  the  slightest 
regaitl  to  party  differences  or  feelings.  I 
must  say,  on  that  ground,  that  I  regretted 
some  of  the  topics  introduced  hy  the  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  weighed  the  prohahi- 
lities  of  a  question  of  this  nature,  imme- 
diately and  exclusively  connected  with  the 
administration  of  justice,  heing  regarded 
more  or  less  favourahly  hy  any  parties  who 
might  happen  at  the  moment  to  he  the  re- 
sponsihle  advisers  of  the  Crown.  I  readily 
admit  that  the  numher  of  petitions  presented 
on  this  suhject,  and  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Finshury,  has  heen 
very  large.  I  admit  also  that  the  memo- 
rials which  it  has  heen  my  duty  to  present 
to  Her  Majesty  in  the  course  of  the  last 
year  were  not  only  numerous,  hut  signed  hy 
a  very  large  portion  of  the  working  classes 
of  this  country.  1  must  also  add  that  the 
decision  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
heen  adopted  after  duly  weighing  all  the 
circumstances  of  this  case,  with  reference 
hoth  to  the  nature  of  the  crime,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  is  our  duty  to 
regard  it.  I  do  not  deny  to  this  House  the 
competency  or  the  right  of  interference  on 
such  a  question;  hut  I  may  say  that  1  think 
interference  ought  at  all  times  to  he  tem- 
pered with  discretion,  that  it  ought  not  to 
he  lightly  undertaken,  and  that  upon  the 
whole  it  is  most  desirahle  to  maintain 
strictly  the  line  of  demarcation  hetween  the 
functions  of  the  legislative  and  executive 
Government.  It  must  always  he  home  in 
mind  that  the  brightest  and  noblest  prero- 
gative enjoyed  hy  the  Sovereign  is  exer- 
cised under  the  advice  of  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown;  and  I  shall  not 
shrink  from  my  responsibility,  as  one  of 
the  advisers  of  Her  Majesty  in  the  present 
'aae.      The  hon.   Member  for  Finshury 


stated  that  the  persons  whose  situation  he 
has  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
were  misguided  and  unfoi*tunate.  I  must 
say,  I  dissent  altogether  from  the  position 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  they  were  un- 
fortunate, for  with  reference  to  the  crime  of 
which  they  stand  convicted,  they  were  fortu- 
nate in  the  highest  degree.  The  hon .  Gentle- 
man also  said  that  the  feeling  in  favour  of 
these  individuals  is  strong  and  very  general. 
I  admit  it.  But  the  hon.  Member  went  on 
to  say  that  that  feeling  was  uniyersal.  To 
such  a  proposition  I  most  unequivocally 
demur.  Those  who  believe  that  the  sen- 
tence passed  on  these  individuals  ought  to 
be  commuted  have  not  hesitated  to  express 
so  humane  a  feeling;  but  those  who  think 
the  cause  of  justice  and  order  requires  that 
the  punishment  to  which  they  have  been 
sentenced  should  be  inflicted,  have  abstained 
from  the  expression  of  that  opinion,  in 
full  reliance  upon  the  disposition  of  Her 
Majesty  to  exercise  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  consistently  with  principles  of  jus- 
tice. The  hon.  Member  for  Finshury 
stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  conviction 
of  the  persons  to  whom  he  has  referred 
was  not  legal.  He  stated  very  accurately 
the  point  of  law  reserved  for  the  opinion  of 
the  Judges,  and  a  nicer  technicality  could 
not  well  have  been  brought  under  their  con- 
sideration. The  facts  are  these  : — ^tho 
Statute,  which  justly  affords  peculiar  ad** 
vantages  to  parties  accused  of  treason,  pro- 
vides that  they  shall  have  certain  privileges 
which  are  not  extended  to  prisoners  accused 
of  other  offences.  Among  those  advan- 
tages is  this — ^that  parties  accused  of  trea- 
son shall  be  furnished  with  a  copy  of  the 
indictment,  and  a  list  of  witnesses  at  the 
same  time,  and  within  a  given  period  before 
the  trial.  The  prisoners  in  this  case  were 
most  anxious  to  obtain,  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible period,  a  copy  of  the  indictment  on 
which  the  grand  jury  had  found  a  Bill 
against  them  ;  ana  the  solicitor  for  the 
Crown,  with  an  eager  and  commendable 
desire  to  afford  them  the  fiill  advantage  of 
their  privilege,  furnished  them  with  a  copy 
of  the  indictment  at  the  earliest  possible 
period,  five  days  before  the  expiration  of 
the  period  within  which  he  was  required  by 
law  to  do  BO.  On  the  day  within  the  limit 
prescribed  by  law  he  also  furnished  them 
with  a  list  of  witnesses;  and  the  point 
taken  was,  that  the  delivery  of  the  two — 
the  copy  of  the  indictment  and  the  list  of 
witnesses — was  not  simultaneous.  That 
point  was  reserved  by  the  learned  Judges 
who  tried  the  prisoners  for  the  opinion  of 
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their  brethren.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbuiy  has  said  that  I  have  admitted, 
under  certain  limitations,  the  necessity  of 
an  appeal  in  criminal  cases;  and  because 
I  have  made  that  admission,  he  put  a  case 
in  which  an  appeal  was  made  from  the 
opinion  of  the  Judges  to  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  I  never  held  out  the 
shghtest  expectation  that  I  could  be  a  party 
to  the  establishment  of  such  an  appeal  in 
cases  of  felony.  As  the  law  now  stands, 
the  final  appeal  in  criminal  cases  is  to  the 
opinion  of  the  fifteen  Judges;  and  the 
decision  of  the  fifteen  Judges  upon  the 
question  is  held  to  be  final.  Now,  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  fifteen  Judges  in 
the  case  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred ?  It  is  true  that  nine  out  of  the 
fifteen  held  that  the  objection,  if  taken  at 
the  right  time,  would  have  been  valid;  but 
it  is  also  true  that  nine  out  of  the  fifteen 
held,  that  in  this  case  the  objection  was 
not  taken  at  the  right  time.  So  far  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  and  myself  are 
agreed.  But  what  was  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  whole  fifteen  Judges  %  It 
was,  that  if  the  objection  had  been  taken 
at  die  right  time,  the  sole  effect  would 
have  been  a  postponement  of  the  trial,  and 
the  case  would  have  been  decided  at  a 
subsequent  period.  I  must  repeat  my 
observation  that,  considering  the  advantage 
which  was  most  humanely — and,  as  I  think, 
rightly — extended  to  them  by  the  advisers 
of  the  Crown,  and  considering  also  that  the 
extreme  sentence  of  the  law  was  not  car- 
ried into  execution  on  account  of  this  dif  • 
ference  of  opinion  among  the  Judges,  these 
prisoners  were  most  fortunate.  But  I  next 
come  to  the  point  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  that  the  offence  of  which 
these  prisoners  were  guilty  was  only  a 
moral  demonstration  in  favour  of  the  Char- 
ter. I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  only  to  be  regarded  aa  a  moral  demon- 
stration. [**No,  no!"]  Well,  then,  I 
wididraw  the  statement. 

Mh.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  what  he 
had  stated  was,  that  he  believed  that  Frost 
had  come  down  from  the  hills  in  order  to 
make  a  moral  demonstration  in  favour  of 
Vincent,  who  was  then  ia  confinement  in 
London. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the  purpose  of 
Frost,  in  going  on  the  night  in  onestion  to 
Newport,  was  to  make  a  moral  aemonstra- 
tion.  I  must  observe,  in  jostioe  to  the 
hon.  Member,  that  ho  frankly  admitted 
that  those  persona  were  convicted  of  a 


heinous  offence,  and  one  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  wholly  unjustifiable.  This 
circumstance  induces  me  to  state  to  the 
House — or  rather  to  recall  to  their  recoU 
lection — what  were  the  facts  of  the  case. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  the  opinions  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Macaulay),  who  is  far  more  competent  than 
I  am  to  vindicate  the  sentiments  he  has 
recorded  on  the  subject;  but  I  may  say» 
deliberately  and  dispassionately,  after  view- 
ing the  circumstances  of  this  case,  with 
respect  to  the  offence  itself,  that  I  have 
arrived  at  the  same  conclusion  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  must  say,  that  a  more 
heinous  offence  has  seldom  been  commit- 
ted. Now,  what  were  the  facts  ?  In  the 
year  1839,  there  was  great  distress  in  the 
mining  districts  of  this  country.  The 
price  of  provisions  was  high;  the  rate  of 
wages  was  low;  and  a  very  general  spirit 
of  disaffection  and  insubordination  was 
manifested.  In  the  moment  of  that  dis- 
tress, amidst  a  population  so  excited  and 
discontented,  in  a  district  where  frequent 
meetings  of  the  people  had  been  held. 
Frost,  who  exercised  great  influence  in  the 
neighbourhood,  decided,  in  concert  with 
WiUiams  and  Jones,  that,  upon  a  particular 
evening,  a  descent  should  be  made  at  mid- 
night upon  the  town  of  Newport,  by  three 
different  columns — one  headed  by  Frost, 
the  second  by  Williams,  and  the  third  by 
Jones.  Their  avowed  purpose  was  to 
overpower  the  military  quartered  in  that 
town;  to  take  possession  of  the  place;  to 
break  up  the  bridge  over  the  Usk;  and  to 
stop  the  mail.  The  stopping  of  the  mail 
was  a  preconcerted  signal,  by  which  the 
population  of  Birmingham  and  the  north- 
ern districts  were  to  know  that  Newport  was 
in  their  possession,  and  there  was  then  to 
have  been  a  general  rising  for  the  purpose  of 
estabUshing  the  Charter.  Now,  that  I  may 
not  misrepresent  the  matter,  I  will  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  was 
proved  on  the  trial  of  these  men.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  has  tndy  said, 
that  the  Crown  was  represented  on  that 
occasion  by  two  of  the  brightest  ornaments 
of  the  profession  of  the  law — Lord  Camp* 
bell,  who  was  then  the  Attorney  General, 
and  whose  mind  was  deeply  and  honour- 
ably imbued  with  sound  constitutional  prtn- 
oipies,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Worcester  (Sir  T.  Wilde),  who.  at  the 
time  to  which  I  refer,  filled  the  office  of 
Solicitor  General.  Now,  what  said  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Tindal — tliaa  whom  a 
more  eminent  and  dispassionate  Judge  is 
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not  to  be  found — ^in  Bumming  up  tbe  case 
on  the  trial  of  Frost  and  his  oo-aocused  ? 
7he  Lord  Chief  Justice  said — 

*'  The  chArjife  against  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  is, 
that,  having  broken  the  faith  and  true  allegiance 
which  he  owed  to  his  Uwful  Sovereign,  he  has 
levied  war  against  Her  within  Her  realm ;  that  is, 
in  one  word,  a  charge  of  high  treason.  I  observe 
that  the  learned  Attorney  General  stated  the  case 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown  against  the  prisoner  to 
be  this — that  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  had  brought 
down  to  the  town  of  Newport  a  very  large  multi- 
tude of  persons,  armed  and  arrayed  in  a  warlike 
manner ;  and  that  the  plan  was,  to  get  possession 
of  the  town  of  Newport,  to  break  down  the  bridge, 
stop  the  mail,  and  that,  the  mail  not  having  ar- 
rived at  Birmingham  for  some  time,  it  would  be  a 
signal  for  a  general  rising  in  Birmingham  and 
Lancashire,  and  the  Charter  law  would  become 
the  law  of  the  land.  The  learned  Solicitor  Gene> 
ral,  who  has  siunnied  up  the  evidence,  has  stated 
the  outline  of  the  case,  which  has  been  proved 
pretty  nearly  in  the  same  form,  omitting,  with 
great  propriety,  that  part  of  it  upon  which  no  evi- 
dence has  been  offered,  namely,  that  which  related 
to  the  general  establishment  of  Charter  law.  The 
Solicitor  Greneral  stated,  that  the  plan  of  the  pri* 
aoner  was,  to  get  together  bands  of  armed  men, 
with  intent,  by  surprise  and  terror,  or  by  force,  to 
take  Newport,  to  exercise  power  there,  to  super- 
sede the  magistracy,  and  thereby  raise  a  general 
rebellion  within  the  kingdom.  Now,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  whatever  that  if  either  of  the  propositions 
which  have  been  so  stated  by  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  is  made  out  to  your  satis£iction,  there 
is  full  proof  of  the  commission  by  the  prisoner  of 
the  crime  of  high  treason." 

NoWy  upon  that  summing  up,  and  after 
hearing  the  defence — a  defence,  I  believe, 
almost  unrivalled  in  point  of  talent  and 
force,  which  was  conducted  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General,  and  the 
present  Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  Sir  P.  Pollock — after  every- 
thing that  legal  ingenuity,  powerful  elo- 
quence, and  an  earnest  desire  to  obtain 
the  acquittal  of  the  prisoners  had  been 
exhausted,  the  jury,  weighing  the  evidence 
under  the  direction  of  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Tindal,  and  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  de- 
liberately adopted  a  verdict  of  "Guilty." 
Now,  I  will  read  what  fell  from  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Tindal  in  passing  sentence  upon 
those  prisoners.     He  said — 

"  It  has  been  proved,  in  your  case,  that  you 
combined  together  to  lead  from  the  hills,  at  the 
dead  hour  of  night,  into  the  town  of  Newport, 
many  thousnnds  of  men,  armed  in  many  instances 
with  weapons  of  a  dangerous  description,  in  order 
that  they  might  take  possession  of  the  town,  and 
supersede  the  lawful  authority  of  the  Queen,  as  a 
preliminary  step  to  a  more  general  insurrection 
throughout  the  kingdom.  It  is  owing  to  the  inter- 
position of  Providence  alone  that  your  wicked 
dcsijsrns  wcse  frustrated.  Your  followers  arrive  by 
daylight,  and,  after  firing  upon  the  civil  power  and 
upon  the  Queen's  troops,  are,  by  the  firmness  of 


the  magistrates,  and  the  cool  and  determined  bra- 
very of  a  small  body  of  soldiers,  defeated  and  dis< 
persed.  What  would  have  been  the  fate  of  the 
peaceful  and  unoffending  inhabitants  of  that  town, 
if  success  had  attended  your  rebellious  designs,  it 
is  impossible  to  say.  The  invasion  of  a  foreign  foe 
would,  in  all  probability,  have  been  less  destruc< 
tive  to  property  and  life.  It  is  for  the  crime  of  high 
treason,  committed  under  these  circumstances, 
that  you  are  now  called  upon  yourselves  to  answer; 
and  by  the  penalty  whxoh  you  are  about  to  sufier, 
you  hold  out  a  warning  to  all  your  fellow  subjects, 
that  the  law  of  your  country  is  strong  enough  tQ 
repress  and  to  punish  all  attempts  to  alter  the 
established  order  of  things  by  insurrection  and 
armed  force ;  and  that  those  who  are  found  guilty 
of  such  treasonable  attempts  must  expiate  their 
crime  by  any  ignominious  death.** 

I  have  already  observed  that,  on  account 
of  a  legal  difiiculty,  which  was  not  ruled  in 
favour  of  the  prisoners,  but  upon  which 
there  was  a  material  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  Judges,  the  prisoners  were 
spared  that  ignominious  death,  and  their 
punishment  was  commuted  to  transporta- 
tion for  life  ;  and  we  are  now  to  consider 
whether  that  sentence  should  be  carried 
into  execution.  I  do  not  wish  to  aggravate 
this  case;  but  I  should  betray  my  duty  if, 
in  weighing  this  matter,  I  did  not  take  into 
consideration  one  important  fact.  I  have 
said  that  Frost  possessed  great  influence 
in  the  neighbourhood  in  which  he  resided. 
On  that  ground,  he  had  been  entrusted 
with  Her  Majesty's  commission  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peace.  He  was  entrusted 
with  that  commission  in  the  confident  ex- 
order,  tranquillity,  and  peace.  He  abused 
pectation  that  all  his  influence  and  power 
would  be  exerted  among  his  neigh- 
bours for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
that  trust;  he  grossly  abused  it:  he  abused 
it  to  the'  extent  I  have  already  stated. 
And,  certainly,  if  justice  is  to  be  adminis- 
tered— ^as  I  hope  it  ever  will  be  in  this 
country — ^with  mercy,  but  still  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  example  to  be  afforded  to  a 
great  community,  I  cannot  overlook  this 
circumstance  of  so  gross  an  abuse  of  a 
trust  so  important.  I  must  be  allowed  to 
make  another  observation.  The  night  on 
which  this  movement  took  place  was  un- 
usually dark  and  tempestuous.  Frost  did 
not  consider  the  fatal  and  disastrous  results 
which  his  conduct  would  produce ;  he  had 
no  misgivings  as  to  the  conseouences  of  his 
crime ;  but,  by  an  interposition  of  Provi- 
dence, the  dark  and  tempestuous  night 
prevented  the  insurgents  from  arriving  at 
Newport  till  daybreak.  Frost  headed  the 
first  column  and  brought  it  into  the  centre 
of  the  town,  to  a  building  in  which  a  small 
portion    of    Her    Majesty's    troops    had 
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heen  posted.  He  ordered  tHo  column  to 
fall  out  in  front ;  he  pointed  out  the  post 
as  an  object  of  attack,  and  told  the 
men  to  go  forward.  But  Frost  was 
not  found  in  their  front:  he  was  dis- 
covered some  hours  afterwards  in  a  hid- 
ing-place in  which  he  had  taken  refuge. 
NoWt  with  respect  to  their  punishment, 
we    must    consider    how   much   of   that 

Punishment    has    already  been  inflicted, 
^he  sentence,  as  I  have  before  said,  was 
commuted  to  transportation  for  life;  and 
what  time  has  elapsed  since  the  infliction 
of  that  punishment  commenced  ?    A  period 
not  exceeding  ^ve  years.     Why,   Sir,   a 
person  transported  for  seven  years  for  a 
minor  offence  would  not,  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  the  administration  of  justice  in 
this  country,  have  his  sentence  commuted 
at  so  early  a  period.     According  to  the 
ordinary  mode  of  proceeding,  a  sentence  of 
transportation  for  life,  even  under  the  most 
favourable   circumstances,   would   not  be 
commuted  until  the  expiration  of  ten  years. 
Now  I  must  remark,  that  if  punishment 
be  not  of  a  vindictive  character — as  in  this 
country  I  hope  it  never  will  be;  but  if  it 
be  inflicted  for  the  suppression  of  crime, 
and  in  order  to  afford  an   example  to  a 
great  community,  I  cannot  think  that  I 
should  be  justified  in  advising  Her  Majesty 
to  accede  to  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners 
who  have  supported  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury.    My  sympathy,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  is  not  with  Frost  and  Wil- 
liams.   My  sympathy  is  with  the  widows 
and  orphans  of  those  men  whom  Frost,  and 
Williams,  and  Jones  misled,  and  who  lost 
their  lives  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have 
referred.     I  must  say  that  I  think  it  is 
useful  that  those  men  should  remain — at 
present  at  least—examples  that  such  ad- 
vice as  they  gave  to  the  people  generally 
proceeds  from  men  bold  in  counsel,  but 
timid  in  execution;  and  who,  when  matters 
come  to  an  issue,  are  eager  to  screen  them- 
selves from  the  consequences  of  their  mis- 
conduct, instead  of  bemg  found  in  the  fore- 
most rank  of  those  whom  they  have  incited 
to  crime  and  outrage.     Their  example,  I 
think,  may  afford  a  salutary  and  useful 
lesson.     I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  cannot 
think,   under   present    circumstances,    it 
would  be  consistent  with  my  duty  to  advise 
the  remission  of  the  punishment  to  which 
these  parties  have  been  sentenced.     Far 
be  it  from  me  to  say  that  the  gate  of  mercy 
should   for  ever  be  closed  against  them. 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  hold  any  such  doc- 
triue.     I  say  that  is  a  question  of  time  and 


circumstances.  At  the  present  time,  and 
under  present  circumstances,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  consistent  with  my  duty 
to  recommend  Her  Majesty  to  extend 
Her  clemency  to  these  unfortunate  pri- 
soners. I  do  not  consider  it  advisable 
that  any  interference  should  take  place. 
No  man  respects  more  than  I  do  the  feel- 
ings and  wishes  of  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
community  as  have  expressed  their  opin- 
ions in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury;  but  justice  is  ad- 
ministered for  the  benefit  of  the  entire 
community,  and  my  belief  is,  that  it  would 
not  be  for  their  advantage,  rightly  under- 
stood, that  I  should  accede  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  MACAULAY  :  I  would  not.  Sir, 
say  a  single  word  on  this  question,  if  my 
hon.  Friend  had  not  brought  forward  my 
name  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  and  if  in 
doing  so,  had  not,  he  must  permit  me  to 
say,   fallen  into   some  mistakes.     There 
exits  no  such  connection  as  my  hon.  Friend 
appears  to  think  between  the  letters  which 
he  introduced  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  his  Motion.  Those  letters  were  written 
by  me  at  different  times  and  to  different 
persons.     One  of  them  was  in  answer  to  a 
private  letter  from  one  of  my  constituents, 
informing  me  of  some  scrupulous  feelings 
which  he  and  others  entertained  respecting 
the  proposed  caUing  out  of  the  militia;  and 
the  other  was  written  in  answer  to  the 
secretary  of  a  conmiittee,  asking  me  to 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  this  matter.    I  had  no  notion  that  either 
of  these  letters  would  have  been  published, 
though  they  were  published  at  the  same 
time;  and  perhaps  I  have  some  reason  to 
complain  of  their  publication,  and  especi- 
ally that  they  should  have  been  published 
together.     They  were  published  without 
my  consent  or  authority,  and  not  only  that, 
but  by  persons  taking  the  same  view  of 
this  question  which  the  hon.  Gentlemanhim- 
self  takes,  by  persons  who  conceived  that 
the  publication  of  these  letters  might  poe* 
sibly  be  acceptable  at  the  place  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent,  but  certainly 
not  with  any  view  to  prejudice  the  persons 
whose  case  is  now  under  discussion.  With 
regard  to  the  first  of  these  letters,  I  mean 
to  pass  over  all  that  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  respecting  his  Motion  in 
1842,  for  an   extension   of  the  elective 
franchise,  as  I  think  it  would  be  very  much 
out  of  place  were  I,  on  this  occasion,  to  gf» 
over  all  the  grounds  that  he  went  througli 
on  the  subject.     There  is  not  one  word  in 
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that  letter  which,  on  the  discussion  of  the 
petition  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
sented, I  did  not  state  in  the  most  distinct 
manner,  giving  him  an  opportunity  of  re- 
futing it  at  the  time;  and  I  will  add,  there 
is  not  a  word  in  that  letter  which  I  am  not 
still  prepared  to  ahide  by.  I  will  not  turn 
away  from  the  question  before  the  House, 
by  deviating  into  a  discussion  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  Chartism;  but  I  will  ask  every 
hon.  Gentleman  to  read  for  himself  that 
national  petition,  and  then  judge  whether 
I  did,  or  not,  take  a  correct  view  regarding 
it.  And  I  beg  to  say,  also,  that  though 
the  letter  which  I  wrote  on  the  subject  of 
the  liberation  of  Frost,  Williams,  and 
Jones,  was  written  without  the  least  ex- 
pectation that  it  would  be  ever  published, 
there  is  not  one  word  in  that  letter  which 
I  am  not  prepared  to  reassert  and  main- 
tain. But  to  come  to  the  Motion  before 
the  House.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  a 
preliminary  objection  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Motion — an  objection  which  would 
be  decisive  with  me,  if  the  grounds  on 
which  he  has  brought  it  forward  were  even 
much  stronger  than  I  think  they  are.  I 
have  an  insurmountable  objection  to  inter- 
fere— ^for  this  House  to  interfere — with 
this  particular  prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
No  doubt  this  House  has  a  right  to  advise 
the  Queen  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of 
any  of  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown. 
There  is  no  law  which  says  you  may 
<ad\ise  the  Queen  with  regard  to  the 
•exercise  of  certain  prerogatives;  but  there 
■are  other  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  on 
which  the  House  of  Commons  is  not  to  ad- 
vise Her  Majesty.  There  is  no  such  law 
as  this.  But  the  discretion  of  former 
Houses  of  Commons  has  imposed  laws 
upon  themselves,  and  our  discretion  ought 
to  impose  similar  laws  on  ourselves,  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  this  advice  should  be 
given.  There  are  certain  rules  which 
usage  has  laid  down,  and  which  we  ought 
not  lightly  to  pass  over.  There  are  some 
prerogatives  of  the  Crovni  with  respect  to 
which  we  ought  to  offer  advice,  and  there 
are  some  prerogatives  with  respect  to 
which  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  would  be 
|rreatly  to  blame  if  they  did  not  ask  our  ad- 
vice before  we  offered  it.  For  instance, 
the  right  of  declaring  war  is  strictly  a  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  and  yet  I  think  any 
Minister  of  the  Crown  would  be  much  de- 
serving of  blame  if  he  did  not  bring 
down  a  message  to  this  House,  asking  our 
advice  and  co-operation,  and  ascertaining 
whether  the  House  of  Commons  was  pre- 


pared to  grant  supplies  for  carrying  on  the 
war,  before  the  prerogative  was  acted  on. 
But  there  are  other  matters  connected  with 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown — ^the  com- 
mand of  the  army,  for  example — on  which 
I  do  not  suppose  that  any  person  would 
allege  we  ought  to  interfere.  That  is  a 
branch  of  the  administration  with  which 
this  House  can  have  nothing  to  do;  and  I 
pass  from  it  to  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  involved  in  the  question  now  before 
us — the  prerogative  of  mercy.  It  is  no 
superstition,  no  blind  veneration  for  the 
prerogatives  of  Her  Majesty,  no  desire 
that  these  prerogatives  should  be  exercised 
without  check,  which  would  make  me  wish 
not  to  interfere  in  their  use;  but  I  say 
that  those  by  whom  Her  Majesty  is  to  be 
advised  as  to  the  exercise  of  that  preroga- 
tive of  mercy,  and  who  are  responsible  for 
its  results — that  those  who  should  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  peace  and  well-being  of 
the  community — should  be  able  to  assent  to 
the  extension  of  the  royal  prerogative  of 
mercy  in  every  case  in  which  it  is  exer- 
cised. That  they  should  be  able  to  feel 
that  the  exercise  of  this  prerogative  in  any 
instance  is  not  dangerous  or  injurious  to 
the  peace  and  order  of  society,  when  they 
are  answerable  for  the  effect  which  it  may 
produce,  and  when  they  are  bound  to  see 
that  that  peace  and  order  are  preserved.  Is 
there  not  an  object  of  efficacy  kept  in 
sight,  in  saying  that  they  who  have  in 
view  all  that  the  necessities  of  society  may 
require,  shall  be  the  persons  to  tender  to 
Her  Majesty  the  advice  under  which  she 
uses  this  prerogative?  My  hon.  Friend 
seems  to  look  at  this  prerogative  in  an 
erroneous  light.  He  seems  to  think  that 
the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy  is 
a  matter  of  mere  amusement  to  the  Sove- 
reign— that  it  is  a  thing  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  pleasure.  That  is  not  a 
right  view  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy.  I 
do  not  imagine  that  the  royal  prerogative 
of  mercy  is  a  thing  to  be  let  off  like  fire- 
works in  order  to  celebrate  a  festivity,  and 
to  gratify  the  public  mind.  I  think  that 
it  is  a  distinct  part  of  justice — ^that  it  is  a 
very  solemn  and  awful  trust  resting  on 
these  principles.  The  Government  is  bound 
to  preserve  the  peace  of  society — ^to  see 
full  protection  given  to  life  and  property — 
and  it  is  bound  to  do  so  with  the  smallest 
infliction  of  suffering,  even  to  the  guilty, 
compatible  with  the  attainment  of  that  ob- 
ject. To  consider  the  exercise  of  the  pre- 
rogative of  mercy  as  a  matter  of  gaiety,  is 
next  to  the  consideration  of  punishment  as 
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pure  revenge.  The  two  views  go  toge- 
ther. The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  alluding  to 
the  first,  remhided  me  of  the  king  in  Tom 
Thumb,  who,  when  good  news  arrived, 
ordered  the  celehration  of  a  universal 
holiday,  hut  who  afterwards,  when  another 
messenger  canie  in  with  disagreeahle  intel- 
ligence, gave  orders  to  the  schoolmaster  to 
whip  all  the  hoys.  I  do  not  think  that 
view  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy  is  conso- 
nant to  the  English  Constitution.  In  this 
country  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
should  not,  as  in  the  case  of  some  conti- 
nental governments,  he  allowed  to  depend 
on  casual  circumstances,  as  on  the  event  of 
a  lucky  hirth  in  the  Royal  family;  and 
yet  this  appears  to  me  to  he  hut  a  fair 
analogy  to  the  notion  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  advanced,  The  view  that  I 
take  of  the  suhject  is  this  :  I  conceive  that 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  is  always  likely 
to  he  hest  used  when  used  in  conformity 
with  the  advice  of  those  on  whom  rest  the 
responsibility  of  watching  over  the  public 
securitfr.  There  is  no  such  burden  over 
US.  For  us  there  would  be  nothing  easier 
— according  to  the  established  usage  of 
Parliament — than  to  seek  to  gratify  the 
feelings  of  our  constituents  by  making  Mo- 
tions for  an  extension  of  the  Royal  preroga- 
tive of  mercy  in  favour  of  all  sorts  of  per- 
sons ;  and  if  once  the  precedent  he  set, 
depend  upon  it  yoa  will  have  it  soon  fol- 
lowed by  hon.  Grentlemen  anxious  to  give 
no  offence  to  their  constituents;  and  we 
shall  have  Motions  of  this  sort  made  in  the 
case  of  every  enormous  criminal  who  may 
he  sentenced  to  death.  Have  not  petitions 
heen  presented  in  favour  of  every  convict, 
no  matter  how  great  his  offence  may  be  ? 
And  I  say  the  circumstance  is  perfectly  in- 
telligible. It  is  the  natural  reaction  of 
the  human  mind  against  that  barbarous 
penal  code  which  was  enforced  in  England 
up  to  the  close  of  the  last  century.  It  is 
the  natural  reaction  against  the  seventy 
of  our  criminal  law  until  a  recent  period. 
We  have  a  sort  of  feeling  which  it  is  im- 
possible to  account  for  in  the  mind,  arising 
from  a  repugnance  at  the  severity  of  the 
law;  and  the  result  is,  that  there  is  no  case 
of  atrocity  so  horrible  that  people — ^ay, 
thousands  of  people — will  not  he  found  pe- 
titioning for  mercy  in  favour  of  the  perpe- 
trator of  it.  And,  I  say,  that  if  this  Ilouse 
give  due  encouragement  to  this  feeling,  the 
people  will  almost  force  their  representa- 
tives to  make  Motions  similar  to  the  pre- 
sent in  every  case  where  a  capital  punish- 
ment may  bo  awarded.    Wo  bad  a  case  a 


short  time  ago,  in  which  the  greatest  exer- 
tions were  made  to  procure  the  release  of  a 
most  infamous  hypocrite  who  to  the  last 
moment  pretended  innocence.  He  had 
poisoned  an  unfortunate  woman,  to  whom 
he  was  bound  by  the  tenderest  ties;  and 
who,  whatever  might  have  been  her  errors, 
towards  him  maintained  the  most  irre- 
proachable conduct.  There  was  not  one 
circumstance  of  palliation  in  his  ease.  He 
had  all  the  advantages  that  religion,  all 
the  advantages  that  station,  all  the  ad- 
vantages that  education  could  have  afforded 
him;  yet,  notwithstanding  this  aggravation 
of  his  guilt,  we  had  persons  of  the  most 
pure  and  religious  feelings  petitioning  in 
his  favour.  Even  dignitaries  of  the  Church 
of  England  signed  such  petitions,  praying 
that  a  woman  might  not  be  hanged.  Sho 
was  represented  to  be  so  good — so  ex- 
cellent an  instructress  of  youth  —  and 
her  services  would  be  so  valuable  in  a 
penal  Colony  in  instructing  the  children 
there  in  the  precepts  of  religion,  that 
her  life  was  earnestly  prayed  for.  She 
had  been,  it  was  said,  irreproachable 
through  life — ^her  only  offence,  forsooth, 
being  the  little  one  of  having  mixed  some 
arsenic  in  her  father's  drink ;  and  petitions 
were  poured  in,  praying  that  she  should 
not  expiate  her  crime  upon  the  scaffold. 
If  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  were  to 
be  used  in  favour  of  such  criminals,  every 
one  of  us  would  soon  be  concerned  in  bring- 
ing forward  cases  of  the  same  character. 
We  should  find  it  difficult  to  refuse  the 
calls  that  would  he  made  upon  us  to  make 
Motions  similar  to  the  present.  We  should 
have  the  House  occupied  almost  every  day 
with  such  matters.  I  therefore  think  it 
necessary  to  make  a  stand,  in  the  first 
instance,  against  such  a  system.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  with  regard  to  this 
power — the  prerogative  of  mercy — that  I 
would  rather  entrust  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
very  worst  Ministry  that  ever  held  office, 
than  allow  it  to  be  exercised  under  the 
direction  of  the  very  best  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  you  acquiesce  in  my  opinion, 
there  is  no  difficulty  that  you  cannot  easily 
get  through.  The  plain  course  is  open 
before  you.  If  you  think  the  law  too  se- 
vere, mitigate  it.  It  helongs  to  lemslativo 
authority  to  do  so.  If  you  think  the  Min- 
istry do  not  exercise  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  where  they  ought,  then  address  the 
Crown  to  remove  them.  But  while  you 
have  a  Ministry  from  whom  you  do  not 
think  you  would  be  justified  in  withdrawing 
your  conUdcncCy  then  you  arc  bound  to 
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leave  them,  as  jour  ancestors  did,  free  to 
advise  the  exercise  of  the  Royal  preroga- 
tive according  to  the  best  of  th&ir  own 
judgment  and  discretion.  1  do  not  know 
a  case  in  which,  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  1  should  be  dis- 
posed to  interfere  with  the  Ministry  in 
advising  the  Crown  on  this  matter.  If  I 
could  contemplate  such  a  case,  it  would  be 
some  case  of  most  momentous  necessity — 
some  flagitious  and  monstrous  case  of  op- 
pression— ^something  like  the  severity  that 
had  been  exercised  in  the  reign  of  King 
James  the  Second,  against  those  who  had 
taken  up  arms  against  him  in  the  Monmouth 
rebellion — some  case  the  mere  mention  of 
which  would  be  enough  to  make  the  blood 
boil — to  make  the  hair  of  one's  head  stand 
on  end.  But  is  the  present  a  case  of  that 
description?  These  three  persons  raised 
4,000  or  5,000  men  armed,  some  with 
flre-arms,  some  with  scythes,  some  with 
pitchforks,  many,  in  fact  a  large  propor- 
tion, with  deadly  weapons  of  various  kinds; 
and  at  midnight  they  marched  with  them 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  a  town.  They 
iired  on  the  Queen's  troops,  they  wounded 
a  magistrate  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty. 
[Mr.  DuNcoMBE :  He  was  not  wounded  by 
them.]  He  was  wounded  by  the  fire  of 
the  traitors  who  were  so  armed.  [Mr. 
Buncombe  :  No,  no.]  I  certainly  read  the 
trial  formerly,  and  unless  my  recollec- 
tion altogether  deceives  me,  the  fact  was 
as  I  have  stated.  I  believe  it  is  the  case, 
that  two  wounds  were  received  by  Sir 
Thomas  Phillips,  who  behaved  on  the  oc- 
casion with  a  gallantry  that  would  have 
done  honour  to  a  veteran  soldier,  much 
more  to  a  man  who  had  been  trained  in  the 
civil  service.  After  he  was  wounded,  he 
avoided  mentioning  the  matter  to  the  pri- 
vate soldiers,  but  called  Lieutenant  Gray 
aside,  and  stated  the  fact  to  him.  I  believe 
it  appeared  on  the  trial  that  this  attack 
was  intended  to  lead  to  a  great  rising  of 
the  Chartists  in  the  middle  and  northern 
counties  of  England.  That  was  part  of 
the  evidence  adduced.  Now  when  I  con- 
sider the  language  used  by  Chief  Justice 
Tindal — I  allude  to  the  passage  read  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — I 
ask,  is  it  too  strong  for  such  an  occa- 
sion ?  Does  it  even  come  up  to  the  ne- 
cessary conception  of  the  enormity  of  the 
offence  ?  When  we  imagine  the  effect  of  a 
great  civil  war  between  classes  in  England 
— and  that  is  what  these  persons  pro- 
jected— that  is  what  they  desired— t  lat 
is    what    they    intended  —  it  would   be 


worse  than  any  war  we  ever  read  of.  Re- 
member the  wealth — ^remember  the  civil- 
ization— remember  the  power  of  all  those 
classes.  They  were  possessed  of  advan- 
tages, to  retain  whicn  they  would  have 
made  every  possible  effort,  A  civil  war 
commenced  undet  these  circumstances, 
and  with  such  objects  in  view,  would  be  a 
visitation  more  horrible  than  can  possibly 
be  conceived — ^more  tremendous  than  this 
country  ever  saw.  It  would  be  more  dread- 
ful than  the  wars  of  the  cavaliers  and  the 
roundheads  in  the  seventeenth  century. 
Other  wars  may  be  carried  on  without  pro- 
ducing any  great  or  irreparable  destruction. 
Soldiers  may  be  slaughtered  on  the  field 
of  battle.  There  may  be  executions  after 
the  battle.  But  then  the  evils  effected  are 
not  of  an  overwhelming  character.  There 
is  no  irreparable  wound  offered  to  the 
civilization  of  the  countir.  The  land  may 
recover  after  such  battles  even  as  those 
of  Towton  or  of  Bosworth;  but  do  you 
imagine  that  such  would  be  the  case  after 
a  great  war  of  classes  in  this  country? 
All  the  power  of  imagination  fails  to  paint 
the  horrors  of  such  a  contest.  It  would  pro- 
duce a  shock  that  would  be  felt  to  the  end 
of  the  civilized  world,  and  that  our  grand- 
children and  posterity  far  into  the  twentieth 
century  Would  have  cause  to  lament  and 
deprecate.  And  yet  this  is  what  these 
men  attempted.  Are  we  to  take  this  as  a 
light  case?  Is  what  they  meditated  a 
trifle  ?  Were  the  means  they  had  recourse 
to  of  a  slight  kind  ?  Were  their  objects 
small  and  insignificant?  Was  their  pur- 
pose one  which  we  should  ordinarily  be 
not  likely  to  reject?  Is  all  crime  against 
society  in  itself  so  very  low  and  trivial? 
the  murder,  and  rapine,  and  spoliation, 
and  every  excess  of  brutality,  so  unim- 
portant that  any  motives  are  sufficient 
to  commit  and  to  sanction  them !  Is 
it  nothing  that  the  design  comprised  all 
the  mischief  that  can  act  upon  the  human 
mind?  I  speak  of  the  ringleaders.  God 
forbid  that  1  should  thus  describe  the  con- 
duct of  the  imhappy  multitude  who  followed 
them ! — though  even  for  them  no  individual 
can  have  any  sympathy — even  for  those 
who  fell  by  the  fire  of  the  troops.  But, 
remember,  that  in  order  to  be  merciful  to 
the  multitude,  we  must  show,  at  least,  or- 
dinary severity  to  the  ringleaders.  Every 
man  who  conmiits  a  crime  means  to  succeed 
in  the  object  which  he  has  in  view.  The 
principal  ringleader  in  this  instance  hoped 
to  succeed  in  raising  himself  from  the  sta- 
tion of  a  Unendraper  in  a  country  town,  to 
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be  the  protector  of  a  kingdom — to  be  one 
of  the  nilera  of  the  public  State — ^to  be  put 
upon  the  same  footing  with  the  potentates 
of  Europe,  with  boundless  means  of  grati- 
fying his  rapacity — if  that  be  his  passion — 
or  of  gratifying  any  other  preraihng  dispo- 
sition which  he  may  have.  He  hoped  for 
boundless  distinction  and  honours.  These 
are  the  sort  of  motives  which  actuate  the 
designers  of  such  a  crime.  This  is  the  sort 
of  distinction  which  those  aim  at  in  medi- 
tating a  measure  of  this  kind — who  seek  to 
establish  a  new  form  of  government;  and  yet 
a  Motion  is  now  made  to  put  an  end  to  a 
punishment  for  such  a  crime,  which  would 
be  scarcely  thought  too  great  for  a  case  of 
misdemeanor.  Is  it  not  possible  that  these 
men  may  not  find  imitators,  if  it  shall  go 
forth  to  the  world  that  persons  guilty  of 
high  treason — ^men  who  have  shed  blood, 
who  have  meditated  a  great  civil  war,  a 
civil  war  of  the  worst  of  all  kinds,  a  war  of 
class  against  class — are  to  escape  with  a 
le»s  amount  of  punishment  than  the  shop- 
boy  who  filches  five  shiUings  from  the  till, 
or  than  the  woman  who  steals  a  piece  of 
ribbon  from  the  counter?  What  is  the  use 
of  law  unless  its  punishments  bear  some 
sort  of  proportion  to  the  crime  committed? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the  case  of 
Canada  in  the  last  rebellion.  But  were 
none  of  the  Canadian  rebels  hanged?  Is 
there  any  resemblance  between  that  and 
the  case  the  hon.  Member  seeks  to  esta- 
blish? In  Canada  you  hanged  the  most 
guilty — ^which  was  proper — and  you  par- 
doned the  others.  It  is  exactly  the  same 
case  hero,  except  that  you  hanged  nobody. 
You  transported  the  ringleaders ;  but  how 
many  of  the  4,000  or  5,000  that  they 
brought  with  them,  and  who  were  techni- 
cally guilty  of  treason,  were  even  tried? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  argues  as  if  in  this 
case  wc  had  hanged  a  good  many  ringlea- 
ders, and  spared  the  rest.  I  nave  said 
more  than  I  intended.  I  observed  the 
highly  questionable  nature  of  the  argument 
used  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  could 
not  allow  it  to  pass  unnoticed.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  under  no  circumstances 
would  the  Government  be  justified  in  ex- 
tending the  mercy  of  the  Crown  to  these 
persons ;  and  in  voting  against  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  do  not  object  to 
such  an  extension  of  the  Royal  mercy  on  a 
proper  occasion.  Were  I  to  do  that,  I 
should  imitate  the  conduct  of  the  hon. 
Member,  which  I  condemn.  The  only 
opinion  which  I  express  is,  that  Her  M** 
jesty*s  Ministers  are  not  to  be  forced 


the  House  to  exercise  the  prerogmtiTe  with 
which  th^  are  entrusted,  contraiy  to  their 
own  judgment.  It  would  be  certainly  in- 
convenient, and  perhaps  unprecedented,  for 
the  House  to  interfere  with  the  prerogative 
of  mercy. 

Mb.  DISRAELI:  I  am  very  glad  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  vindi- 
cated his  letters.  It  is  always,  to  me,  at 
least,  and  I  believe  to  the  House,  so  agree- 
able to  listen  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  under  any  circumstances,  that 
we  must  have  been  all  gratified  to-night 
that  he  has  found  it  necessary  to  vindicate 
that  celebrated  epistle,  which  produced  at 
the  same  time  an  effect  that  has  not  been 
forgotten ;  and  I  wbh  that  hon.  Members 
in  a  position  as  eminent  and  distingiushed 
as  that  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, would  also  rise  and  vindicate  those 
other  letters  which  have  influenced  public 
opinion,  and  produced  likewise  Yetj  great 
effect  during  the  last  six  months.  If  they 
were  to  do  that,  the  present  debate  would, 
I  believe,  be  able  to  show  a  comparison  in 
interest  with  any  debate  that  has  occupied 
our  attention  for  a  considerable  time.  I 
trespass  on  the  notice  of  the  House  to-night 
with  great  reluctance ;  but  I  have  reason 
to  think  that  the  House  will  acknowledge 
the  necessity  of  my  doing  so,  when  I  state 
that  ^Ye  or  six  years  ago  I  was,  on  this 
very  subject,  in  one  of  the  smallest  minori- 
ties that  ever  dirided  the  House — ^namely, 
a  minority  of  four,  on  a  Motion  identical, 
I  believe,  with  that  which  now  attracts  our 
attention;  and  I  certainly  have  not  the 
moral  courage  to  refrain,  in  the  present 
instance,  from  coming  forward  to  express 
an  opinion  similar  to  that  which,  on  that 
occasion,  I  vindicated  by  my  vote.  I  think 
it  impossible  to  aggravate  the  crime  of 
which  these  individuals  were  convicted.  It 
is,  as  was  said  to-night  by  the  riffht  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  probaUy  better 
language  than  it  was  ever  expressed  in 
before — a  crime  which  includes  all  other 
crimes ;  and  I  am  bound  also  to  say  that 
I  think,  and  have  ever  thought,  that  the 
punishment  to  which  they  have  been  sub- 
jected is  as  lenient  as  any  punishment  could 
be  under  the  circumstances.  When  the 
crime  was  so  enormous — when  the  judg- 
ment was  so  merciful,  you  might  weU  say 
that  it  is  not  the  part  of  this  House  to  come 
forward  either  on  the  present  or  on  the 
previous  occasion ;  and  when  30U  have  de- 
cided in  all  public  transactions  on  the  mere 
-— ~*s  of  the  case  as  placed  before  yon, 
idmit  it  will  be  tc—  '-'«=— *r  to  meet 
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this  objection.  On  tlie  previous  occjasion 
I  was,  I  believe,  the  only  Tory  Member 
who  voted  in  the  minority.  I  did  so  because 
I  thought  it  was  impossible  for  us  to  decide 
on  the  mattes  brought  before  us  without 
looking  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
they  occurred.  I  believe  that  was  in  the 
year  1839,  and  I  could  not  then  forget  that 
we  lived  at  a  period  of  great  political  ex- 
citement— I  could  not  forget  that  the  sys- 
tem called  agitation  had  obtained  in  this 
kingdom  for  a  number  of  years — and  by 
that  agitation  carried  us  to  the  veriest  con- 
fines of  sedition.  Men  had  become  Minis- 
ters— parties  had  been  destroyed  and  been 
constructed — ^Administrations  had  risen  to 
power  formed  of  individuals  who,  within  a 
short  time,  had,  I  believe,  sat  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  Whether  they  were  Secre- 
taries of  State  or  not,  1  need  not  now  in- 
quire. I  felt  that  this  state  of  things  had 
been  very  prevalent  in  the  country,  and 
that  there  had  been  also  a  debauched  state 
of  the  public  mind.  When  persons,  who 
to  a  certain  degree  were  ignorant,  tmin- 
formed,  and  ineiperienced,  were  seduced  by 
these  great  examples  by  seeing  that  agita- 
tion had  made  some  men  Ministers,  and  in 
another  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  had 
raised  one  man  to  be  more  powerful  than 
any  Minister — when  other  individuals  were 
induced  by  these  successful  examples  to 
play  a  card  infinitely  dangerous  to  the  for- 
tunes of  this  country — I  thought  that  we 
were  bound,  whatever  catastrophe  might 
have  happened,  to  consider  the  circum- 
stances by  which  they  were  excited,  and 
under  which  they  bad  acted.  I  did  not 
think  that  we  coidd  decide  on  the  conduct 
of  these  men  without  reference  to  these 
circumstances.  I  did  not  think  we  could 
say  to  them,  **  You  have  waged  a  war 
against  the  majesty  of  the  Sovereign;  you 
have  excited  the  feelings  of  the  people — 
you  have  appealed  to  the  passions  of  the 
multitude — ^you  have  raised  expectations 
which,  if  you  are  well-informed  men,  you 
must  have  known  could  not  be  realized — 
you  have  then  attempted  to  enforce  that 
which  was  illegal,  but  which,  if  you  had 
succeeded,  would  cease  to  be  illegal,  and 
therefore  you  must  be  punished  without 
mercy."  I  know  very  well  the  correspond- 
once  that  has  been  held  by  eminent  leaders 
in  this  country  with  organized  masses  of  the 
people;  and,  animated  by  this  conviction, 
although  1  thought  their  crime  enormous, 
and  although  I  thought  the  judgment  upon 
them  a  lenient  judgment,  1  felt  it  my  duty, 
^when  the  case  was  brought  before  the 
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House,  to  record  my  vote  in  their  favour. 
I  want  to  know  whether  any  circumstances 
have  occurred  since  which  should  change 
my  opinion  and  my  vote.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  GenUeman  (Mr.  Macaulay), 
happy  in  all  the  arts  of  composition,  and  in 
all  the  artifices  of .  eloquence^  but  never 
happier  than  when  he  illustrates  his  argu* 
ments,  has  ridiculed  the  distempered  sym- 
pathy of  the  public  for  great  criminals. 
He  says,  '*  Look  at  the  maudlin  and  mis- 
taken zeal,  the  diseased  and  disordered 
state  of  the  public  mind,  which  sympa- 
thizes with  a  murderess,  and  proposes  to 
send  her  to  one  of  the  Colonies  to  teach 
children  there.  Why,  it  is  the  example  of 
our  Colonies --one  at  least — ^which  interests 
me  much  at  this  moment,  and  which  in- 
fluences me  in  the  course  I  wish  to  take« 
1  go  to  the  Colonies.  I  see  in  one  of  them 
a  great  insurrection.  I  see  a  great  political 
movement  there,  and  1  find  that  traitors 
there  are  not  only  not  punished,  but  they 
are  rewarded.  1  do  not  want  the  people  of 
England  to  feel — although  they  will  never 
find  in  me  one  who  will  palliate  the  enor- 
mities of  criminals  in  this  coimtry — ^to  feel 
there  is  a  difierence  between  Colonial  and 
native  crime.  1  am  so  far  an  advocate  of 
free  trade  that  I  do  not  wish  native  indus- 
try to  have  this  monopoly,  and  be  pro- 
tected in  this  exception.  If  the  Colonial 
system  can  only  be  maintained  by  making 
Mr.  Frost  a  slave,  and  Mr.  Papineau  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  I  think 
that  system  should  be  put  an  end  to  as  soon 
as  possible.  Then,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  never  richer  in  any  of 
his  reminiscences  than  when  he  appeals  to 
history,  appeals  to  the  reigns  of  James  II., 
and  he  teU  us  of  an  instance  with  which 
you  may  parallel  the  present  case.  But  that 
case  wi^s  perfectly  difierent.  It  was  inno- 
cuous. Here  Her  Majesty's  troops  are 
fired  on.  I  might  ask,  in  a  parenthesis, 
were  not  Her  Majesty's  troops  fired  on  in 
Canada  ?  I  should  like  to  have  a  return 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary at  War  of  the  number  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's troops  killed  and  wounded  during 
the  rebellion  in  Canada.  But  when  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  comes  to 
us,  and  appeals  to  the  reign  of  James  II.  as 
the  model  reign  for  sedition  and  treason 
that  should  be  pardoned,  I  ask  him  was  not 
the  blood  of  Scdgmoor  as  costly  as  that  at 
the  little  town  of  Newport  ?  Are  we  to  be 
told  we  are  to  show  no  mercy  in  the  case  of 
this  insurrection,  because  in  the  reign  of 
James  II,  there  was  a  rebellion,  in  which 
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there  was  suffering  more  multiplied  ?  I  can 
find  in  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  always  interesting 
and  charming  to  listen  to,  no  valid  argu- 
ment against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem« 
her  for  Finshnry.  But  I  turn  to  a  higher 
iiuthority— of  course  I  speak  with  regard 
to  present  situation.  And  here  I  must 
remark,  that  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who  tells  us  we 
are  hound  to  support  the  Crown  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  prerogative,  which  is  at  pre- 
sent in  question,  because  it  is  necessary, 
under  all  circumstances,  goes  to  prove  to 
us  that  we  should  on  no  occasion  question 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  advisers. 
But  you  must  look  a  little  to  the  position 
of  the  Government.  If  we  admit  for  a  mo- 
ment this  position,  that  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown  must  not  be  questioned  because 
of  the  advice  which  the  Crown  receives 
from  an  individual,  an  individual  who  has 
told  us  that  in  the  present  case  he  has 
taken  even  a  particular  responsibility  as  to 
the  point  at  issue,  we  must  look  whether 
the  Government  possesses  entirely  the  con- 
fidence of  this  House.  Although  I  know 
the  Government  is  supported  by  112  Gen- 
tlemen, who  are  the  regenerators  of  this 
icountry  by  a  change  of  their  opinions,  still, 
when  we  are  called  upon  to  support  the 
Crown  in  the  exercise  of  that  prerogative 
by  the  argument  that  we  must  support  the 
Minister  who  advises  the  Crown,  we  are 
bound  to  consider  whether  the  Minister 
possesses  the  confidence  of  the  House, 
and  whether  in  a  week  hence  we  may 
not  find  it  necessary  to  support  the  ex- 
orcise of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
under  very  different  circumsUnces  and 
for  a  different  end,  and  be  equally  justi- 
fied in  it,  because  another  Minister  may 
be  ready  to  accept  that  responsibility. 
Now  I  come  to  a  position  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
commenced  his  speech  by  stating  what 
was  his  right  possition,  as  I  humbly 
conceive.  Whatever  may  be  my  opinions 
upon  the  main  question,  there  can,  in  my 
mind,  be  no  doubt  that  the  Mmister  of  the 
Crown  was  bound  to  come  forward  and  di- 
late upon  the  enormity  of  the  crime,  which 
I  should  think  no  one  questioned,  upon 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and  the  de- 
licate nature  of  its  exercise,  which  I  be- 
lieve no  one  challenges — I  think,  I  say, 
nothing  could  be  more  just  and  more  politic 
than  the  position  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  first  assumed,  and  then  dwelt 


upon.  I  know  it  carried  the  feelings  of 
those  around  me,  and  I  believe  of  the 
House.     It  is  very  difficult  to  answer  the 

r»sition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and 
know  there  was  an  extraordinary  sens^ 
tion  upon  these  benches,  to  find  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  one  set  of  opinions, 
to  which  they  were  determined  to  adhere. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  though  he 
might  have  carried  the  House,  and  to  a 
certain  degree  the  country,  upon  that  head, 
pauses  in  his  course  before  he  sits  down  ; 
and  when  he  had  put  himself  in  a  clear 
and  intelligible  and  strong  position,  both 
in  point  of  constitutional  opinion — ^that  I 
will  say,  for  I  cannot  doubt  his  past  senti- 
ments of  loyalty — ^the  right  hon.  Baronet 
comes  forward  and  says,  ''  at  least  for  a 
time."  "  Press  me,"  he  said,  looking  at 
those  hon.  Members  for  Finshnry  who  were 
the  first  to  discover  he  was  of  so  "  squeec* 
able"  a  nature—"  bring  forward  the  ques- 
tion again  upon  another  occasion,  bring  it 
forward  in  another  Session — ^perhi^s  In 
another  ParUament — ^and  I  shall  be  ready 
to  meet  you  in  the  most  liberal  spirit !  * 
"  At  present,"  he  said,  *'  I  disapprove  of 
treason  ;  at  present  I  wish  that  the  exer- 
cise of  mercy  should  be  delicately  and  dis- 
creetly used ;  but  do  not  for  a  moment 
suppose  that  I  wish  to  stop  yon  in  yonr 
constitutional  course.  Press  the  Crown 
and  press  the  Minister  ;  and  though  the 
crime  is  now  enormous,  and  though  the 
exercise  of  mercy  is  that  prerogative  for 
which  I  am  pecuUarly  responsible,"  as  he 
informed  us,  "  though  the  last  to  meddle 
with  it,  bring  forward  the  question  again; 
and  although  under  present  circumstances 
we  cannot  be  in  a  minority,  still  bring  for- 
ward the  question  again,  and  I  will  hear 
what  you  have  to  say."  Now,  I  say  that 
is  not  the  way  the  Government  ought  to 
have  met  this  question.  As  regards  those 
parties  who  come  before  the  IJouse,  I 
voted  for  them  years  ago,  in  the  hour  of 
their  adversity;  and  whatever  may  be  their 
fortunes  now,  I  will  not  desert  them.  I 
voted  for  them  then  for  tho  same  reasons 
and  with  the  same  sentiments  that  I  shall 
vote  for  them  now  ;  but  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  those  forlorn  individuals  and 
their  fnends  there  is  a  clear  position  to 
take.  They,  according  to  the  right  oni* 
nion  of  society,  and  the  decision  of  the 
law,  have  committed  a  great  crime.  The 
law  has  awarded  them  a  great,  though  a 
lenient  punishment.  The  Government 
have  only  two  courses  to  take,  to  use  their 
own  official  language.     These  men  ai^ 
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cither  to  bo  pardoned  or  to  be  punifibed. 
Thej  are  to  be  punished  as  an  example  to 
society,  or  tbej  are  to  bo  pardoned  as  an 
encouragement  to  others  to  hope  that 
though  they  may  be  criminal,  there  is  the 
divine  attribute  of  mercy  in  the  Sovereign. 
But  no  Government  is  authorized  to  come 
forward  and  say,  *'  These  are  criminals ; 
we  have  punished  them,  and  we  vindicate 
their  punishment ;  but  bring  forward  your 
Motion  again,  and  we  do  not  say  we  will 
then  resist  your  appeal."  That  is  a  con- 
cession of  a  most  demoralizing  character. 
What  is  the  result  ?  Why  this,  that  if 
these  men  ever  are  pardoned,  if  there  be  a 
remission  of  their  punishment,  if  the 
highest,  the  divinest  quality  of  the  Crown, 
the  attribute  of  majesty  which  all  adore, 
is  brought  into  action  in  their  favour, 
what  wiU  they,  and  the  multitude  they  re- 
present, say  ?  Will  they  feel  gratitude  to 
the  Crown  ?  No  !  They  will  only  recog- 
nise the  timidity  and  the  weakness  of  the 
Government.  For  these  reasons,  and  for 
others,  I  shall  support  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  if  he  persists  in  dividing 
the  House,  as  I  supported  him  before;  but 
perhaps  he  will  be  satisfied  in  bringing  the 
question  under  the  notice  of  the  public. 
And  trusting  he  has  by  this  discussion 
placed  it  in  a  light  which  will  draw  public 
attention  to  it,  in  a  way  that  will  call  for 
wholesome  sympathy,  so  that  the  Crown  may 
perhaps  be  induced,  by  its  natural  impulse 
and  disposition,  and  the  consciousness  that 
it  possesses  the  sympathy  of  its  subjects,  to 
view  with  mercy  the  conduct  of  these  men,  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  division ;  but  if  he  presses  it 
to  a  division,  I  shall  divide  with  him. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  he  should  be 
exceedingly  sorry  to  be  misunderstood  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  therefore  he 
begged  to  be  allowed  to  explain.  The 
House  would  remember  that  ho  deprecated 
interference  with  regard  to  this  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown.  He  stated  the  exercise 
— ^the  spontaneous  exercise— of  it  ought, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  guided  by  time  and 
circumstances  ;  and  he  went  on  to  say  he 
could  not  be  responsible  at  the  present 
time  for  any  advice  to  Her  Majesty  to  re- 
mit the  sentence,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
thought  it  right  to  presume  there  was  no 
limit  to  the  prerogative  of  mercy  in  the 
Crown. 

Mr.  J.  S.  WORTLEY  said  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  last  addressed  the 
House  (Mr.  Disraeli),  had  taken  the  op- 
portunity of  vindicating  his  own  unerring 


consistency.  He  had  told  the  House  he 
had  gone  out  in  a  minority  of  four  on  this 
question.  He  (Mr.  S.  Wortley)  doubted 
very  much  whether  the  House  woidd  be 
swayed  by  the  same  reasons  which  seemed 
to  have  influenced  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  certainly  referred  to 
topics  which  tended  to  show  that  personal 
considerations  had  brought  him  to  give  the 
vote  he  intended  to  give.  Neither  could 
the  House  feel  very  greatly  obliged  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  having  introduced  into 
this  debate  acrimonious  feelings  and 
personal  allusions.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Duncombe)  he  hoped 
would  feel  that  the  Motion  had  been 
treated  with  the  greatest  respect  and 
in  the  best  feeling,  by  those  who  differed 
from  him ;  but,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  but  little  advanced  the  interests  of 
those  he  represented  on  this  occasion.  If 
a  feeling  had  been  growing  up  favourable 
to  the  remission  of  their  sentence,  he  (Mr, 
S.  Wortley)  could  not  conceive  a  more 
unfortunate  interposition  with  that  feeling 
than  this  discussion,  because  by  reviving 
the  extreme  atrocity  of  the  crime  of  which 
they  had  been  convicted,  the  Crown  was 
embarrassed  in  exercising  its  prerogative, 
and  mercy  was  made  more  difficult  to  be 
extended.  When  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  public  opinion  was  embodied  in  favour 
of  the  remission  of  the  sentence  on  these 
persons,  he  (Mr.  S.  Wortley)  begged  to 
differ  from  the  hon.  Member.  He  believed^ 
on  the  contrary,  that  if  the  prayer  of  such 
petitions  were  conceded,  that  public  opin- 
ion would  be  shocked  and  outraged  thereby; 
and  if  the  great  criminals  to  whom  refer- 
ence was  made  were  pardoned,  he  could 
but  conclude  that  injustice  would  be  done 
to  others  still  kept  in  punishment,  whose 
offences  were  not  of  so  high  a  nature. 
What  dark  ingredient  in  crime,  he  would 
ask,  did  not  enter  into  the  offence  for 
which  Frost  and  his  compeers  were  con- 
victed? The  hon.  Member  talked  of  the 
sudden  circumstances  under  which  the 
crime  was  committed.  Why,  was  it  not 
proved  on  the  trial  that  the  outbreak  had 
been  concocted  weeks  previously?  All 
the  consideration,  the  ingenuity,  and  the 
influence,  of  the  position  of  Frost  were 
brought  to  bear  m  furtherance  of  the 
movement.  Much  ignorance  and  bad  feel^ 
ing  existed,  most  likely,  at  the  period,  in 
that  part  of  Wales  where  these  atrocities 
took  place ;  but  surely  the  punishment  of 
the  crime  should  not  be  visited  upon  the 
colliers  who  joined  the  forces  of  Frost, 
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but  OD  those  who  marahaUed  them  and  led 
them  to  the  atttck.  The  faon.  Member 
for  FiaBbiU7  alio  seemed  to  consider  the 
offence  a  political  crime  only.  If  it  were 
a  political  offence,  then  was  the  crime  of 
Thistlewood  a  political  crime  only.  The 
Mme  motires  existed  in  both  cases.  Tbis- 
tlewood  struck  at  the  objects  of  his  per- 
sonal antipathy,  and  coonselled  as  well  as 
planned  the  intended  murders.  Frost  was 
equally  cognizant  of  his  object,  directed 
his  misguided  followers  lo  attack  the  town 
of  Newport  and  its  innocent  people,  at 
whatever  risk,  and  at  the  expense  of  blood- 
shed. The  hen.  Member  also  said  that 
Frost  desired  himself  that  a  moral  demon- 
stration only  should  be  made.  But  that 
very  point  was  left  lo  the  jury  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice.  The  learned  Judge 
put  it  to  the  jury  to  say,  if  Frost  had  en- 
tered the  town  fur  the  treasonous  and  re- 
bellious purpose  against  the  Government 
of  the  Qaeen,  and  the  peace  of  the  people. 
What  was  the  answer  of  the  jury?  They 
convicted  him  of  his  dark  and  iniquitous 
intention.  The  Judge  called  attention  to 
that  part  of  the  charge.  Ho  put  it  to  the 
jury  to  say  if  Frost  was  innocent  of  guilty 
intent  or  not!  He  would  refer  to  the  re- 
port of  the  time,  and  read  that  portion  to 
the  House  connected  with  that  j>oint.  The 
Chief  Justice  said — 

"  As  tlie  jurjr  hmve  in  ouh  cue  pronounood  fou 
Kuilt/  111  tbo  criuio  with  iihich  jaii  hsve  been 
chnrfrnt.  I  sliuuld  Iw  wanting  la  my  dut;  if  I  did 
not  diflarp  that  the  verdict  which  they  liavo  fro- 
noutiri>d  maeta  wilh  tho  entire  conoum>nce  of  all 
tnr  l<mnie*l  brothnn  nod  m;aelf." 

Then,  again,  ho  said — 

'■  It  ha«  been  prarcd  in  jour  caac  thst  yoo  con- 
trived to  lead  rkim  the  hills,  nt  the  dead  of  n\s(M. 
into  the  (own  of  Newport  msnr  tliuiuands  of  men, 
smied  in  uuuiy  IniUneei  with  danpiroua  weaponi, 
ia  order  that  tbe^  niijiht  tiikc  i>(Hw»ion  of  the 
(own,  and  (uprranip  the  lawful  autborilr  of  tho 
ituern,  na  proUiniDarT  to  s  more  general  iniurrec- 
tion." 

Again,  it  would  he  seen  from  the  evidence, 
that — 

"The  gum  wore  to  go  flrrt.the  niiiM  next,  and 
then  the  people  without  anni.  >rait  aaid  that 
he  wai  going  to  take  Newport,  and  that  he  would 
break  down  the  bridjcc,  sad  prcnent  the  paaning 
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a  time ;  and  he  woidd  state  his  firm 
conviction  to  the  House,  that  had  the 
attack  succeeded  at  Newport,  an  outbreak 
would  also  have  followed  in  the  north. 
But  was  the  attack  at  Newport  against  the 
peace  of  the  town  unconnected  with  the 
troubles  ofterwards  oriung  in  the  north? 
He  doubted  much  if  the  outbreak  in  York- 
shire was  not  a  part  of  the  same  move- 
ment. It  was  at  least  identical  in  point 
of  time.  He  alluded  to  the  troubles  which 
took  place  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Shef- 
field. So  strong  were  the  opinions  of 
Lord  Uelboume  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  fur  London,  who  were  in  office  at 
the  moment,  upon  tho  extreme  atrocity  of 
the  crime,  that  it  was  only  upon  the  utmost 
pressure  they  were  induced  to  remit  the 
punishment  awarded.  Now  having  stated 
these  matters,  was  this  a  case,  he  would 
ask,  in  which  to  eiercise  the  prerogative 
uf  mercy?  Other  circumstances  connected 
with  the  cose  should  also  be  nude  known. 
Mr.  Maule,  the  solicitor  for  the  prosecu- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Government,  hod 
an  application  made  to  him  by  the  def^i- 
dants'  legal  adviser,  for  a  copy  of  the  in- 
dictment and  other  documents.  The  in- 
lUctmcnt  was  delivered  three  or  four  days 
before  it  should  have  boon  placed  in  tlio 
hands  of  the  prisoner ;  but  the  list  of  wit- 
nesses was  not  delivered  at  the  legal  periotL 
This  inadvertence  was  seized  by  the  coun- 
sel (the  present  SoUcitor  General)  ss  of  ad- 
vaut.tge  to  his  client.  The  circumstance 
was  very  properly  so  seised,  and  rendered 
of  avail,  in  the  argument  which  afterwards 
took  place  on  the  matter.  The  n-hole 
question  of  the  legality  uf  trial  was  argued 
before  the  fifteen  Judges,  in  the  Exche- 
quer Chamber.  Whatever  the  issue  of 
(hat  argument,  no  doubt  could  exist  that 
Frost  and  his  companions  had  been  con- 
victed of  au  offence  which  they  must,  with- 
out remiasiun,  have  eipiated  with  death. 
God  forbid  that  tho  Hor.to  should  for  one 
instant  stand  opposed  to  mercy!  but  be 
cuuld  not  think  any  ground  existed  for  in- 
terference, and  even  had  the  demurrer  in 
the  case  BUcecciled,  the  only  effect  would 
have  been,  that  the  parties  charged  would. 
Iiuvc  again  been  placed  on  trial,  perh^» 
to  be  again  found  guilty. 

Mb.  AGLIONBY  regretted  tbo  speech 
r  the^- 
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should  have  wished  him  not  to  have  taken. 
What  he  should  have  liked  would  have 
heen  for  his  hon.  Friend,  immediately  after 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  the  Plomo  Department,  to 
have  got  up  and  have  deprecated  aU  fur- 
ther discussion.  Had  that  heen  done,  he 
was  quite  sure  that  the  general  feeling  of 
the  country  would  have  heen  had  regard 
to  hy  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  whose 
hands  the  case  of  Frost,  Williams,  and 
Jones  might  have  heen  safely  left.  As  it 
was,  however,  he  feared  that  his  hon. 
Friend  must  adopt  a  different  course.  He 
had  listened  with  regret  to  the  speeches 
both  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Shrewsbury,  and  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh — to  the 
former,  because  it  had  placed  altogether  a 
false  construction  upon  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  to  the  latter  be- 
cause it  had  infused  a  good  deal  of  bitter- 
ness and  excitement  into  the  debate,  which 
wore  by  no  means  called  for.  There  was 
a  strong  feeling  of  sympathy  towards  those 
people,  which  ought  to  meet  with  attention 
from  the  Government ;  and  he  would  ask 
what  was  the  effect  of  punishment  in  this 
case?  Was  it  the  prevention  of  crime,  or 
the  reformation  of  the  individuals?  In 
either  case  its  continuation  would  be  un- 
necessary. It  had  been  continued  for  near 
six  years  ;  and  their  conduct  in  the  Colony 
during  that  time  had  been  so  exemplary 
that  the  severity  of  their  sentence  had 
been  somewhat  relaxed,  whilst  it  had  been 
admitted  that  there  was  no  reason  to  fear 
if  they  at  once  returned  to  the  bosom  of 
their  families,  that  their  conduct  would 
again  cause  any  apprehension  as  to  the 
safety  of  the  public  peace.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  still  eventually  recom- 
mend the  exercise  of  the  prerogative  of 
mercy,  though  ho  feared  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  delayed  in  adopting  that 
step  by  the  course  which  the  debate  had 
taken. 

*  Sm  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  said,  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Wortley) 
had  called  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury  a  speech  distinguished  by 
acrimony  and  party  feeling.  He  denied 
that  the  speech  exhibited  any  party  ran- 
cour; and  certainly  no  personal  acrimony. 
There  were  two  leading  points  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  directed  attention. 
One  was,  that  the  criminals  in  the  case 
now  submitted  to  the  House  had  been 
misled  by  the  speeches  of  persons  high  in 


authority.  The  hon.  Member  went  no 
farther  than  this — ^that  the  light  which  had 
led  astray  was  light  from  a  high  quarter. 
The  other  point  which  was  maintained  in 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  was,  that 
similar  conduct  on  the  part  of  persons  in 
the  Colonies  had  not  met  with  simiUr  pun- 
ishment. Was  there  any  man  of  any  party 
in  politics  who  would  deny  this  ?  Would 
any  one  say,  that  the  traitors  in  Canada 
were  not  rewarded  for  their  treason  ?  Had 
there  not  been  instances  of  persons  who 
had  been  expatriated,  who,  like  Frost,  had 
hidden  themselves  in  a  coalhole  ?  Were 
they  not  brought  back  to  Canada,  and 
placed  in  offices  of  trust  ?  What  encou- 
ragement was  that  to  the  loyal  men  who, 
under  Providence,  had  preserved  Canada  ? 
Had  not  a  man  like  Sir  Francis  Head, 
who,  humanly  speaking,  preserved  that 
country,  been,  by  successive  Governments, 
neglected,  while  Papineau  was  encouraged 
and  rewarded  ?  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Shrewsbury  did  not  deny  the 
guilt  of  these  men;  but  he  said  that  others 
in  a  similar  situation  had  been  encouraged, 
instead  of  meeting  with  similar  punishment. 
If  this  was  party  feeling,  he  shared  it  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury.  No 
one  was  more  convinced  of  the  guilt  of 
these  men  than  ho  was :  he  had  never 
voted  in  favour  of  their  pardon,  nor  should 
he  do  so  now;  and  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  closing  sentences  of  the  speeches  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  James  Graham), 
and  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh,  he  should  have  remained 
silent,  or  contented  himself  with  thanking 
them  for  their  speeches,  particularly  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  for  his  luminous  exposition  of 
the  constitutional  view  of  the  question.  Ho 
should  also  have  thanked  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  had  it  not  been  for  the  last  portion 
of  his  speech;  and  he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  con- 
fessed, that  even  his  right  hon.  Friend 'a 
explanation  was  not  satisfactory  to  him;  nor 
did  he  think  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  did  not 
mean,  while  ho  deprecated  discussion  in  this 
House,  to  show  that  his  own  mind  was  not 
made  up  on  this  sentence,  which  was  vir- 
tually encouraging  the  renewal  of  the  dis- 
cussion. ["  No,  no  !"]  That  was  his  opin- 
ion. He  did  not  join  in  the  wish  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shrewsbury, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  would 
withdraw  his  Motion;  but  he  hoped  the 
House  would  reject  it  by  a  large  majority, 
for  he  thought  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  ought  to  be  maintained,  and  never 
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more  than  in  this  case.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
talked  of  political  offences,  as  if  they  were 
no  crimes  at  all.  Why,  the  offence  for 
which  these  men  had  heen  transported  was 
the  concentration  and  essence  of  all  crimes. 
If  they  had  realized  the  objects  they  had 
in  TieWy  human  imagination  could  hardly 
conceive  a  scene  of  greater  horror  and 
atrocity  than  would  have  heen  witnessed  at 
Newport  on  the  morning  of  that  day  when 
these  men  were  apprehended.  He  con- 
curred with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh  in  his  eulogium  on 
the  merits  and  services  of  Sir  Thomas  Phil- 
lips, by  whose  gallantry,  under  Providence, 
those  traitorous  efforts  were  repulsed;  for 
he  being  a  civilian,  and  holding  a  civil  office 
in  the  town,  had  marshalled  the  military 
force,  and  resisted  the  attack  of  the  rioters. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Government  of  that 
day  had  recommended  him  to  the  favour  of 
the  Crown.  He  had  heard  nothing  to  in- 
duce him  to  give  any  other  vote  than  that 
he  had  formerly  given,  and  he  hoped  the 
Motion  would  be  met  by  the  most  deter- 
mined opposition  which  the  House  could 
show. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  did  not  know  how  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down,  was 
to  be  satisfied.  He  commenced  by  com- 
plaining of  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bute  had  addressed 
himself  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury.  He  (Mr.Wakley)  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  so 
overflowing  with  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness, that  he  was  about,  in  the  most  encr- 
getio  manner,  to  support  the  Motion  of  his 
on.  Colleague  (Mr.  buncombe).  But  the 
hon.  Baronet  went  on  with  his  criticism  till 
he  came  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh; 
and  both  those  speeches  pleased  him,  with 
the  exception  of  one  portion — and  what 
portion  was  that  ?  Why,  that  in  which 
there  was  intimation  of  a  merciful  and  hu- 
mane feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Was  that  the  position  which  the 
Representative  of  the  University  of  Oxford 
— of  the  Church  of  England^-ought  to 
assume  in  that  House  'i  Ho  must  say, 
that  he  was  confounded  at  the  spectacle 
which  he  witnessed ;  for  he  should  have 
supposed  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  havr 
been  the  first  man  to  have  advocated  t^ 
merciful  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  i 
Colleague.     Howev*  "    ''  been  n 
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which  pervaded  it  at  the  condnsion  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
He  was  sitting  beside  his  hon.  Colleague 
at  the  time;  and  he  asked  him,  by  all 
means,  if  possible,  to  prevent  further  dis* 
cussion.     His  hon.  Friend,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, he  thought,  had  taken  a  most  judi- 
cious course  in  appealing  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  asking  him  if  he  could  hold 
out  any  hope  that  mercy  would  be  extended 
to  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones  ?    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  intimated,  in  reply,  that  he 
was  desirous  that  his  hon.  Friend  should 
make  his  statement,  in  order,  as  it  was 
stated,  that  a  vote  of  that  House  might 
justify  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  extending 
clemency  to  those  persons.     It  was  absurd 
to  say  that  this  was  a  question  as  to  the  ex- 
ercise of  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.    It 
was  not  the  prerogative  of  the   Crown 
which  was  in  question.     It  was  an  appeal 
to  the  Minister  for  the  Home  Department 
to  exercise  his  discretion  as  regarded  the 
remission  of  the  sentence  which  had  been 
inflicted  upon  those  individuals.     It  was  a 
question  which  was  referred  to  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department;   and  he 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  a  very  fair  speech  with  respect  to  it-^ 
a  fair  speech  for  a  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  one  of  the  tone  and  tem- 
per of  which  the  House  had  no  reason  to 
complain.     What  were  they  to  expect  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment ?     It  should  be  recollected  that 
it  was  a  position  of  great  responsibilitv — a 
position  which  gave  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  held  it  the  duty  of  the  conser- 
vation of  the  peace  in  this  country;  and 
every  one  who  considered  this  subject,  and 
remembered  the  important  interests  which 
were  concerned,  would  admit  that  the  Home 
Secretary  required  to  exercise  very  great 
discretion  in  deciding  as  to  whether  or  not 
persons  who  had  been  guilty  of  such  grave 
offences  as  those  men  had  should  be  re- 
stored to  their  country'.     Ilis  hon.  Col- 

ft 

league,  in  introducing  the  question,  did  not* 
go  into  the  merit«  of  the  case;  and  when 
ho    alluded  to   that  portion  of  the    sub- 
ject,   he   deprecated   the   offences  which 
those  men  had  committed,   and  s]K>ko  of 
them  as  offences  of  the  highest  nature;  and, 
•*  -"*'*^*'im  to  that,  he  remark   "    * 
f  persons  who  ha^ 
'  House  praying  f< 
in  anv  of  the  n 
V  addroiieed  i 
^  tending  i 
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attempt  to  justify  the  conduct  for  which 
these  men  had  been  condemned  to  suffer 
punishment.  But  there  were,  notwith- 
standing, millions  of  persons  in  the  coim- 
try  of  opinion  who  thought  that  if  those 
men  had  been  persons  of  higher  station  in 
society — ^persons  possessed  of  more  money, 
and  who  would  consequently  have  carried 
their  case  to  the  other  House,  that  the  re- 
sult would  have  been  different,  and  they 
would  not  have  been  transported.  He  only 
spoke  of  the  opinion  that  was  entertained 
by  a  great  number  of  persons  in  this  coun- 
try who  had  petitioned  the  House  in  fayour 
of  those  prisoners.  It  was  an  opinion 
which  generally  prevailed,  thai  considering 
the  legal  character  of  the  offence  with 
which  those  prisoners  had  been  charged, 
the  result  would  have  been  different  if  the 
prisoners  had  been  men  of  greater  station, 
and  possessed  of  more  ample  pecuniary 
means.  The  House  was  well  aware  of  the 
decision  which  had  been  arrived  at  in  an- 
other place  within  the  last  two  years  upon 
legal  grounds;  and  it  was  the  opinion  of 
great  numbers  in  this  country  that  if  those 
prisoners  were  able  to  bring  their  case  into 
another  House,  they  would  have  been  suc- 
cessful. But  the  state  of  the  country  at 
present  was  highly  favourable  to  the  remis- 
sion of  the  punishment  of  those  prisoners. 
What  was  the  state  of  the  country  at  pre- 
sent ?  There  was  no  sedition  now  nor  any 
sign  of  rebellion,  or  of  discontent  to  any 
considerable  extent.  But  if  the  contrary 
were  the  case,  and  that  discontent  and  se- 
dition prevailed,  it  would  be  said  that  those 
who  sought  for  a  remission  of  punishment 
proposed  to  encourage  rebellion  by  the 
course  which  they  recommended — namely, 
to  call  back  those  men  to  their  native 
country.  It  was  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  to  exercise  his 
discretion  in  this  matter.  But  he  (Mr. 
Wakley)  could  not  avoid  remarking  that 
some  of  the  speeches  which  they  had  heard 
on  that  night  were  calculated  to  increase 
his  difficulties  as  regarded  this  case,  and 
that  they  found  ii^that  House  some  of  the 
bitterest  enemies  of  Frost,  Jones,  and 
Williams — ^that  some  of  the  bitterest  op- 
ponents of  mercy  had  been  found  there  on 
that  occasion.  They  ought  to  recollect 
that  the  people  had  no  representatives  in 
that  House,  and  that  mUlious  of  these 
people  believed  that  those  men  had  been 
unlawfully  transported.  Was  that  House 
never  to  listen  to  the  prayers  or  accede  to 
the  wishes  of  millions  of  the  people;  or 
were  they  always  to  treat  the  petitions  of 


these  unregfesented  people  with  indiffer- 
ence and  scorn  ?  If  they  persisted  in  tak- 
ing this  course,  they  would  find  it  one  that 
ought  not  to  be  followed,  and  one  that  was 
calculated  to  produce  danger  to  the  Con- 
stitution. What  would  those  persons  think 
of  finding  the  greatest  opponents  of  Frost 
and  Jones  and  Williams  in  that  House  ? 
He  regretted  to  perceive  the  tenor  of  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh;  and 
he  could  not  help  expressing  the  hope  that 
if  every  letter  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  were  followed  with  such  a 
postscript,  that  he  would  never  write  any 
more  letters.  It  was  a  speech  of  groat 
eloquence  and  ability,  but  it  was  accompa- 
nied with  remarks  which  were  altogether 
uncalled  for.  He  was  of  opinion  that  no 
good  could  be  effected  by  prolonging  the 
debate.  He  thought  that,  considering  the 
legal  objections  of  the  Judges,  and  the 
principle  that  an  accused  person  had  a 
claim  to  the  benefit  of  the  slightest  doubt, 
it  would  be  a  wise  and  proper  course  to 
remit  the  sentence  of  those  men. 

Ma.  G.  W.  HOPE  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  noticing  a  single  point  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford. 
That  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  the  per- 
sons who  had  been  found  guilty  of  being 
^i^i^ft^od  in  rebellion  in  Canada,  had4)cen 
promoted  and  treated  with  honour  by  the 
Government  of  this  countiy,  acting  through 
the  representatives  in  Canada.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Baronet  that  such  was  not 
the  case;  that  no  person  who  had  been 
found  guilty  of  being  engaged  in  that  re- 
bellion had  been  employed  at  all.  The 
leading  person  in  that  rebellion  undoubtedly 
had  now  returned  to  his  native  country: 
but  he  had  returned  under  no  especial  par- 
don of  the  Crown;  but,  imder  a  flaw,  if  he 
might  so  call  it,  in  the  mode  of  proceeding; 
and  the  result  had  been  that  his  conviction 
was  found  no  longer  available  against  him. 
But  no  pardon  had  been  asked,  and  none 
had  been  granted  to  him.  It  was  entirely 
in  consequence  of  a  technicality  that  he 
had  been  remitted  from  the  consequences 
of  his  conviction.  As  respected  those  who 
had  not  been  so  prominent  in  the  rebellion, 
he  admitted  that  pardons  had  been  issued; 
and  the  course  taken  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  who  presided  over  the  Co- 
lonial Department  was  this — ^he  declined  to 
issue  any  general  pardon,  but  said  he 
would  consider  each  case  as  it  presented  it- 
self, and  he  did  so.     The  case  of  each  of 
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the  nunor  prisoners  was  comi^red  bj  it- 
self; and,  with  ttie  eiceptioa  of  Home  who 
hftd  nuBconducted  themselves  in  the  pen&l 
Colony,  he  had  decided  in  their  favour, 
baring  foiuid  that  thej  had  been  rather 
misled  bj  others  than  havings  beeo  them- 
selves leaders  in  that  revolt.  His  boo. 
Friend  had  also  said  that  Sir  FranciH 
Head  had  been  neglected  b;  Buccessive 
Governments,  while  those  who  had  sap- 
ported  Papineau  had  heen  petted  and  em- 
ployed. If  those  persons  had  received 
employment  in  Canada,  it  was  the  natural 
consequence  of  the  poution  they  hod  been 
placed  in  by  the  result  of  the  elections 
there,  and  not  because  the  Govenunent 
had  desired  cither  to  assist  or  to  oppose  any 
particular  set  of  opinions. 

Ldbd  J.  MANNERS  proceeded  to  ad- 
dress the  House.  The  noble  Lord  com- 
menced by  observing,  that,  in  spite  of  the 
speech  just  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbory  {Mr.  Wakley),  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the  continu- 
ance of  the  discussion  could  come  to  no 
good,  and  as  it  had  been  stated  that  the 
peti^ons  of  the  peo[de  who  had  no  repre- 
sentatives in  that  House  were  treated  with 
Bcom  and  indifTerence,  he  wished  to  inter- 
pose a  very  few  observations  before  the 
Hoose  came  to  a  division  on  the  question 
now  before  it.  He  thought  that  the  whole 
tone  of  the  present  debate  must  serve  to 
convince,  not  only  persons  in  the  House 
but  also  out  of  doors,  that  there  existed  no 
indisposition  on  the  part  of  the  present 
House  of  Commons  to  listen  calmly,  fairly, 
and  dispassionately  to  the  cases  submitted 
by  those  classes  who,  it  was  said,  had  do 
direct  representatives  in  the  House.  Among 
other  points  which  had  onsen  in  this  dis- 
eussioo,  ho  (Lord  J.  Manners)  wished  to 
correct  a  mistake  which  the  hou.  Member 
for  Fiusbnry  (Mr.  Wakley)  had  made,  with 
respect  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hen. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglii).  He  was  sure  the 
hon.  Member  never  meant  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  stood  np  as  the  cham- 
pion of  the  Church,  to  vindicate  intolerance, 
and  to  interpose  between  the  exercise  of 
the  prerogative  of  mercy.  He  was  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  would,  in  his  calmer 
moments,  give  the  hon.  Baronet  credit  for 
the  possession  of  as  much  humanity  as  tliat 
which  actuated  the  hon.  Member  himself. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Ipi'':-'  •^'—H  pro- 
perly think,  as  a  coDsist«  f  the 
Church  of  England,  th  '^ 
in  promoting  the  laws  < 


vindicating  its  majesty ;  and  hence  the 
part  his  hon.  Friend  had  taken.  But  the 
principal  object  for  which  he  (Lord  J.  Man- 
ners) had  risen  was  to  express  his  re^rt^t 
at  a  considerable  portion  of  the  moat 
able  and  eloquent  speech  c^  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  th« 
city  of  Edinburgh.  He  knew  not  whe- 
ther there  was  anything  peculiar  in  the 
constmction  of  his  mind ;  bnt  he  must  say 
that  he  never  heard  historical  Whiggism 
brought  to  attack  modem  Chartism  hot  his 
judgment  was  shaken  by  the  feeling  of 
great  inconsistency.  In  the  very  speech 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  so 
eloquently  denounced  the  crime  of  which 
those  men.  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones, 
had  been  convicted,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  attempted  to  find  sMuething  in 
the  shape  of  an  excuse  and  sympathy  for 
the  Doke  of  Monmonth's  rebellion. 

Mb.  MACAULAY:  The  noble  Lord 
will  excuse  me.  What  I  said  was  this, 
that  if  the  severity  of  the  punishment  in 
this  case  had  resembled  the  severity  of  the 

Eunishment  by  which  Monmouth's  rebelUoa 
ad  been  put  down,  that  then  I  thon^t 
there  might  be  some  ground  for  Parliament 
to  interfere. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  thought  there  waa 
but  a  very  little  difference  between  them. 
In  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Monmouth's 
rebellion,  the  sentence  was  that  the  rebels 
should  be  hanged,  drawn,  and  quartered ; 
the  sentence  on  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones 
was,  that  they  should  be  hanged,  drawn,  and 
quartered :  while  the  particular  punishment 
carried  out  was,  that  tlie  rebels  in  the 
former  case  were  transported  t«  the  planta- 
tions ;  while  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jonea, 
had  been  transported  to  the  Colonies.  Ue 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  by  his  explanation  made  any  material 
difference  m  respect  to  his  case.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  had  asked  the  House 
to  look  at  the  motive  which  had  induced 
Frost  to  set  himself  up  and  to  levy  war 
against  Her  Majesty.  What  was  Frost,  it 
was  asked  ?  A  lincndmfier,  who  wished  to 
become  a  dictator,  had  been  the  reply. 
Now  he  could  not  forget  that  the  House, 
by  its  vote  on  a  former  occasion,  had  de- 
termined to  celebrate  the  name  of  Hamp- 
den. And  who  was  he  but  a  private 
tk  -Iso  levied  war  agaii 

c  '  orities  of  the  ku 

1  'ut  the  cause  i 

)  ^ngaged  was  t 

1  -■  not.     Th^i 
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many  vbo  thought  the  causo  in  which 
Frost  had  engaged  was  a  legitimate  cause; 
hut  still  did  that  impression  change  the 
state  of  things  ?  He  (Lord  John  Manners) 
had  no  douht  that  many  hon.  Memhers 
would  not  hesitate  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
erection  in  the  New  Houses  of  Parliament 
of  a  statue  to  Olirer  Cromwell.  It  was 
quite  competent  for  them  to  do  so;  hut 
what  he  deprecated  was,  these  attempts  to 
palliate  rehellion  in  one  age — these  efforts 
to  honour  the  conduct  of  a  regicide  in  an> 
other,  and  then  to  deal  harshly  with  those 
who  hare  excited  rehellion  in  modem 
times.  This,  he  thought  to  he  a  dan- 
gerous and  fatal  course  of  poUcy  —  a 
course  of  policy  to  which  he  could 
never  lend  himself;  and  therefore,  as  he 
was  prepared  to  oppose  any  proposition 
such  as  those  to  which  he  had  alluded,  so 
he  thought  he  was  justified  in  not  voting 
for  the  Motion  now  submitted  to  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  must  say  that  he 
was  not  disposed  to  look  at  the  crime  of 
Frost  as  one  altogether  without  foundation, 
for  he  beUeved  there  had  never  yet  been  a 
popular  insiurection  which  had  not  some 
great  evil  lying  at  the  bottom;  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  House  would  attend 
more  to  the  social  and  moral  condition  of 
the  people,  and  less  to  the  philosophical 
and  political  notions  which  at  present  were 
60  much  discussed,  the  Legislature  would 
be  laying  for  the  future  a  better  and  more 
enduring  foundation  for  those  great  insti- 
tutions of  the  country  which  that  wicked 
and  criminal  attempt  went  to  subvert. 

Su  R.  PEEL  :  If  anything  could  tend 
to  strengthen  my  conviction  of  the  impo- 
licy of  discussing  a  question  of  legal  pu- 
nishment, like  the  one  before  us,  in  a  po- 
pular assembly,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Colleague  of  the  Gentleman  who  brought 
forward  tliis  Motion  would  have  that  effect. 
He  says,  the  impression  of  millions  of  per- 
sons in  this  country  is,  that  the  sentence  on 
the  prisoners  was  illegal,  and  that  if  they 
had  been  rich  enough  to  carry  it  before  the 
House  of  Lords,  the  result  would  have  been 
different — ^that  they  would  have  obtained 
a  different  degree  of  mercy  from  that  which 
had  been  awarded,  from  their  wanting  that 
advantage.  Surely  if  the  question  be  one 
as  to  the  legality  of  the  sentence,  this 
House  is  not  the  place  in  which  it  can  be 
decided.  Sueh  a  question  ought  to  be  de- 
cided by  a  different  body  altogether — ^by 
men  of  authority,  eminent  for  their  legal 
knowledge,  capable  of  deciding  whether 


the  sentence  was  informally  pronounced, 
or  whether  in  any  of  the  proceedings  there 
was  exhibited  any  want  of  technicality,  or 
any  omission  of  an  important  pature.  Tlie 
hon.  Member  asks  is  there  to  be  no  conces- 
sion to  popular  feeling  ?  Certainly  not,  if 
the  popular  feeling  is  in  error.  If  the  im- 
pression of  millions  as  to  the  illegality  of 
the  sentence  is  erroneously  entertained,  the 
House  ought  to  resist  that  impression.  Is 
the  popular  impression  of  the  legality  of 
the  sentence,  to  which  impression  the  lion. 
Member  alludes,  correct  or  not  ?  I  say  it 
is  incorrect;  and  I  do  not  found  this  sta,te- 
menton  any  opinion  of  my  own,  but  on  the 
highest  legal  authority  in  the  country — on 
the  opinion  of  the  fifteen  Judges  to  whom 
the  subject  was  referred.  The  Judge  who 
presided  on  the  occasion  of  the  trial  is  one 
of  the  most  cautious  and  forbearing  of  men; 
and  I  can  safely  say  that  no  man  could  be 
disposed  to  give  greater  advantage  to  a 
prisoner  than  Chief  Justice  Tindal.  Well, 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  as  to 
the  legal  question  ?  The  fifteen  Judges 
were  of  opinion  that  delivering  the  list  to 
the  prisoners,  however  well  intended  for 
their  advantage,  was  not  good  in  point  of 
law.  But  they  also  said  that  the  objection 
as  to  the  informality  of  the  delivery  was 
not  taken  at  a  proper  time;  and  if  it  had 
been  taken  in  proper  time,  what  would 
have  been  the  result  ?  Would  it  have  had 
the  effect  of  causing  a  remission  of  the  sen- 
tence, and  delivering  the  persons  from  pu- 
nishment? No;  it  would  only  have  had 
the  effect  of  causing  a  postponement  of  tho 
trial  until  the  informality  had  been  cor- 
rected. What  was  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges  to  whom  the  question  was  referred? 
That  the  conviction  was  good  in  point  of 
law,  and  that  consequently  the  Crown 
was  justified  in  directing  the  sentence  to 
be  carried  into  effect.  I  am  now  stating 
correctly,  I  believe,  the  opinions  of  the 
Judges.  That  opinion  pronounces  the 
poplar  impression  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  to  be  erroneous;  and  therefore 
it  would  be  subversive  of  the  first  principles 
of  law  that  this  House  should  refer  to  such 
a  popular  impression.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  pointed  to  this  discussion. 
He  said — 

* 

"  See  what  is  the  result  of  it.  Several  speeches 
have  been  made,  tho  object  of  which  was  to  throw 
impediments  in  the  way  of  the  Crown  showing 
leniency  to  these  prisoners." 

Why,  that  is  tlie  natural  result  of  discus- 
sions in  a  popular  assembly;  andean  there 
be  a  better  proof  of  the  unfitness  of  this 
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placo  for  such  diBCUSsions  than  his  admis- 
sion that  the  chiims  of  these  parties  to 
mere  J  have  heen  prejudiced  by  the  discus- 
sion, and  that  he  considered  there  would 
have  been  a  better  chance  of  the  Crown  ex- 
ercising its  prerogative  if  it  had  not  taken 
place.  It  is  always  very  difficult  to  exclude 
party  considerations  from  discussions  in  a 
popular  assembly.  Political  references  give 
rise  to  heat  and  controversy,  and  the  result 
is  always  the  same.  What  have  we,  for 
instance,  to  do  with  Canada  ?  There  may 
have  been  some  injustice;  but  supposing  all 
the  facts  urged  are  correct,  are  they  not,  as 
was  observed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Hope),  deoisive 
proof  that  these  matters  may  be  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  Crown,  which  showed  in 
that  case  that  it  is  not  indispqsed  to 
exercise  the  prerogative  of  mercy?  Sir, 
I  cannot  a^k  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  as  any  compromise.  Nothing 
can  be  so  unwise  as  to  allow  the  Crown  to 
retire  from  discussions  of  this  sort  with 
any  sort  of  understanding,  expressed  or 
implied,  as  to  the  course  hereafter  to  be 
taken.  I  think  that  ought  always  to  be 
left  to  the  unfettered  discretion  of  the 
Crown.  I  think  when  my  right  hon.  Friend 
says  that  he  will  not  undertake  to  say  that 
at  no  time  shall  mercy  be  shown,  he  is 
stating  what  is  quite  right;  but  whether 
the  hon.  Member  divides  or  not,  I  think 
that  this  debate  ought  to  close  with  an  un- 
derstanding that  the  Crown  is  under  no 
obligation  to  take  any  other  course  than 
that  which  a  sense  of  justice  dictates.  The 
interference  of  the  House  in  matters  of  this 
kind  inverts  t]ic  relation  in  which  it  ought 
to  stand  towards  the  Crown.  With  many 
rights,  and  many  duties  to  discharge,  the 
Crown  is  the  fountain  of  mercy  and  of 
honour.  But  tho  enforcement  of  the  sen- 
tence of  the  law  imposes  on  the  Crown  a 
painful  duty.  Of  course  in  no  case  does 
the  odium  attach  to  the  Sovereign,  because 
all  applications  and  all  exercises  of  the  pre- 
rogative are  made  through  the  Ministers; 
and  these  are  prerogatives  of  the  Crown 
for  the  exercise  of  which  the  Ministers  are 
responsible.  The  same  is  the  case  with 
regard  to  the  granting  of  honours.  If  tho 
House  undertakes  to  show  lenity,  and  the 
Crown  has  the  task  of  enforcing  justice,  I 
think  the  position  of  the  Crown  and  the 
House  of  Commons  will  be  inverted.  It 
will  be  most  difficult  for  the  Crown  to  ex- 
ercise the  painful  part  of  the  prerogative, 
if  the  House  of  Commons,  a  popular  as- 
sembly, arrogates  to  itself  the  right  of  ex- 


ercising all  that  is  indulgent.  Onoe  estab- 
lish such  a  precedent,  and  how  fruitful  will 
it  be  in  the  future  !  Why  limit  it  to  caaes 
of  political  offenders?  Why  limit  it  to 
cases  of  men  of  education  and  intellect  ? 
Why,  if  in  the  case  of  Frost,  who  was  a 
man  of  property  and  intelligence,  and  had 
stood  in  a  special  relationship  to  the 
Crown,  having  been  introated  with  Her 
Majesty's  eonomission  for  the  preservation 
of  the  public  peace,  is  to  be  considered  a 
case  worthy  of  attention  in  a  popular  as- 
sembly, and  in  which  a  petition  is  to  be 
presented  to  the  Crown,  to  throw  on  it 
either  the  necessity  of  yielding  to  its  appli- 
cation,  or  the  odium  of  refusing  its  assent, 
where  is  the  case  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  may  not  act  upon  the  precedent 
that  will  thus  be  shown?  Will  not  the 
pressure  of  constituencies  acting  upon  their 
representatives  —  influenced  by  merciful 
feelings — ^the  natural  feelings  of  popular 
meetings  —  cause  repeated  Motions  like 
this  to  be  made  for  the  exercise  of  mercy 
instead  of  rigour  ?  If  it  is  to  be  the  case 
that  the  House  of  Commons,  in  the  in- 
stance of  a  magistrate  and  a  man  of  edu- 
cation, should  think  proper  to  throw  upon 
the  Crown  the  odium  of  withholding  the 
exercise  of  its  prerogative,  I  can  hardly 
conceive  a  case  in  which  the  House  of 
Commons  may  not  interfere  in  like  man- 
ner. It  may  be  right  that  the  facts  of  this 
case  should  be  fully  brought  before  the 
House  in  a  discussion  of  this  nature;  and 
yet  the  introduction  of  those  facts  at  the 
present  moment  are  said  to  throw  an  im- 
pediment in  the  way  of  a  remission  of  the 
sentence,  and  to  imply  an  intention  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  not  to  ad- 
vise the  Crown  to  exercise  its  prerogative 
in  the  present  case.  A  magistrate  makes 
an  attack  upon  a  peaceable  town  with  a 
large  body  of  armed  men :  there  was  to  be 
a  signal  for  a  general  insurrection — ^the 
bridge  was  to  be  broken  up — ^the  mail  was 
to  be  stopped,  and  the  stoppage  of  the 
mail  was  to  be  an  indication  to  their  party 
at  Birmingham  and  other  places,  that  the 
town  of  Newport  was  in  the  possession  of 
the  rebels,  and  was  held  against  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Crown.  And  that  is  the  case  in 
which,  after  a  period  of  six  years'  imprison- 
ment, the  House  of  Commons  is  called  upon 
to  petition  the  Crown  for  the  exercise  of  its 
prerogative  of  mercy.  I  must  say  that  I 
deprecate  making  any  precedent  of  this 
kind,  for  I  do  not  know  whore  it  is  to 
stop.  I  am  convinced  that  is  not  for  the 
interest  of  the  persons   themselves    who 
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are  suffering  the  penalties  of  die  law  that 
such  a  Motion  as  this  should  he  agreed  to. 
If  the  hou.  Member  for  Finsbury,  who, 
brought  forward  this  Motion,  acting  upon 
his  own  good  sense,  should  be  disposed 
not  to  provoke  a  division  on  this  subject, 
weU  and  good;  but  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  excuse  me  if  I  do  not  invite 
him  to  spare  us  the  pain  of  this  division, 
by  entering  into  any  engagement  what- 
ever, either  expressed  or  implied,  with  re- 
spect to  a  future  exercise  of  the  preroga> 
tive  of  inercy  by  the  Crown.  The  exercise 
of  the  prerogative  must  be  altogether  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Crown;  and  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  deprecate 
either  a  discussion  or  a  division  upon  this 
case  by  holding  out  any  expectations  that 
it  will  be  exercised  according  to  the  wish  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  M.  philips,  as  the  representative 
of  a  place  from  which  petitions,  signed  by 
a  very  large  number  of  his  constituency, 
and  praying  for  the  remission  of  punish- 
ment to  Frost,  WiUiams,  and  Jones,  had 
emanated,  thought  he  would  not  be  justi- 
fied if  he  did  not  rise  during  the  present 
discussion,  for  the  purpose  of  denying  that 
he  had  any  inclination  to  treat  with  soom 
or  contempt  the  petitions  of  his  constitu- 
ency while  giving  his  vote  against  the  Mo- 
tion. He  believed  he  was  right  in  the 
opinion  he  had  formed  on  that  subject,  and 
could  not  act  contrary  to  it  out  of  regard 
to  the  opinion  of  others,  who  believed  them- 
selves to  be  right,  but  whom  he  was  con- 
vinced were  in  error.  He  denied  that  in 
opposing  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  he  could  be  accused  of  acting 
as  a  personal  enemy  to  Frost,  Jones,  and 
Williams,  as  had  been  said,  and  repudiated 
the  notion  that  personal  motives  should  be 
attributed  to  the  Members  of  the  House  in 
discharge  of  their  public  duties. 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  would  not  go  to  a 
division,  but  would  rest  satisfied  with  hav- 
ing brought  the  case  before  the  House. 
He  was  confident  that  the  hon.  Member 
woidd  not  advance  the  cause  he  advocated 
by  forcing  the  House  to  an  adverse  decision. 
The  working  classes,  who  had  presented 
petitions  in  reference  to  that  case,  had 
acted  with  the  greatest  decorum  and  good 
order;  and  it  was  but  proper  to  receive 
their  petitions  with  attention  and  respect, 
particularly  as  their  opinions  were  not  di- 
rectly represented  in  that  House  ;  but  be- 
lieving as  he  did  that  it  was  not  right  for 
a  popidar  assembly,   except  in  extreme 


cases,  to  interfere  with  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown,  he  could  not  give  his  support  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  have  no  wish. 
Sir,  to  enter  into  the  present  debate;  I 
have  only  risen  for  the  purpose  of  pointing 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Fmsbury, 
and  those  Members  who  have  taken  up  his 
views,  the  necessary  consequences  of  the 
course  they  are  pursuing,  and  the  results  of 
this  discussion.  My  hon.  Friend  finds 
fault  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  Bute  (Mr.  Wortiey)  for 
having,  in  his  speech,  stated  circumstances 
which  seem  in  his  opinion,  and  most  pro- 
bably in  that  of  the  House,  adverse  to  a 
favourable  consideration  of  the  case  before 
us.  But  is  it  competent  for  us  to  come  to 
any  opinion  on  the  case  without  considering 
the  offbnce  committed  by  the  guilty  per- 
sons? Is  it  possible  that  hon.  Members 
could  enter  into  a  debate  on  this  subject, 
and  not  state  the  circumstances  which  they 
think  servo  to  extenuate  the  guilt  of  these 
persons,  on  the  one  hand,  or  those  which, 
on  the  other,  would  make  it  inconsistent 
with  the  duty  of  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
to  extend  mercy  towards  them  ?  It  can- 
not be  a  desirable  or  a  profitable  course  to 
avoid  discussion  because  it  would  bring  into 
view  the  unfavourable  circumstances  of  this 
case.  It  surely  is  not  desirable  that  the 
House  should  appear  to  advise  the  exten- 
sion of  mercy  which  the  Crown  does  not 
think  proper  to  grant.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bute  has,  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection,  stated  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  most  accurately  and 
distinctly ;  and  I  feel  myself  bound  to 
bear  him  out  in  the  truth  of  his 
statement,  that  except  for  a  difference 
of  opinion  among  the  Judges  on  a  purely 
legal  and  technical  point  connected  with 
the  trial,  the  Secretary  of  State  of  that 
day  saw  no  reason  whatever  why  the  pu- 
nishment of  death  should  not  be  inflicted  on 
Frost  and  his  companions.  As  it  happen- 
ed to  be  a  great  question  of  State,  and  not 
a  mere  ordinary  case  in  criminal  law,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  thought 
it  right  to  take  the  opinion  of  his  Colleagues 
on  the  point;  and  I  do  not  recollect  that 
there  was  any  difference  of  opinion  among 
us — except  in  so  far  as  the  difference  among 
the  Judges  was  concerned — ^as  to  the  pu- 
nishment recorded  against  the  prisoners. 
I  think  it  right  to  state  that  fact,  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bute  has  been  cen- 
sured for  his  expressions  of  opinion  respect- 
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ing  this  subject,  and  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  has  been  also 
blamed  on  the  same  account.  Notwith- 
standing the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Shrewsbury  and  Newark  respecting  the 
observation  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I 
must  say  that  I  consider  he  was  justified 
in  using  those  expressions.  My  right  hon* 
Friend  did  not  compare  the  offences  of 
Frost  and  his  companions  with  those  of  the 
insurgents  in  Monmouth's  rebellion;  but  he 
said,  that  in  his  opinion  the  House  should 
only  interfere  in  cases  of  exccssiye  punish- 
ment; and  gave  as  an  illustration  of  such 
punishment,  the  sentences  passed  on  the 
persons  concerned  in  that  outbreak.  It  is 
well  known  that  between  300  and  400 
persons  perished  on  that  occasion  by  the 
hands  of  the  conmion  executioner;  and  that 
a  lady  advanced  in  age,  and  of  great  re- 
spectability, was  put  to  death,  not  because 
she  had  fomented  the  rebellion,  but  because 
she  had  given  harbour  and  refuge  to  a  per- 
son who  was  guilty  of  treason.  In  such  a 
case  of  extreme  cruelty  as  that,  he  could 
conceive  the  House  of  Commons  was  bound 
to  interfere;  but  when  hon.  Gentlemen  say 
tliat  we  ought  to  interfere  in  a  case  of  this 
kind,  I  beg  of  them  to  recollect  that  the 
laws  of  this  country  are  executed  with 
mercy;  and  that  we  are  living  under  a 
Constitution  to  which  tyranny  at  least  is 
a  stranger.  The  only  question  for  us  to 
consider  is,  if  a  case  of  this  kind  could  be 
better  disposed  of  in  a  popular  assembly, 
than  if  it  were  left  to  the  mature  and  well- 
considered  judgment  and  opinions  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
terpose any  obstacle  to  the  consideration  of 
this  case  in  a  merciful  and  favourable  light 
by  the  Secretary  of  State;  but  I  think  that 
all  the  circumstances  connected  with  it  will 
be  much  better  considered  if  left  to  his 
judgment,  than  if  discussed  in  debate  before 
a  popular  assembly,  where  different  Mem- 
bers take  views  more  or  less  varying  and 
exaggerated.  For  that  reason  alone  I 
shall  give  my  vote  against  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 

Lord  F.  EGERTON  entirely  concurred 
in  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord.  If  the 
House  was  of  opinion  that  the  Government 
had  caused  to  be  inflicted  an  unjust  sen- 
tence, or  improperly  withheld  the  exten- 
sion of  the  prerogative  of  mercy  on  tlio 
part  of  the  Crown,  then  the  proper  course 
would  have  been  to  have  moved  a  vot^  '^^ 
want  of  confidence  in  the  Govemmer 
tlio  exercise  of  its  dowafa.  In  the  c^ 
the  Dorchester  Ir  "^  argum 


that  day  was,  that  so  long  as  the  House 
had  confidence  in  the  Administration,  the 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  of  mercy  should 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  advisers  of  the 
Sovereign ;  and  accordingly,  when  it  was 
considered  that  the  power  of  the  Crown 
should  be  exercised  in  dispensing  mercy, 
that  mercy  was  shown.  But  he  concurred 
in  the  opinion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
also  in  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
which  he  believed  was  the  general  opinion 
of  the  House,  that  these  subjects — ^beyond 
the  mere  expression  of  humanity — ^were 
not  subjects  proper  to  be  introduced  into 
that  House — ^no  utility  accompanied  the 
discussion.  Upon  these  grounds,  without 
entering  into  the  merits  of  these  unfortu- 
nate individuals,  he  should  give  his  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury. 

Mb.  T.  buncombe  felt  that  great  ro- 
sponsibiUty  was  thrown  upon  his  course  on 
this  occasion.  From  some  of  the  speeches 
that  evening,  one  would  think  that  no  case 
of  the  kind  had  ever  been  submitted  to 
the  House  before.  Why  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Macaulay) 
exhibit  the  same  indignation  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  brought  forward  his  Motion  for 
a  free  pardon  to  the  Canadian  rebels  ?  Not 
one  word  was  said  then  by  the  ri^t  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  impropriety  of  interfering 
with  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  nothing  was 
so  wrong  on  the  part  of  the  Government  aa 
to  retire  from  a  discussion  of  this  sort  with 
an  understanding  express  or  implied  as  to 
the  course  that  might  hereafter  be  taken 
with  respect  to  the  convicts.  But  in  the 
case  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  there  was  an  ex- 
press understanding;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  at  the  close  of  the  debate 
said,  he  was  perfectly  content  and  satisfied 
that  his  clients  would  be  released,  and  re> 
leased  they  were.  All  he  asked  was,  that 
the  same  weight  and  measure  should  bo 
used  for  these  unfortunate  inhabitants  of 
Wales  as  were  used  to  the  Canadians  on 
that  occasion.  He  had  been  unfairly  used 
in  this,  that  he  had  never  rested  the  ease 
on  its  merits  ;  he  had  stated  at  the  outset 
that  he  would  not  do  so,  and  tliat  neither 
he  nor  any  of  the  petitioners  attempted  to 
justify  the  comluct  of  Frost  or  his  rol- 
1^ — 1C8;  he  said  that  they  wi»n«  irailty  of  a 
*rimc  and   misder  that 

•*    cndurc<l    pir  \g\u 
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ber  for  Bute  bad  not  done  bim  justice  in 
tbe  speecb  be  bad  made;  and  be^must  say 
a  more  Tindictive,  sanguinary,  and  blood- 
tbirsty  speecb  was  never  delivered  in  tbat 
House.  Tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  said, 
tbey  could  not  commit  a  greater  outrage 
on  public  opinion  tban  to  release  Frost, 
Williams,  and  Jones.  Now,  tbat  be  totally 
and  entirely  denied.  Had  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  seen  tbe  petition  wbicb  be  (Mr. 
Buncombe)  bad  presented  from  Leeds, 
signed  by  34,000  of  tbe  inbabitants  of  tbat 
town,  among  otbers  by  tbe  vicar,  Dr.  Hook; 
by  twelve  members  of  tbe  town-council,  tbe 
cbairman  and  vice-cbairman  of  tbe  board 
of  guardians  ?  Would  it  be  said  tbat  tbe 
public  opinion  of  Leeds  was  against  tbe 
release  of  tbese  men  ?  Tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gen- 
tleman tbe  Member  for  Edinburgb  bad 
spoken  of  wounds  received  by  Sir  Tfaiomas 
Pbillips  ;  but  be  could  inform  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  tbat  be  received  no  wound  in 
tbat  engagement :  be  cut  bis  finger  after 
tbe  engagement  was  over.  He  believed 
tbere  were  Gentlemen  in  tbat  House  wbo 
could  confirm  bis  statement.  Sir  T.  Pbil- 
lips cut  bis  finger  wbile  putting  up  a 
sbutter  in  a  room ;  but  be  received  no 
gunsbot  or  sabre  wound.  He  did  not 
grudge  bim  bis  knigbtbood ;  but  be  cer- 
tainly did  not  deserve  it  for  any  scars  or 
wounds  inflicted  upon  bim  on  tbat  occa- 
sion. In  conclusion,  be  must  say,  in  be- 
balf  of  tbe  petitioners,  tbat  be  believed 
tbey  expressed  the  feelings  of  tbe  country 
on  tbis  subject ;  and  it  was  tberefore  bis 
determination  to  take  the  sense  of  tbe 
House  on  tbe  question. 

Mr.  C.  0.  MORGAN  begged  to  correct 
tbati  portion  of  tbe  bon.  Member's  state- 
ment wbicb  referred  to  tbe  wound  of  Sir 
Thomas  Pbillips.  He  could  assure  tbe 
bon.  Member,  tbat  instead  of  a  cut  finger 
from  broken  glass.  Sir  Thomas  received  a 
gunsliot  wound  in  tbe  band  when  in  tbe 
act  of  opening  tbe  wmdow  to  call  for  mili- 
tary aid. 

Tbe  House  divided: — ^Ayes  31;  Noes 
196 :  Majority  165. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


AgUonby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth.  P. 
Banbcmuui,  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 

Colbome.hon.W.N.R. 
Collett,  J. 
OolUns,  TV. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Disraeli^  B. 


Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
EUis.  W. 
Escott,  B. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  Sir  dc  L. 
Ficlden,  J. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Hall.  Sir  B. 
llume,  J. 
James,  W. 


M'Cartky,  A. 
Pattison,  J. 
PecheU,  Capt. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Somers.  J.  P. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 


Turner,  £. 
Williams,  W. 
Wyse,  T. 

TKLLIR8. 

Duncombe,  T.  S* 
Wakley,  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acheson,  Yisct. 
Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  II. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bailey,  J;  J. 
Baillie,  Col. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Baine;  W. 
Banker,  G. 
Barkly,  H. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Baruu^,  E.  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Beckett,  W. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Major 
Bodkin,  W.  II. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bropke,  Lord 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  Hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
BuUcr,  C. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Cbandos,  Marquess  of 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Cholmondeley,  hon.  11. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Churchill,  Urd  A.  S. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
Cockbum,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cripps,  W. 
Deedes,  W. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Drummond,  II.  II. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 


Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Evans,  W, 
Finch,  G. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forman,  T.  S. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gardner,  J.  D. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  Capt. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Hall,  Col. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
lleathcote,  G.  J. 
Ileathoote,  Sir  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Ilobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jcrmyn,  Earl 
Joscelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
I^ambton,  H. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  H.  G. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Ix)ckhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Macaulay,  rt.  hn.  T.  B. 
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McGeaohr,  F.  A. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mahon,  Visot. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Masterroan,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  B. 
Mcynell,  Gapt. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitcalfo,  U. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Polhill,  F. 
Protheroe,  £. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Reid,  Col. 
Richards,  R. 
Rollcston,  Col. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 


Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  R. 
Scymer,  IL  K, 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sniythc,  hon.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerton  Vise. 
Sotheron,  T.  II.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Strutt,  E. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thdrnely,  T. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Tower,  C. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  II. 
Vimn,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  II.  R.  II. 
Waddington,  II.  S. 
Walpolc,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
WcUosley,  Lord  C. 
White,  S. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

TKLLXRS. 

Young,  J. 
Baring,  H. 


CONDUCT  OF  THE  MEXICAN  GOVERN- 
MENT TO  A  BRITISH  MERCHANT. 

Mr.  M.  philips  moved  for— 

*'  Copies  of  all  Reports  or  Representations,  by 
Richard  Pakenham,  esquire,  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ter in  Mexico,  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  founded  the  decision 
he  has  given  on  the  applications  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Kinder." 

He  said  Ho  had  hoped  to  receive  some  in- 
timation from  some  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  these  documents  would  be 
supplied  ;  but  not  having  done  so,  he  would 
state  the  grounds  on  which  he  brought 
forward  this  Motion.  He  did  not  think 
the  Government  of  this  country  had  done 
justice  to  Mr.  Kinder,  or  to  itself,  in  re- 
fraining to  demand  that  reparation  which 
the  Mexican  Government  was  bound  to 
make.  As  the  representative  of  a  large 
section  of  the  mercantile  interest,  he  was 
convinced  that  that  interest  would  suffer 
materially,  if  British  merchants  were  to  be 
treated  in  the  way  Mr.  Kinder  had  been  by 
the  Mexican  Government ;  and  this  Govern- 
ment shoidd  refuse  to  interfere.  Mr.  Kin- 
der had  been  deeply  injured  by  the  conduct 
of  the  Mexican  Government ;  and  now  he 
was  held  out  to  the  world  as  an  individual 
not  entitled  to  reparation.  Perhaps  there 
was  something  in  the  case  which  Govern- 


ment did  not  think  proper  to  lay  before  the 
public;  but,  as  far  as  Mr.  Kinder  was 
concerned,  he  was  anxious  for  the  greatest 
publioity.  His  property  had  been  detained 
by  the  Mexican  Government,  without  this 
Government  interfering  for  its  reoovery; 
and,  having  laid  before  the  noble  Lord  tJie 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  the 
most  ample  proof  of  his  claim,  he  felt  him- 
self hardly  dealt  with  in  having  redreaa 
withheld.  He  (Mr.  Philips)  had  not  the 
slightest  feeling  on  the  subject ;  but  many 
of  his  constituents  were  interested  in  the 
matter,  having  made  consignments  to  the 
house  in  which  Mr.  Kinder  was  engaged, 
and  they  were  concerned  in  the  losses  he 
had  sustained  ;  and  he  thought  a  case  had 
been  out  for  the  intervention  of  the  British 
Government.  It  was  solely  on  this  ground 
that  he  rose  to  ask  that  these  documents, 
hitherto  withheld,  might  be  produced,  for 
the  purpose  of  satisfying,  not  only  Mr. 
Kinder,  but  those  who  had  claims  upon 
him ;  as  also  a  large  body  of  British  mer- 
chants, who  were  looking  with  great  inter- 
est to  the  decision  on  this  question.  UnlesB 
these  papers  were  allowed  to  be  brought 
forward,  this  Government  must  suffer  in 
the  estimation  of  all  other  nations,  in  com- 
parison with  that  of  America  and  other 
States,  who  had  interfered  when  similar 
acts  of  aggression  had  taken  place ;  while 
the  Government  of  this  country  seemed 
disposed  to  stand  still,  instead  of  vindicating 
the  rights  and  interests  of  its  subjects. 

Sir  R.  P£EL  said,  he  certainly  could 
not  undertake  to  present  the  Papers  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Kinder  had 
had  no  reason  assigned  to  him  why  •Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  interfere, 
and  insist  upon  the  Mexican  Government 
giving  him  reparation.  The  facts  were 
these :  Mr.  Kinder  had  applied  to  the 
Mexican  courts  of  justice ;  their  decision 
was  unfavourable  to  him ;  and,  according 
to  all  the  principles  of  international  law, 
when  the  decision  of  a  competent  tribunal, 
appealed  to  by  a  British  subject,  was  un- 
favourable to  that  subject,  there  was  no 
ground  on  the  part  of  his  Government  to 
interfere.  The  principle  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  was  laid  down  in  the 
clearest  manner  by  the  highest  authority 
of  all  the  writers  on  international  law— 
Vattel.     He  said — 

"  As  the  administration  of  justice  necessarily 
requires  that  every  definitive  sentence,  regularly 
pronounced,  be  esteemed  just  and  executed  as  such, 
as  soon  as  a  cause  in  which  foreigners  find  them- 
selves interested  has  been  decided,  the  Sovereign 
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of  th«  defendants  cannot  hear  thoir  complainti. 
To  undertake  to  examine  the  justice  of  a  definitive 
sentence,  is  to  attack  the  jurisdiction  of  him  who 
has  passed  it.  The  Prince  ought  not,  then,  to  in- 
terfere in  the  causes  of  his  subjects,  and  to  gmnt 
them  his  protection,  excepting  in  the  case  of  re* 
fusal  of  justice— palpable  and  evident  injustice — 
a  manifest  violation  of  rules  and  forms,  or,  in 
short,  an  odious  distinction  made  to  the  prejudice 
of  his  subjects  or  of  foreigners  in  general." 

His  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  liad  not  acted  in  this 
matter  without  consulting  the  highest  legal 
authorities,  and  laying  before  them  all  the 
evidence ;  and  the  opinion  of  the  Queen's 
Advocate  was,  that  Mr.  Kinder  had  no 
claim  upon  the  British  Government  to  call 
upon  them  to  interfere  againt  the  Mexican 
Government.  Nor  would  it  be  right,  be- 
cause other  countries  were  less  powerful 
than  we  were,  to  violate  the  principles  of 
international  law  in  the  way  that  this  Mo- 
tion proposed.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  under  a  fonner 
Government  had  come  to  the  same  decision; 
and  his  noble  Friend  who  was  at  present  at 
the  head  of  the  Foreign  Department  had 
come  to  the  same  decision,  on  his  accession 
to  office.  Mr.  Kinder  had  remonstrated 
against  it.  His  noble  Friend  had  not  relied 
upon  the  former  decision;  but  had  again 
referred  the  whole  question  to  the  Queen *s 
Advocate.  The  Queen's  Advocate  had 
again  placed  under  his  consideration  all  the 
new  documents  and  the  additional  evidence, 
and  had  again  said  that  he  saw  no  just 
ground  for  an  appeal  to  the  Mexican  Go- 
vernment for  redress,  when  the  courts  of 
justice  of  Mexico  had  decided  against  Mr. 
Kinder.  Those  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  his  noble  Friend  had  declined 
to  demand  reparation ;  and  he,  therefore, 
could  not  consent  to  the  Motion  now  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  supported  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Colleague.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  reason  why  this  Government  did 
not  interfere  in  this  matter  was,  in  conse- 
quence of  some  report  upon  the  subject 
which  had  been  received  from  Mr.  Paken- 
ham,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  in  Mexico. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  did  not  tell  Mr.  Kinder  that  he  had 
no  claim  against  this  Government,  because 
he  had  had  a  decision  pronounced  against 
him  by  the  Mexican  Court,  but  interference 
was  refused  because  of  Mr.  Pakenham's 
Report.  Now,  all  that  was  asked  from 
Government  was,  that  this  Report,  which 
had  guided  the  Secretary  of  State  in  his 
decisiouy  should  be  laid  before  Mr.  Kinder. 


That  gentleman  contended  with  some  jus- 
tice, that  when  a  respectable  person  had  a 
strong  primd  facicB  case  in  his  favour,  that 
he  was  entitled  to  be  informed  upon  what 
grounds  his  claims  had  been  refused.  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  founded  his  right  to  re- 
fuse the  production  of  the  Papers  upon  the 
circumstance  that  Mr.  Kinder  had  appealed 
to  the  Mexican  courts,  and  that  an  adverse 
judgment  had  been  pronounced  against 
him,  and,  therefore,  was  not  entitled  after- 
wards to  expect  this  Government  to  inter- 
fere, he  (Mr.  Gibson)  could  produce  an 
answer  to  that  argument  from  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  The  Duke 
of  Wellington  said,  '*  If  an  injustice  was 
done  to  a  British  subject  by  a  sentence 
which  might  be  pronounced  against  him  in 
a  foreign  court,  he  was  entitled  to  call  upon 
the  Government  of  his  own  country  to  inter- 
pose and  demand  redress  for  the  grievance 
inflicted  upon  him."  In  the  present  in- 
stance, however,  the  answer  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  Mr.  Kinder,  was  not 
founded  upon  the  sentence  of  any  tribunal 
whatever,  but  upon  the  Report  of  a  Minis- 
ter. His  hon.  Colleague  had  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion  upon  public  grounds ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Gibson)  diought  when  individual 
or  private  interests  were  affected  by  the 
Report  of  a  Minister  of  State,  that  that 
individual  should  be  entitled  to  know  the 
language  of  the  Report,  and  the  nature  of 
the  statements  made.  He  believed  it  was 
not  an  uncommon  thing  when  individuals 
had  claims  against  a  Government,  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Queen's  Advocate  should  be 
read  to  the  individual.  He  thought  Mr. 
Kinder  was  entitled  to  be  in  possession  of 
these  documents.  It  was  possible  that 
Mr.  Pakenham  might  have  been  misled  in 
his  information;  and  if  Mr.  Kinder  were 
permitted  to  see  the  Papers  asked  for,  those , 
misapprehensions  might  be  explained.  He 
gave  his  cordial  support  to  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Colleague. 

Mr.  R.  SCOTT  was  also  in  favour  of 
the  Motion.  He  said,  Mr.  Kinder 's  claim 
had  not  been  decided  against  him  by  the 
courts  of  Mexico;  but  that  an  Act  had  been 
introduced  into  the  Legislature,  the  effect 
of  which  was  to  deprive  him  of  a  large 
portion  of  his  property,  and  render  him  in- 
capable of  meeting  his  engagements.  This 
law  was  passed  by  the  most  corrupt  means 
for  particular  purposes,  and  the  end  being 
obtained,  the  Act  was  immediately  repealed. 
There  was  no  doubt  but  that  the  passing 
of  this  Act  had  inflicted  a  serious  injury 
upon  Mr.  Kinder.  He  (Mr.  Scott)  thought 
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McGeaohv,  F.  A. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mahon,  Viset. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Masterman,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  B. 
Mcynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitcalfe,  11. 
MitcbeU,  T.  A. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Newdegate,  (\  N. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  II. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Polhill,  F. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Reid,  Col. 
Richards,  R. 
RoUeaton,  Col. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 


Sandon,  V^isct. 
Scott,  R. 
Soymer,  H.  K. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smytho,  hon.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerton  Vise. 
Sotheron.  T.  IL  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanton,  W.  IL 
Stewart,  J. 
Strutt,  E. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Tower,  C. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Viyian,  J.  E. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpolc,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wellosley,  Lord  C. 
White,  S. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

TSLLBR8. 

Young,  J. 
Baring,  H. 


CONDUCT  OF  THE  MEXICAN  GOVERN- 
MENT TO  A  BRITISH  MERCHANT. 

Mr.  M.  philips  moved  for— 

"  Copies  of  all  Reports  or  Representations,  by 
Richard  Pakenham,  esquire,  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ter in  Mexico,  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  has  founded  the  decision 
he  has  given  on  the  applications  of  Mr.  Thomas 
Kinder." 

He  said  he  bad  Hoped  to  receive  some  in- 
timation from  some  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment tbat  these  documents  would  be 
supplied ;  but  not  having  done  so,  he  would 
state  the  grounds  on  which  he  brought 
forward  this  Motion.  He  did  not  think 
the  Government  of  this  country  had  done 
justice  to  Mr.  Kinder,  or  to  itself,  in  re- 
fraining to  demand  that  reparation  which 
the  Mexican  Government  was  bound  to 
make.  As  the  representative  of  a  large 
section  of  the  mercantile  interest,  he  was 
convinced  that  that  interest  would  suffer 
materially,  if  British  merchants  were  to  be 
treated  in  the  way  Mr.  Kinder  had  been  by 
the  Mexican  Government ;  and  this  Govern- 
ment should  refuse  to  interfere.  Mr,  Kin- 
der had  been  deeply  injured  by  the  conduct 
of  the  Mexican  Government ;  and  now  he 
was  held  out  to  the  world  as  an  individual 
not  entitled  to  reparation.  Perhaps  there 
was  something  in  the  case  which  Govern- 


ment did  not  think  proper  to  lay  before  the 
public;  but,  as  far  as  Mr.  Kinder  was 
concerned,  he  was  anxious  for  the  greatest 
publicity.  His  property  had  been  detained 
by  the  Mexican  Government,  without  this 
Government  interfering  for  its  recovery; 
and,  having  laid  before  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  the 
most  ample  proof  of  his  claim,  he  felt  him- 
self hardly  dealt  with  in  having  redress 
withheld.  He  (Mr.  Philips)  had  not  the 
slightest  feeling  on  the  subject ;  but  many 
of  his  constituents  were  interested  in  the 
matter,  having  made  consignments  to  the 
house  in  which  Mr.  Kinder  was  engaged, 
and  they  were  concerned  in  the  losses  he 
had  sustained  ;  and  he  thought  a  case  had 
been  out  for  the  intervention  of  the  British 
Government.  It  was  solely  on  this  ground 
that  he  rose  to  ask  that  these  documents, 
hitherto  withheld,  might  be  produced,  for 
the  purpose  of  satisfying,  not  only  Mr. 
Kinder,  but  those  who  had  claims  upon 
him ;  as  also  a  large  body  of  British  mer- 
chants, who  were  looking  with  great  inter- 
est to  the  decision  on  this  question.  Unless 
these  papers  were  allowed  to  be  brought 
forward,  this  Government  must  suffer  in 
the  estimation  of  all  other  nations,  in  com- 
parison with  that  of  America  and  other 
States,  who  had  interfered  when  similar 
acts  of  aggression  had  taken  place ;  while 
the  Government  of  this  country  seemed 
disposed  to  stand  still,  instead  of  vindioa^g 
the  rights  and  interests  of  its  subjects. 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  he  certainly  eould 
not  undertake  to  present  the  Papers  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Kinder  had 
had  no  reason  assigned  to  him  why^Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  interfere, 
and  insist  upon  the  Mexican  Government 
giving  him  reparation.  The  facts  were 
these :  Mr.  Kinder  had  applied  to  the 
Mexican  courts  of  justice ;  their  decision 
was  unfavourable  to  him;  and,  according 
to  all  the  principles  of  international  law, 
when  the  decision  of  a  competent  tribimal, 
appealed  to  by  a  British  subject,  was  un- 
favourable to  that  subject,  there  was  no 
ground  on  the  part  of  his  Government  to 
interfere.  The  principle  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  was  laid  down  in  the 
clearest  manner  by  the  highest  authority 
of  all  the  writers  on  international  law — 
Vattel.     He  said — 

"  As  the  administration  of  justice  necessarily 
requires  that  eyery  definitive  sentence,  regularlr 
pronounced,  be  esteemed  just  and  executed  as  such, 
as  soon  as  a  cause  in  which  foreigners  find  them- 
selves interested  has  been  decided,  the  Sovereign 
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jeetloiiB  to  the  ▼oCee  of  a  great  number  of  duljr 
qnaliied  Eieeton  for  the  Northern  DiTision  ofWar- 
wiekriuie»  the  Northern  Division  of  Staffordshire, 
and  certain  Diyisions  of  other  Counties.*' 

Mb.  G.  BULLER  moved  tliat  the  de- 
bate be  adjourned. 

Slii  G.  GREY  said,  if  the  discuBsion 
were  proceeded  with,  he  should  move  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  inquiry  should  be  of 
a  more  general  character. 

Sir  R.  peel  recommended  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  G.  Grey),  and  make  the  inquiry 
general.  He  thought  such  an  inquiry,  LP 
conducted  in  a  proper  spirit,  would  be  of 
great  value;  for  if  the  House  came  to  legis- 
late upon  the  subject  of  the  registration 
they  would  find  great  difficulty  in  proceed- 
ing without  some  such  preliminary  inquiry. 
If  the  House  would  tnen  permit  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  all  interferences  with  the  right  of  re- 
gistration, the  whole  question  would  be 
opened.  If  there  were  abuses  they  ought 
to  be  inquired  into.  The  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  alleged  faci- 
lities a£Forded  for  vexatious  and  fraudulent 
objections  to  votes  by  the  present  system 
of  registration. 

Mr.  NEWBEGATE  would  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Original  Motion  wiUidrawn,  and  the  fol- 
lowing Motion  adopted : — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  alleged  fitcilities  aflbrded  to  vexa- 
tious and  fraudulent  objections  and  fraudulent 
claims,  by  the  present  system  of  Registration  of 
County  Voters  for  Members  of  Pariiament." 

House  adjourned  at  a  few  minutes  past 
One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  11,  1846. 

lliwiiTBS.1  PoBLtc  BfLiA— >*••  Sakooa  FUwriai  i  Ro- 
■MB  Calkolle  RsUtft  Oiit-PHMioiicn'  PsynMnt  (Oimb. 
vichsadChdNs)}  Out-PHiilaiMn'Senrleei(aMlnsMMl 
QresBwieh). 

S*-  and  pssnd.    MctropoHtMi  BuUdlngs  (No.  f>. 

PariTioirs  Passsimo.  By  Mr.  Pphtiwtoae,  ftom  John 
Webb  Woolpur,  oT  LewM,  sgiiiMt  Friaodly  SodsCki  BIQ. 
—By  Mr.  Thomsi  DmMmibesBdColoiMl  RoOsiloo.ftmn 
Maicsn  sad  Wotkmsn  migagiA  in  the  Lsee  Trvle,  for 
Umidnf  Uie  Houn  of  Ijbaat  in  Laos  FaetortM.—  By 
the  Eerl  of  Mereh,  from  the  Piesbytery  of  Fordyoe,  In 
flnrowr  of  Tuiapike  Roais  <SooClaiid). 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for 
going  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Sm   J.    GRAHAM  said,    that   since 
VOL.  LXXXIV.    {2SS) 


Wednesday  last  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
performing  the  promise  he  had  made  to 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Duncombe)  who  had 
introduced  this  measure,  of  consulting  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  and  Mr.  Tidd 
Pratt  respecting  its  provisions.  He  was 
bound  to  state  that  he  had  found  much 
greater  evils  to  be  apprehended  than  when 
he  last  addressed  the  House  upon  the  sub- 
ject; and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consent  to  the  arrangement  he  was  about 
to  propose,  it  would  not  only  expedite  the 
settlement  of  the  question,  but  materially 
conduce  to  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to 
go  into  Committee  profartnd,  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  was  prepared  to  introduce  the 
Amendments  which  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  and  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  had  suggested. 
Those  Amendments  were  certainly  very 
extensive,  and  they  would  very  much 
change  the  character  of  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Duncombe)  desired 
not  only  to  reverse  the  judgment  of  Mr. 
Justice  Wightman,  with  regard  to  friendly 
societies,  but  he  wished  that  all  societies 
should  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  without  any  limi- 
tation whatever.  The  Amendments  which 
he  should  propose  were  the  reverse  of  that. 
He  proposed  to  classify  and  to  specify  all 
societies  ejusdem  generU  with  those  al- 
ready sanctioned  by  law,  and  declare  them 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act,  and  to  ex- . 
tend  the  provisions  of  the  existing  Act  still 
further,  by  allowing  an  application  to  be 
made  for  enrolment,  on  the  part  of  socie- 
ties not  now  included  under  the  classes 
specified  in  the  Act.  On  being  certified  by 
the  Attorney  General  to  be  legal,  though  not 
falling  within  the  classification  enumerated 
in  the  Act,  there  would  be  an  application 
to  the  Secretary  of  State;  and  the  society, 
though  not  falling  within  the  particular 
class,  would  be  registered.  He  also  pro- 
posed that  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  should  be 
paid  by  salary,  the  fees  received  being  car- 
ried to  public  account,  and  that  he  should 
hold  office  during  pleasure.  He  also  pro- 
posed, what  he  felt  would  be  of  great  im- 
portance— ^in  point  of  fact,  the  practical 
adoption  of  a  recommendation  thrown  out 
by  Chief  Justice  Tindal  upon  the  recent 
judgment.  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt,  by  the  rules 
of  the  savingrs  banks,  had  the  power  of  ar- 
bitration ;  but  with  reference  to  friendly 
societies,  in  cases  of  dispute  there  was  no 
such  power.  He  therefore  proposed  to 
give  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  the  power  of  arbitra- 
tion, in  cases  of  dispute  in  friendly  so* 
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cleties.  H«  ftbo  pr<qpo8ed  to  introduce 
anoiber  inipoatant  provision,  namely,  that 
a  di[rtio0t  reoord  ihonld  be  kept  of  all  the 
eoeieties  enrolled,  with  a  short  sununary 
of  their  objects.  This  was  an  outline 
of  aU  the  alterations  he  intended  to  propose 
in  the  measure  brought  in  by  the  turn. 
Qentleman»  and  he  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  they  were  very 
impoirtant.  He  therefore  suggested  that 
the  House  should  go  into  Committee  pro 
formd,  and  that  the  Bill  be  reprinted  with 
the  proposed  Amendments ;  it  might  also 
be  expedient  to  postpone  the  recommittal 
for  at  least  a  fortnight,  in  order  that  the 
moasure  in  its  amended  form  might  be  cir- 
oulated  through  the  oountiy.  Unless  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Duncombe)  acceded  to 
this  propositton«  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  should 
be  obliged  to  oppose  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood, 
and  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 

Mr.  T.  duncombe  said,  he  would 
qot  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  sup- 
porting his  Bill  on  the  present  occasion* 
He  would  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
into  Committee  pro  formd^  and  that  it 
should  reoeiye  tne  alterations  which  the 
ijight  hon.  Baronet  suggested.  It  was 
quite  clear,  after  the  statement  of  the 
ng}i%  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  Bill  would 
be  a  totally  new  Bill ;  and  in  consenting 
that  it  should  go  into  Committee  pro 
formdf  of  course  he  must  consider  it  so 
entirely  remodelled  as  to  become  the  Bill 
of  the  Government  itself.  The  object  for 
which  he  had  introduced  the  Bill  would 
not  in  the  least  be  effected  by  the  altera- 
tioDA  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed. 
His  object,  and  the  object  of  tnose  who 
had  deaured  him  to  introduce  the  measure, 
was  simply  this — ^not  only  to  remove  all 
doubts  wnich  at  present  existed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  decision  of  Mr.  Justice 
nightman,  but,  in  point  of  fact,  to  extend 
the  operation  of  the  existing  law  to  all  so- 
cieties which  were,  m  themselves,  not  il- 
legal. He  could  not  understand  why  a 
society  that  was  not  illegal  should  not  have 
the  benefit  of  enrolling  tiieir  rules,  as  other 
societies  had,  in  Mf.  Tidd  Pratt *s  office. 
The  question  really  was,  were  benefit  so- 
cieties in  themselves  of  advantage  to  the 
indttstrioos  classes  f  If  they  were  of  be- 
nefit to  the  industrious  classes,  the  more 
tkey  were  encouraged  the  better.  He 
wanted  to  bring  them  under  the  control 
and  protection  of  the  law.  It  was  not 
to  be  credited  that  they  had  any  illegal 
they  applied  for  power  to  bare 


their  rules  enrolled.    He  was  very  much 
afraid  that  the  effect  of  the  ti|^t  hen. 
Baronet's  Bill  would  be  to  control  and  cir- 
cumscribe the  beneficial  operation  of  the 
existing  Act ;   and  he  would  say  at  once, 
that  all  the  friendly  societies  now  in  opera- 
tion would  prefer  the  law  remaining  as  it 
stood,  to  the  alterations  propoeed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman,  when  they  saw  and 
understood  them.     Of  course  it  would  be 
competent  when    those  alterations  were 
made,  and  the  Bill  was  reprinted,  for  him 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  to  suggest  such  farther 
Amendments  as  he  might  think  proper; 
thou^  he  knew  they  would  be  rejected. 
The  Bill  he  had  brought  in  was  now  com- 
pletely mutilated  ;   it  was  frittered  away ; 
and  the  effect  of  the  proposed  alterations 
would  be  to  defeat  and  destroy  that  whidi 
the  Legislature  originally  intended  when 
they  inserted  these  words  in  the  existing 
Act,  *'  or  for  any  other  pufpose,  not  bdng 
illegal."      Those  words  were  introduced 
by  Lord  Altoip  into  the  Act  of  1834* 
for  the  purpose  of  embracing  every  society 
not  constituted  for  an  illegal  purpose.    He 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  did  not  care  what  society, 
not  illegal,  they  were  intended  to  indude-- 
whAher  for  supporting  workmen  out  of 
employment  or  not.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman objected  to  enrolling  any  society  for 
supporting  workmen  out  of  employment ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  should  re- 
collect that  at  this  very  moment  there  were 
many  societies  for  that  purpose  which  had 
their  rules  already  enrolled.    What  did  the 
Government  mean?  Were  iheygoingto  make 
their  Bill  retrospective  in  its  operation? 
Were  they  going  to  disturb  those  soeietiea 
which  haa  already  got  their  rulee  enrolled  ? 
If  they  were,  they  would  create  immensa 
confusion  throughout  thecountiy.  As  to  one 
alteration  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, he  realty  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  allow  the  law  to  remain  as  it  was  than 
leave  to  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Tidd  PraU 
the  question  of  what  societies  ought  to  be 
enrolled.    With  regard  to  the  elause  whieh 
provided  for  the  pavment  of  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt 
oy  a  salary,  insteadof  by  feea  as  at  present, 
he  should  say  nothing.     He  left  tiiat  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  to  Mr.  Tidd 
Pratt.     At  the  same  time  he  must  in  jus- 
tice say  that,  as  a  public  officer,  no  person 
ever  gave  greater  satisfaction  to  all  parties 
than  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt.  That  gentieman  had 
a  very  diflieult  duty  to  perform:  be  wsa  in 
constant  communicatbn  with  thr 
tr'  "»  on  points  of  gir 
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had  unifonnly  giTon  great  satislkctioii 
throughout  all  the  country.  But  as  to  the 
Bill  itself,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  muBt 
consider  that  he  (Mr.  Duncomhe)  from 
henceforth  washed  his  hands  of  it. 

House  in  Committee. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  he  certainly 
thought  that  if  no  other  change  whatever 
had  been  made  in  the  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  hon.  Member  than  the  introduction  of 
a  clause  providing  for  the  settlement  of 
disputes  by  arbitration,  which  would  save 
the  expense  and  delay  of  going  into  the 
Court  of  Chancery  for  that  purpose,  a  very 
great  advantage  would  have  been  gained. 
The  hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the 
great  object  of  the  measure,  as  he  intro- 
duced it,  was  to  enrol  all  societies  not  il- 
legal; but  the  hon.  Member  must  be  aware 
that  the  extension  of  friendly  societies  not 
illegal  was  not  materially  checked  by  the 
Bill  as  proposed  to  be  amended.  The 
House  must  remember  that  benefit  societies 
had  one  advantage.  The  rate  of  interest 
allowed  out  of  the  public  funds  to  savings 
banks  had  been  reduced  to  32.  Bs.  per  cent, 
whilst  interest  at  the  rate  of  3{.  16<.  per 
cent  was  allowed  to  friendly  societies.  If 
this  difference  in  the  rate  of  interest  were 
maintained  the  effect  would  be  that  savings 
banks,  so  nomine,  would  become  friendly 
societies  in  order  to  secure  the  benefit  of 
the  higher  interest.  Government  could 
never  permit  that ;  but  under  the  operation 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill  such  would  be 
the  inevitable  effect.  Savings  banks  were 
not  ill^^  ;  they  were  associations  for  mu- 
tual assurance,  as  it  were ;  and  under  the 
authority  of  the  Bill,  if  they  changed  their 
name  they  would  take  a  higher  rate  of  inter- 
est. It  was  utterly  impossible  that  such  a 
atate  of  affairs  should  be  allowed.  The 
whole  subject,  therefore,  must  come  under 
consideration  ;  and  on  the  part  of  Govern- 
ment he  did  not  shrink  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  this  measure.  On  the  recommit- 
tal of  the  Bill  he  should  be  ready  to  go  into 
further  detiul. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  observed  that  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Duncomhe)  justly  said,  the 
Bill  which  he  proposed  was  entirely  gone. 
It  was  altc^ether  dissipated,  and  a  mon- 
ster had  risen  in  its  .place,  which  would 
affright  the  parties  who  had  induced  his 
hon.  Friend  to  appear  before  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  Wakley)  was  afraid  the  provi- 
sions of  the  altered  Bill  would  be  un- 
popular among  the  friendly  societies ; 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  not  attempt  to  go  into  Com- 


mittee upon  it  until  after  Easter»  The 
friendly  societies  throughout  the  country 
ought  to  have  time  affoided  to  them  to  in^ 
vesdgate  its  provisions  and  their  probable 
operation.  At  the  same  time  he  felt  that 
if  the  Bill  offered  no  other  benefit  than 
that  of  arbitration,  rather  than  the  remedy 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  it  would  be  de* 
sirable  to  pass  that  clause  of  it  at  least. 
Considering  the  multitude  of  interests  in- 
volved in  this  measure,  he  entreated  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  not  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee until  after  Easter. 

Mb.  T.  DUNCOMBE  thought  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  with  re- 
gard to  savings  banks,  might  be  easily 
overcome  if  the  Bill  were  allowed  to  stand 
as  he  had  introduced  it,  with  the  introduc- 
tion of  an  exception  into  one  of  the  clauses, 
saying  that  savings  banks  should  not  have 
the  same  advantage  as  benefit  societies. 
He  knew  there  was  an  extraordinary  pro- 
vision in  the  ^existing  law  with  regard  to 
the  rate  of  interest,  whereby  savings  banks 
received  only  31.  5s.  per  cent,  and  benefit 
societies  31.  16«.  All  the  calculations  with 
regard  to  insurance  were  founded  upon  this 
31,  \&s.  interest,  and  therefore  it  might  be 
difficult  to  alter  it;  but  this  point  ought  to 
have  been  considered  when  the  interest 
allowed  to  savings  banks  was  hwt  under 
consideration.  It  was  a  most  anomalous 
state  of  things ;  but  much  confusion  would 
be  occasioned  by  an  alteration. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  by  no  means  wished 
to  disturb  an  arrangement  which  was  so 
advantaireous  to  friendly  societies  as  re- 
coiyingl Ugber  rate  of  bterart.  H«wa. 
most  anxious  that  friendly  societies  should 
be  encouraged,  and  that  the  advantages 
which  they  enjoyed  should  be  maintained. 
All  that  he  wished  was  to  impose  certain 
limits  strictly  in  accordance  with  their  ob- 
jects, and  for  this  purpose  he  had  conferred 
with  the  Attorney  General,  the  Solicitor 
General,  and  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt,  upon  whose 
advice  he  acted.  Any  societies  not  enu- 
merated or  specified  in  the  Bill  might  ap- 
ply for  enrolment. 

Mb.  ha  WES  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Duncomhe)  wished  to  include  in  his 
Bill  every  society  not  illegal.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  that  was  liable  to  some 
abuse ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  proposed 
most  materially  to  relax  the  law,  so  as  to 
include  a  much  larger  number  of  societies. 
It  was  evident  from  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  Uie  law  would  be 
rdaxed.  This  was  an  advantage  ;  consi- 
dering that  a  material  relaxation  had  been 
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ftffordad  under  proper  sftfeffimrdB,  lluit 
scarcely  one  useful  society  coiud  be  formed 
that  might  not  be  permitted  to  participate 
in  the  usefulness  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the 
Arbitration  Clause  was  a  g^at  public  im- 
provement; he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Buncombe)  would  see,  that  althoueh  he 
had  not  obtained  all  that  was  desirame,  he 
had  secured  some  most  important  ameliora- 
tions. He  for  one  should  therefore  most 
assuredly  giye  his  cordial  support  to  the 

Bin. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  wished  to  say  ihat 
the  clause  of  enumeration  in  the  Bill,  as 
amended,  might  include  all  the  societies 
now  in  existence.  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  went 
further,  and  said  he  was  perfectly  willing 
to  receire,  from  any  quarter,  suggestions 
as  to  the  improrement  of  any  clause  of  the 
Bill,  furly  offered  in  the  spirit  of  the  mea- 
sure. Any  such  propositions  he  (Sir  J. 
Qraham)  would  be  happy  to  consider,  and 
if,  after  consulting  with  we  law  officers,  he 
found  them  useful,  he  should  be  dbposed 
to  consent  to  their  incorporation  into  the 
Bill. 

Bill  hamg  gone  though  the  Committee 
proformdt  and  additional  clauses  haying 
Deen  introduced, 

The  House  resumed.  Report  brought 
up.    Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printed. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  RELIEF  BILL. 
Mr.  BSCOTT,  regretting  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kinsale  (Mr. 
Watson),  mored*  the  second  reading  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  The  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  was,  to  remore  the  evils 
still  permitted  to  exist  under  the  legisla- 
tion oy  whkh,  in  darker  ages,  the  rights 
of  conscience  had  been  inraded,  and  of 
which  these  remnants  still  disgraced  the 
Statute-book  of  the  United  Eangdom.  He 
acknowledged  his  deep  sense  of  the  ho- 
nour conferred  on  him  by  those  of  his 
fdiow  subjects  who  had  committed  this 
work  to  his  hands.  Whateyer  objec- 
tions  might  be  taken  to  the  BUI,  he 
did  not  expect  to  hear  it  opposed  on  the 
ground  that  penalties  on  the  free  exercise 
of  conscience  in  religious  matters  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  The  ^preatest  danger,  in- 
deed, of  that  Church  m  these  times  was, 
that  persons  of  high  character  and  sincere 
piety  should  have  room  to  say  that  the  reli- 
gion of  the  Establishment  was  only  to  be 
preseryed  by  penalties  for  the  sake  of  con- 
aoience,  or  that  its  edifice  was  still  to  be 
defined  by  the  legislatiye  rubbish  which 


this  Bill  would  sweep  away.  There 
were  at  the  present  moment  two  Bills 
which  had  been  introduced  into  the  dif- 
ferent Houses  of  Parliament,  both  pro- 
ceeding on  the  same  principle,  and  both 
having  the  same  object — ^the  removal  of 
religious  disabilities.  One  had  been  pre- 
sented in  the  other  House  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  Had  he  to 
take  his  choice  between  the  Bill  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kinsale,  he  confessed  he  should 
prefer  the  former  as  more  compr^ensive^ 
and  as  effecting  more  of  general  good. 
But  there  were  provisions  in  this  Bill  which 
were  not  contained  in  the  other,  and  pro- 
visions in  the  other  which  were  not.  con- 
tained in  this.  The  two  Bills  ought  to  be 
considered  in  conjunction,  so  that,  by  amal- 
gamating them,  we  most  perfect  measure 
possible,  in  the  present  state  of  opinion  on 
the  subject,  might  be  passed.  Where  they 
were  defective,  the  only  course  Parliament 
could  take  to  secure  a  foil  toleration,  and» 
a  total  amnesty  for  all  classes  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects — ^would  be,  to  retuni  to  the 
old  common  law  of  the  land.  Thosepenalties 
were  no  part  of  the  Constitution,  but  excres- 
cences, or  rather  ili  plants,  graiFted  upon,  it 
by  the  bigotry  of  unhappy  times.  The  com- 
mon law  of  England  recognised  no  penal- 
ties for  nonconformity ;  and  the  time,  he 
trusted,  was  fast  approaching  when  no  per- 
sons in  the  Empire  would  longer  be  ex- 
cluded by  any  enactment  or  the  impositiott 
of  any  oath  from  privilege  which  their 
fellow  subjects  enjoyed.  But  it  had  been 
said,  that,  though  these  penal  statutea 
were  highly  objectionable,  were  repugnant 
to  the  spirit  of  the  times,  and  conidemned 
by  religious  persons  of  all  denominations, 
they  created  no  practical  grievance,  and 
the  Roman  Catholics,  whom  it  was  sought 
by  the  present  Bill  to  relieve,  were  not 
subjected  to  personal  inconvenience.  But 
how  did  the  matter  really  stand  ?  The  Act 
31st  Geo.  III.,  which  was  the  work  of  Mr. 
Burke,  though  it  did  not  repeal  former  pe- 
nal statutes,  yet  it  provided  relief  from  the 
infliction  of  certain  penalties  on  certain 
conditions.  Neither  did  the  Act  of  10th 
Geo.  IV.,  chap.  7,  commonly  called  **  The 
Catholic  Emancipation  Act,*'  repeal  the 
penal  statutes ;  having  merely  substituted 
an  oath,  the  taking  of  which  oath  was  an 
equivalent  for  the  obligations  or  oonditions 
imposed  by  former  statutea.  He  hoped 
to  be  pennitted  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  few  instane—  to  piore 
that  practical  grieyance  still  existed.  He 
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would,  in  the  first  place,  toke  the  case 
of  a  Catholic  schoolmaster ;  and  every  one 
would  admit  that  the  Catholic  population 
ought  to  hare  the  assistance  of  Catholic 
schoolmasters  to  educate  their  children,  so 
as  to  keep  pace  with  the  advance  and  en- 
lightenment of  the  age.  Now,  every  Catho- 
lic sehoolmaster,  preparatory  to  commencing 
the  work  of  his  vocation,  was  at  present  com- 
pelled to  procure  a  license  for  teaching 
trom  the  archbishop  of  the  province  or  the 
bishop  of  the  diocese.  But  as  such  bishops 
belonged  to  the  Established  Church,  did 
not  i^at  requirement  involve  a  twofold 
practical  grievance  ?  The  Catholic  school- 
master was  to  apply  for  a  license  to  teach 
to  a  Protestant  archbishop  or  bishop  :  that 
every  Roman  Catholic  must  consider  a 
grievance  ;  and  was  it  not  an  almost  equal 
hardship  for  the  archbishop  or  bishop  to  be 
obliged  to  examine  into  the  qualifications 
of  a  Catholic  schoolmaster,  in  order  to  as- 
certain whetiier  the  teacher  was,  in  his 
judgment,  competent  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  an  instructor  of  Catholic  youth  ;  thus 
ihrowing  on  him  the  disagreeable  task  of 
refusing,  if  in  his  judgment  he  were  incom- 
petent ?  What  could  be  more  annoying  to 
a  Protestant  bishop  than  to  have  to  inquire 
into  the  competency  of  a  man  who  di^ered 
altogether  from  him  in  religious  tenets  and 
opinions  ?  In  the  course  of  former  debates 
it  had  often  been  stated  that  all  education 
ought  to  be  based onreligiouB  principle.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Escott)  admitted  that  argument  to 
its  fullest  extent;  but  surelv,  if  all  education 
were  to  be  based  on  religious  principle,  as 
the  Catholic  should  not  be  the  person  to 
inqmre  into  the  qualifications  of  the  Pro- 
testant teacher,  neither  should  the  Protes- 
tant be  the  person  to  examine  into  the  fit- 
uess  of  the  Catholic  teacher.  The  examiner 
should  be  a  competent  judge  of  that  into 
which  he  is  set  to  examine.  It  was,  there- 
fore, a  double  grievance,  equally  oppressive 
on  both  parties :  for  the  sake  of  conscience, 
and  for  Uie  sake  of  both  religions,  such  a 
requirement  ought  to  be  abolished.  Let 
them  look  at  the  case  of  a  person  nefflect- 
ing  to  take  the  oath  when  so  required.  A 
man  educated  for  a  Catholic  schoolmaster 
who  neglected  to  take  the  oath,  was  subject 
to  ecclesiastical  censure  in  our  ecclesiastical 
courts.  He  mieht  be  prosecuted  before 
tiiose  courts,  and  on  proof  of  the  offence 
he  might  be  convicted,  and  mulcted  in 
heavy  costs ;  and  even  worse  than  that,  he 
might  be  tortured  by  the  infinity  of  delay 
inherent  in  the  proceectings  of  those  courts. 
There  was  a  matter  connected  with  those 


courts  to  which  he  wodd  now  call  their  at- 
tention, as  another  hardship  imposed  by 
these  penal  laws.  The  office  of  proctor 
in  those  courts  was  totally  imconnected 
with  the  faith  of  the  persons  so  practis- 
'^g ;  yot  no  Roman  Catholic  could  act 
as  a  proctor.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  be  admitted  to  prac- 
tise in  those  courts  as  well  as  Pro- 
testants ;  but,  by  the  present  state  of  the 
law,  they  were  excluded  from  the  office^ 
There  was  another  class  of  persons  whose 
case  he  would  mention  to  the  House — a 
class  of  persons  who  were  peculiarly  sub- 
ject to  the  grievances  ana  hardships  of 
those  penal  statutes  which  the  Bill  before 
the  House  sought  to  repeal.  He  alluded 
to  a  religious  community  called  the  **  Chris- 
tian Brothers ;  **  they  consisted  of  some 
thousands  of  individuab,  scattered  over 
the  United  Kmgdom  of  Great^  Britain  and 
Ireland— they  were  admitted  to  be  amongst 
the  most  able  instructors  of  youth— they 
were  men,  as  he  was  informed,  and,  as  he 
believed,  who  kept  to  their  vocations,  who 
did  not  mix  themselves  up  with  the  more 
energetic  civil  and  religious  proceedings 
of  some  Roman  Catholics:  keeping  them- 
selves aloof  from  civil  discord,  they  de- 
voted their  lives  to  the  pious  and  dili- 
gent instruction  of  the  youths  com- 
mitted to  their  care.  In  Ireland,  he 
was  informed,  that  so  highly  were  the 
qualifications  of  these  men  appreciated, 
watmany  zealous  Protestants  were  anxious 
to  encourage  them  on  their  estates,  pro- 
viding them  with  schoolhouses  to  instruct 
the  youth,  and  with  residences  for  their 
own  personal  accommodation.  Numbers 
of  those  useful  men  were  now  engaged  dis- 
pensmg  the  blessings  of  a  liberal  education 
to  tens  of  thousands  of  the  rising  genera- 
tion, and  who,  in  all  probability,  would 
otherwise  remain  destitute  of  instruction  or 
moral  culture.  But  how  were  those  ^'Chris- 
tian  Brothers"  circumstanced  under  the 
penal  statutes  ?  They  were  in  one  word 
legally  outlawed.  There  was  not  one  of 
those  men  who  was  not  declared  to  be  by 
the  statute  an  outlaw,  and  subject  to 
banishment  if  proceeded  against  before 
the  proper  authorities;  and  if  any  one  of 
those  men  after  having  been  banished  from 
his  native  land  returned  again,  he  was 
liable  to  be  transported  for  life.  Would 
the  most  sealous  Protestant  in  that 
House  wish  for  the  continuance  of  that 
state  of  things  ?  He  knew  tl^at  in 
other  countries  H  was  not  no\  tl^ft  in 
France,  H.  Guixot,  iriio  was  linn^f  i^  Pro- 
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ftffordad  under  proper  sftfegtiardB,  that 
scarcely  one  useful  society  coiSd  be  formed 
that  might  not  be  permitted  to  participate 
in  the  usefulness  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the 
Arbitration  Clause  was  a  great  public  im- 
provement; he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Buncombe)  would  see,  that  althoueh  he 
had  not  obtained  all  that  was  desiralue,  he 
had  secured  some  most  important  ameliora- 
tions. He  for  one  should  therefore  most 
assuredly  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
Bill. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  wished  to  say  that 
the  clause  of  enumeration  in  the  Bill,  as 
amended,  might  include  all  the  societies 
now  in  existence.  Mr.  Tidd  Pratt  went 
further,  and  said  he  was  perfectly  willing 
to  receiye,  from  any  quarter,  suggestions 
as  to  the  improvement  of  any  clause  of  the 
Bill,  fairly  offered  in  the  spirit  of  the  mea- 
sure. Any  such  propositions  he  (Sir  J. 
Qraham)  would  be  happy  to  consider,  and 
if,  after  consulting  with  we  law  officers,  he 
found  them  useful,  he  should  be  disposed 
to  consent  to  their  incorporation  into  the 
Bill. 

Bill  having  gone  though  the  Committee 

Cformdf  and  additional  clauses  having 
n  introduced. 

The  House  resiuned.  Report  brought 
up.     Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  printed. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  RELIEF  BILL. 

Mr.  ESCOTT,  regretting  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kinsale  (Mr. 
Watson),  moved*  the  second  reading  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  The  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  was,  to  remove  the  evils 
still  permitted  to  exist  under  the  legisla- 
tion oy  which,  in  darker  ages,  the  rights 
of  conscience  had  been  invaded,  and  of 
which  these  remnants  still  disgraced  the 
Statute-book  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He 
acknowledged  his  deep  sense  of  the  ho- 
nour conferred  on  him  by  those  of  his 
fdiow  subiects  who  had  committed  this 
work  to  his  hands.  Whatever  objec- 
tions might  be  taken  to  the  Bill,  he 
did  not  expect  to  hear  it  opposed  on  the 
ground  that  penalties  on  the  free  exercise 
of  conscience  in  religious  matters  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  maintenance  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  The  greatest  danger,  in- 
deed, of  that  Church  in  these  times  was, 
that  persons  of  high  character  and  sincere 
piety  should  have  room  to  say  that  the  reli- 
gion of  the  Establishment  was  only  to  be 
preserved  by  penalties  for  the  sake  of  oon- 
Boienoe,  or  that  its  edifice  was  still  to  be 
defaced  by  the  legislative  rubbish  which 


this  Bill  would  sweep  away.  There 
were  at  the  present  moment  two  Bills 
which  had  been  introduced  into  the  dif- 
ferent Houses  of  Parliament,  both  pro- 
ceeding on  the  same  principle,  and  both 
having  the  same  object — ^the  removal  of 
religious  disabilities.  One  had  been  pre- 
sented in  the  other  House  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  Had  he  to 
take  his  choice  between  the  Bill  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kinsale,  he  confessed  he  should 
prefer  the  former  as  more  comprdiensive, 
and  as  effecting  more  of  general  good. 
But  there  were  provisions  in  this  Bill  which 
were  not  contained  in  the  other,  and  pro- 
visions in  the  other  which  were  not,  con- 
tained in  this.  The  two  Bills  ought  to  be 
considered  in  conjunction,  so  that,  by  amal- 
gamating them,  die  most  perfect  measure 
possible,  in  the  present  state  of  opinion  oa 
the  subject,  might  be  passed.  Where  they 
were  defective,  the  only  course  Parliament 
could  take  to  secure  a  foil  toleration,  and, 
a  total  amnesty  for  all  classes  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects — ^would  be,  to  return  to  the 
old  common  law  of  the  land.  Thosepenalties 
were  no  part  of  the  Constitution,  but  excres- 
cences, or  rather  ill  plants,  grafted  i^a  it 
by  the  bigotry  of  unhappy  times.  The  com- 
mon law  of  England  recognised  no  penal- 
ties for  nonconformity ;  and  the  time,  he 
trusted,  was  fast  approaching  when  no  per- 
sons in  the  Empire  would  longer  be  ex- 
cluded by  any  enactment  or  the  imposition 
of  any  oath  from  privilege  which  their 
fellow  subjects  enjoyed.  But  it  had  been 
said,  that,  though  these  penal  statutea 
were  highly  objectionable,  were  repugnant 
to  the  spirit  of  the  times,  and  condemned 
by  religious  persons  of  aQ  denominations, 
they  created  no  practical  grievance,  and 
the  Roman  Catholics,  whom  it  was  sought 
by  the  present  Bill  to  relieve,  were  not 
subjected  to  personal  inconvenience.  But 
how  did  the  matter  really  stand?  The  Act 
31st  Geo.  III.,  which  was  the  work  of  Mr. 
Burke,  though  it  did  not  repeal  former  pe- 
nal statutes,  yet  it  provided  relief  from  the 
infliction  of  certMu  penalties  on  certain 
conditions.  Neither  did  the  Act  of  10th 
Geo.  IV.,  chap.  7,  commonly  called  *'  The 
Catholic  Emancipation  Act,'*  repeal  the 
penal  statutes ;  having  merely  substituted 
an  oath,  the  taking  of  which  oath  was  aa 
equivalent  for  the  obligatbns  or  oonditions 
imposed  by  former  statutes.  He  hoped 
to  be  pennitted  to  call  the  attention  U 
the  House  to  a  few  instane—  to  prove 
that  practical  grievance  still  existed.  He 
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would,  in  the  first  place,  take  the  case 
of  a  Catholic  schoolmaster ;  and  every  one 
would  admit  that  the  Catholic  population 
ought  to  have  the  assistance  of  Catholic 
schoolmasters  to  educate  their  children,  so 
as  to  keep  pace  with  the  advance  and  en- 
lightenment of  the  age.  Now,  every  Catho- 
lic sehoolmaster,  preparatory  to  commencing 
the  work  of  his  vocation,  was  at  present  com- 
pelled to  procure  a  license  for  teaching 
mm  the  archhishop  of  the  province  or  the 
hishop  of  the  diocese.  But  as  such  hishops 
helonged  to  the  Estahlished  Church,  did 
not  that  requirement  involve  a  twofold 
practical  grievance  ?  The  Catholic  school- 
master was  to  apply  for  a  license  to  teach 
to  a  Protestant  archhishop  or  hishop :  that 
every  Roman  Catholic  must  consider  a 
grievance  ;  and  was  it  not  an  almost  equal 
hardship  for  the  archhishop  or  hishop  to  he 
ohliged  to  examine  into  the  qualifications 
of  a  Catholic  schoolmaster,  in  order  to  as- 
certain whether  the  teacher  was,  in  his 
judgment,  competent  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  an  instructor  of  Catholic  youth  ;  thus 
throwing  on  him  the  disagreeahle  task  of 
refusing,  if  in  his  judgment  he  were  incom- 
petent ?  What  could  he  more  annoying  to 
a  Protestant  hishop  than  to  have  to  inquire 
into  the  competency  of  a  man  who  di^ered 
altogether  m>m  him  in  religious  tenets  and 
opinions  ?  In  the  course  of  former  dehates 
it  had  often  heen  stated  that  all  education 
ought  to  he  hased  onreligious  principle.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Escott)  admitted  that  argument  to 
its  fullest  extent;  hut  surely,  if  all  education 
were  to  he  hased  on  religious  principle,  as 
the  Catholic  should  not  he  the  person  to 
inquire  into  the  qualifications  of  the  Pro- 
testant teacher,  neither  should  the  Protes- 
tant he  the  person  to  examine  into  the  fit- 
ness of  the  Catholic  teacher.  The  examiner 
should  he  a  competent  judge  of  that  into 
which  he  is  set  to  examine.  It  was,  there- 
fore, a  douhle  grievance,  equally  oppressive 
on  hoth  parties :  for  the  sake  of  conscience, 
and  for  the  sake  of  hoth  religions,  such  a 
reqidrement  ought  to  he  aholished.  Let 
them  look  at  the  case  of  a  person  neglect- 
ing to  take  the  oath  when  so  required.  A 
man  educated  for  a  Catholic  schoolmaster 
who  neglected  to  take  the  oath,  was  suhject 
to  ecclesiastical  censure  in  our  ecclesiastical 
courts.  He  misht  he  prosecuted  hefore 
those  courts,  and  on  proof  of  the  offence 
he  might  he  convicted,  and  mulcted  in 
heavy  costs ;  and  even  worse  than  that,  he 
might  he  tortured  hy  the  infinity  of  delay 
inherent  in  the  proceedings  of  those  courts. 
There  was  a  matter  connected  widi  those 


courts  to  which  he  would  now  call  iiheir  at- 
tention, as  another  hardship  imposed  hy 
these  penal  laws.  The  office  of  proctor 
in  those  courts  was  totally  unconnected 
with  the  faith  of  the  persons  so  practis- 
ing ;  yet  no  Roman  Catholic  could  act 
as  a  proctor.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  he  admitted  to  prac- 
tise in  those  courts  as  well  as  Pro- 
testants ;  hut,  hy  the  present  state  of  the 
law,  they  were  excluded  from  the  office. 
There  was  another  class  of  persons  whose 
case  he  would  mention  to  the  House — a 
class  of  persons  who  were  peculiarly  suh- 
ject to  the  grievances  ana  hardships  of 
those  penal  statutes  which  the  Bill  hefore 
the  House  sought  to  repeal.  He  alluded 
to  a  religious  community  called  the  "Chris- 
tian Brothers;"  they  consisted  of  some 
thousands  of  individuab,  scattered  over 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great,  Britain  and 
Ireland— they  were  admitted  to  he  amongst 
the  most  ahle  instructors  of  youth— they 
were  men,  as  he  was  informed,  and,  as  he 
helieved,  who  kept  to  their  vocations,  who 
did  not  mix  themselves  up  with  the  more 
energetic  civil  and  religious  proceedings 
of  some  Roman  Catholics:  keeping  them- 
selves aloof  from  civil  discord,  they  de- 
voted their  lives  to  the  pious  and  dili- 
gent instruction  of  the  youths  com- 
mitted to  their  care.  In  Ireland,  he 
was  informed,  that  so  highly  were  the 

rlifications  of  these  men  appreciated, 
t  many  zealous  Protestants  were  anxious 
to  encourage  them  on  their  estates,  pro- 
viding them  with  schoolhouses  to  instruct 
the  youth,  and  with  residences  for  their 
own  personal  accommodation.  Numhera 
of  those  useful  men  were  now  engaged  dis- 
pensing the  hlessing^  of  a  lihend  education 
to  tens  of  thousands  of  the  rising  genera- 
tion, and  who,  in  all  prohahility,  would 
otherwise  remain  destitute  of  instruction  or 
moral  culture.  But  how  were  those  ^'Chris- 
tian  Brothers"  circumstanced  under  the 
penal  statutes  ?  They  were  in  one  word 
legally  outlawed.  There  was  not  one  of 
those  men  who  was  not  declared  to  he  hy 
the  statute  an  outlaw,  and  suhject  to 
hanishment  if  proceeded  against  hefore 
the  proper  authorities;  and  if  any  one  of 
those  men  after  having  heen  hanished  from 
his  native  land  returned  again,  he  was 
liable  to  he  transported  for  life.  Would 
the  most  sealous  Protestant  in  that 
House  wish  for  the  continuance  of  that 
state  of  things  ?  He  knew  tliat  in 
other  countries  H  was  not  so:  t]^9t  in 
France,  M.  Guizot,  who  was  tiniH\f  i^  Pro- 
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tedtanty  took  the  deepest  interest  in  the 
success  of  the  "Christian  Brothers,"  and 
on  a  recent  occasion  had  dechired  there 
was  no  class  of  persons  he  knew  more  emi* 
nently  entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  the  peo- 
ple of  that  country.  He  would  farther 
refer  to  those  existing  grievances.  Under 
those  statutes  it  was  impossihle  that  any 
wealthy  or  well-disposed  person  could  give 
1*.  to  any  English  College  or  University 
out  of  the  United  Kingdom — ^hecause  the 
2nd  and  3rd  William  IV.,  chap.  15,  called 
the  Charters  Act,  especially  confined  such 
bequests  to  Great  Britain.  All  persons 
acquainted  at  all  with  the  subject  of  Ca- 
tholic education  must  be  aware,  that,  for- 
merly, to  obtain  a  sound  instruction,  it  was 
necessary  to  send  their  youths  to  a  foreign 
College  or  University;  and  such  being, 
from  necessity,  the  case,  what  was  more 
natural  than  that  those  who  had  received 
the  benefits  of  a  liberal  education  abroad, 
should,  in  after  years,  be  inclined  to  be- 
queath some  money  to  those  institutions 
existing  in  foreign  lands,  from  which  they 
had  derived  benefit  and  advantage.  The 
law  which  prohibited  that  was  surely  neither 
just  nor  wise.  It  was  stated  respecting 
the  oaths  which  it  was  incumbent  on  Ca- 
tholics to  take,  that  there  was  nothing  in 
them  which  should  excite  the  scruples  of 
persons  of  that  persuasion.  But  that  was 
for  them  to  determine.  And  surely  if  these 
laws  were  inoperative,  they  were  useless, 
and  ought  to  be  repealed;  if  they  were  ope- 
rative, they  were  unjust,  and  ought  to 
be  repealed.  But  if  the  House  was 
not  disposed  to  beDeve  that  pious  persons 
felt  a  conscientious  objection  to  take  the 
oath,  he  could  assure  them  they  were  very 
much  misinformed,  for  he  had  heard  within 
the  last  few  days  that  there  were  in  Catho- 
lic communities  numbers  of  conscientious 
and  honourable  men,  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  who  had  the  strongest  possible 
disinclination  to  take  certain  prescribed 
oaths.  For  instance,  the  present  Arch- 
bishop of  Rhodes  could  not  sit  in  the  Le- 
gislative Assembly  of  Malta,  because  he 
had  an  insuperable  repugnance  to  the  oath. 
Mr.  Waterton,  a  Roman  Catholic  gentle- 
man of  the  highest  respectability,  could  not 
qualify  as  a  magistrate,  because  of  his  re- 
pugnance to  the  oath.  But  these  persons 
were  left  subject  to  all  the  penalties  on  Ca- 
tholics convicted  of  recusancv — to  all  the 
penalties  of  promuniro.  The  rev.  Mr. 
Green,  chaplain  of  Sir  Clifford  Constable, 
was  another  jnstance  of  a  person  who  could 
not  take  the  oaths  prescribed  by  statute. 


Such  cases  showed  thepraetioil  grievance 
which  arose  from  the  provisiom  of  the  ez« 
isting  law  where  real  scruples  of  eonseie&ce 
were  felt;  and  for  the  relief  of  those  per- 
sons, for  the  public  interest,  and  for  its  own 
honour,  it  was  for  the  House  to  remove  the 
grievance.  The  measure  before  the  House 
was  far  from  being  a  trivial  matter.  Thou-* 
sands,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest  estate, 
were  anxiously  awaiting  the  result,  solieitooB 
to  know  whether  they  were  to  be  restored 
to  rights  of  which  they  believed  they  never 
should  have  been  deprived.  Nor  was  that 
class  of  expectants  confined  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
There  were  millions  in  other  countries 
awaiting  the  decision  of  the  House  as  an  ex- 
ample of  a  liberal  spirit,  and  a  Just  tolera- 
tion; and  he  could  not  help  thinking,  to 
grant  the  indulgence  sought  would  only 
be  to  do  justice  to  the  faith  of  the  great 
majority  of  Christendom  ;  for  the  House 
could  not  deny  that  the  Roman  Ol^olie 
faith  was  the  faith  of  the  greater  number 
of  people  throughout  Christendom.  It 
should  also  be  remembered  that  it  was  due 
to  the  interests  of  the  Established  Church; 
for,  in  his  opinion,  the  worst  insult  that 
could  be  ofiered  to  the  Established  Church 
was  to  say  thai  it  could  not  be  maintained 
without  galling  and  teasing  the  consmences 
of  those  who  differed  in  opinion  from  its 
doctrines  and  formularies.  He  would,  there- 
fore, submit  to  Parliament  that  it  was  time 
to  put  an  end  to  these  obstructions  to  a 
more  diffusive  and  pious  charity*  and  to  re- 
peal laws  which  were  repulsive  to  the  fsel- 
mgs  of  the  wisest  and  best  of  men — alien 
to  the  Constitution  under  which  they  lived 
— and  especially  cruel  to  those  against 
whom  they  were  first  enacted. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  the  experi- 
ence he  had  had  in  the  House  justified  him 
in  saying  that  it  was  much  more  pleasant 
to  make  concessions  than  to  resist  them. 
Concession,  however,  he  had  not  made, 
and  was  not  prepared  to  make,  on  the 
present  occasion.  Whether  it  were  to 
liberate  the  captive,  or  to  aid  our  fellow 
subjects  at  the  expense  of  the  nation,  or 
to  remove  obetructions  to  the  enjoyment  of 
certain  civil  privileges — in  all  these  caees 
it  was  far  pleasanter  to  give  than  to  ref^ise; 
but  he  trusted  he  might  be  permitted  to 
add  this  also,  that  whilst  he  admitted  the 
pleasurableness  of  concession,  he  felt  tfie 
higher  duty  of  resistance  on  which  he  had 
hitherto  acted,  and  was  now  prepared  to 
act.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  bad 
said   that  this  measure  was   intended  to 
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awMp  anray  iho  mbbhh  from  ihe  Statnto- 
book,  ftnd  to  remoTO  Acts  wMoh  disgraced 
the  dark  agee  of  Bni^iah  legislation.    He 
aaked  hia  £on.  Friend  to  look  at  the  Bill 
of  which  he  hadmoTed  the  second  reading, 
and  say  whether  its  proTisions  repealed 
Acta  which  had  been  passed  in  the  dark 
ages.   The  very  first  Act  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  repeal  waa  an  Act  passed  in  the 
golden  or  Angostan  age  of  English  minds 
and  literature-«Tia.f  in  the  time  of  Queen 
Elisabeth— -a  time  when  this  country  pes* 
sessed  men  greater  in  erery  bnanoh  of  lite- 
rature than  eyen  the  hon.  Member  himself, 
or  eyen  than  any  of  those  distinguished 
persons  describing  themselyes  and  others 
as  the  Young  England  party.    The  next 
period  was  the  great  era  of  ciyil  liberty, 
when  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  passed. 
The  next  was  the  reign  of  William  III. 
Was  that  one  of  the  dtfk  ages?  The  next 
period  was  that  of  George  III.;  but  he 
presumed  that  the  dark  age  to  which  the 
h<m.  Gentleman  particular]^  referred  was 
Ihe  year  1829.     He  wished  most  sincerely 
that  lus  hon.  Friend,  inremoying  the  rubbish 
of  the  Statute-book,  would  remoye  the  Act 
of  that  year--^e  Act  which  he  included 
in  the  same  category  with  the  other  sta- 
tutes.   [Mr.  EscotT :  No,  no.]    It  would 
not  do  lor  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  now 
to  turn  round  and  deny  the  application  of 
his  language.     The  dauses  of  that  Act 
which  Uiis  Bill  proposed  to  repeal,  were 
considered  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
B.  Peel)  at  the  time  as  essential  to  the 
success    of  the  Emancipation  Act,  and 
tending  to  diminish  the  opposition  to  it ; 
yet  it  was  now,'  after  sixteen  years  had 
elapsed,  proposed  to  remoye  them.    But, 
sara  Ihe  hon.  and  learned  Member,  good  as 
that  Bill  was  we  must  be  prepared  for 
something  better;  and  he  told  us  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  a  measure  more  compre- 
hensive than  the  present.     Then  those 
who  resisted  the  present  Bill  would  see 
more  reason^  from  this  statement,  to  resist 
the  other.    He  grieyed  that  it  was  so,  but 
he  belieyed  it  to  be  true  that  in  many  re- 
spects the  other  Bill  was  more  comprehen- 
siye.     His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
aometimes  condescended  to  particularise. 
He  had  told  us  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
could  not  practise  as  a  proctor.     Was  k 
yerj  extraoffdinary  that  a  Koman  Catholic 
mi^t  not  practise  in  the  Court  of  the 
Protestant  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  or 
the  Protestant  Bishop  of  London,  haying 
■reference  to  the  eeolesiaatical  concerns  of 
that  yery  Establishment  with  which  he  had 


thought  ihe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cork  was  one  of  the  first  to  disclaim  any 
desire  to  interfere  ?    Be  it  a  grieyanee  or 
not  a  grieyanee,  fer  that  the  Bill  did  not 
proyide  the  shadow  of  a  remedy.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  then  told  us  that  a 
Roman  Catholic  might  not  bequealh  any* 
thing  to  a  Roman  Catholic  Cdlege  alnroad, 
in  token  of  his  natural  gratitude  to  tiie 
seminary  by  which  he  had  been  instructed. 
Why  did  not  the  hoUi  Member  introduce  a 
clause  into  his  Bill' to  provide  a  remedy  for 
the  grieyanee  which  he  said  was  so  acute  ? 
Then,  again,  he  said  the  Archbishop  of 
Rhodes  could  not  take  his  place  in  the 
Loffislatiye  Council  of  Malta,  because  he 
comd  not  take  the  oath.    He  would  not 
at  present  Miter  into  the  general  system 
pursued  towards  Malta  iurtner  than  this— 
his  doctrine  was,  that  wheresoeyer  the  So- 
yereign  of  the  country  carried  her  flag, 
there  she  should  also  carry  her  Church. 
That,  he  repeated,  was  his  deliberate  opi« 
nion^one  upon  which  he  was  ready  to  act, 
and  upon  wmch  many  wiser  and  better  men 
than  himself  had  acted  for  centuries;  and 
till  within  the  last  few  years  that  was  the 
theory,  unhappily  not  the  rigid  practice,  of 
the  Goyemment  of  England.    The  Church 
of  England  was  the  recognised  Church  in 
every  dependency  of  the  Crown  of  England ; 
and  it  was  not  till  ihe  liberalism  of  ine  last 
generation  that  any  person  would  yenture 
a  doubt  on  the  expediency  and  Justice  of 
the  principle.      Then,  he  said  that   our 
course  in  Malta  ought  to  have  been  dear ; 
we  ought  to  haye  carried  our  religion  as 
the  predominant  religion  there,  and  haye 
taken  the  great  church  of  the  Knights  of 
Malta,  which  was  a  church  of  Rome,  and 
made  it  the  church  of  George  III.,  and 
appropriated  it  to  ihe  service  of  the  Church 
of  England.    Instead  of  that,  we  had  been 
accommodating  ourselyes  as  much  as  pos- 
sible to  ihe  language  and  religion  (^  a 
people  whom  we  had  conquered.    This  was 
unlike   ihe    policy  of  the   Romans,   ihe 
French,  or  even  of  England  hersetf,  titt 
withb  the  kst  forty  or  fifty  ;|rears.    The 
case  of  Canada  was  no  exception,  because 
that  was  surrendered  by  a  specific  Treaty, 
in  which  provision  was  made  fer  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Church  of  Rome.  He  would 
now  come  to  the  general  clauses  of  the 
Bill.     What  was  ihe  practical  effect  of  the 
Bill?     He  would  take  up  the  clause  with 
reference  to  schoolmasters;  and  he  would 
ask  iriieiher  any  Roman  Catholic  had  been 
prevented  from  exercising  the  function  or 
ayocaiiotts  of  a  echo^dmaster  b^ause  he 
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YimA  omitted  to  obtain  a  lieense  from  the 
Froteatant  bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which 
he  propoeed  to  establish  his  school  ?     In 
pomt  of  fact,  they  all  knew  that  the  slight- 
est impediment  £d  not  exist  to  any  Roman 
Gathouc  schoolmaster  pursuing  his  avoca- 
tions on  such  a  ground.     Some  member 
of  that  Church  would  probably  rise  in  the 
course  of  the  present  debate,  and  he  should 
feel  obliged  to  that  hon.  Member  if   he 
would  state  that  he  knew  any  instance  in 
which  any  Roman  Catholic  teacher  had 
been  prerented  from  exercising  his  avoca- 
tions because  he  had  omitted  to  procure  a 
license  from  the  Protestant  bishop  of  the 
diocese  in  which  he  might  happen  to  be 
placed.      He  was  willing  to  admit   ihat 
there   were   on  the    Statute-book  many 
provisions  which,  if  really  carried  into  ef- 
fect, might  occasion  hardship;  but  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  not  produced,  for 
the  last  century  and  a  half,  a  nngle  in- 
stance of  practical  grievance.     With  re- 
spect to  one  or  two  of  these  instances  they 
had  been  lately  repealed  under  terms  which 
did  not  originally  apply  to  them.     It  was 
mpobably  familiar  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman,   and  it  was  not  unknown  to 
many  hon.  Gentlemen,  that,  up  to  a  certain 
period,  the  introduction  of  what  was  called 
the  '^g^  -Dtfi  was  prohibited  under  the 
13th  Maabeih.     Pemaps  his  hon.  Friend 
was  not  aware  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  repeal  of  the  Statute  was  effect- 
ed.    The  article  was  included  among  the 
items  of  a  Customs'  Duties  Act;  and,  nine- 
tenths  of  the  Members  present  not  knowing 
what  it  meant,  it  was  passed,  and  the  im- 
portation of  it  pennitted.      Before  they 
made  any  alteration  in  the  Consdtution  of 
the  country,  they  were  bound  to  show  that 
some   practical  grievance  existed.      The 
present  Bill  re^^led  the  Act  of  Supre- 
macy, at  least  it  repealed  its  penalties.  It 
also  repealed  the  Act  which  expelled  the 
Jesuits,  and  which  prohibited  a  Roman 
Catholic  bishq>  from  assuming  the  title  of 
a  Protestant  See,  who  mightessome  under 
ihe  law,  if  he  pleased,  the  title  of  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury.     The  present  Bill 
also  renealed  the  clause  in  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Repeal  Act  which  prohibited  Roman 
Cathdic  processions.     yfb»a  they  had  nro- 
hibited  Protestant  processions,  were  tney 
prepared  to  legaliae  Roman  Catholic  pro- 
eessioas?     Were  thev  prmaced  to  admit, 
in  the  streets  of  London,  tne  ptoeession  of 
Ootj^  OirtiUf    Were  they  prepared  to 
admit  even  the  ordinary  proeewion  of  the 
Hoot?    If  they  weie  sot,  did  not  the  BiU 


permit  ihat  against  which  they  oonteiided? 
This  Bill  also  repealed  that  cknse  of  the 
Act  of  1829  which  prohibited  any  public 
functionary  from  gmng  in  his  official  robes 
to  any  place  of  wonhip.  That  clause, 
however,  had  not  prevented  a  late  chief  func- 
tionary from  going  in  his  robes  to  the  door 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  church;  and,  though 
he  considered  tiiat  was  not  intended  to  be 
allowed  when  the  Act  passed,  yet,  as  the 
proceeding  went  unnoticed,  he  presumed 
it  was  not  considered  a  violation  of  the 
law.  When  he  proved,  then,  that  there 
were  no  cases  of  grievance  alleged  as  ex- 
isting under  the  present  law,  which  this 
Bill  sought  to  remove ;  when  he  had  shown 
that  the  provisions  which  this  BiU  mii^tto 
repeal,  were  provirions  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  moved  the  unhappy  Bill  of 
1829  considered  as  necessary — ^was  it  not 
ungracious — ^tiiere  being  no  practical  griev- 
ance which  could  not  be  obviated  or  evaded 
— ^to  deprive  the  Members  of  the  Chnroh  of 
Engbmd  of  the  poor  consdation  that  we 
had  something  which  still  prevented  the 
growth  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
this  country,  which  prevMited  its  extension 
and  maintenance  amongst  us  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  existed  ihne  centuries  ago? 
For  these  and  many  other  reasons  he  Mi 
tiiat  he  should  not  discharge  his  duty  un- 
less he  moved  that  this  BUI  be  read  a  se- 
cond time  tiiis  day  six  months. 

Viscount  MORPETH :  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  haa 
anticipated  that  tome  Catholic  Member  wiU 
rise  during  tile  debate,  I  presume  he  has 
an  expectation  tiiat  some  of  his  posilMma 
wUl  be  oontroverted.  Biit  as  a  Protestant 
Member  of  this  House,  I  rise  to  expieia 
my  regret  that  any  attempt  has  been  made 
in  tiiis  stage  of  the  BUI  to  resist  akodaUe 
endeavour  to  set  rid  of  the  last  rags  and 
remnants  of  bigotry  and  intolerance.  The 
hon.  Baronet  objects  to  these  enaetmenla 
bemg  styled  reUcs  of  the  darkages;  but  at 
aU  events  every  liberal  and  weU-constituted 
mind  wiU  admit  tiiat,  if  not  eontempomy 
with  a  very  dark  age,  tiiey  evince  a  very 
dark  spirit  of  bigotry.  The  hon.  Baienet 
states  tiiat  tiie  object  of  the  BiU  is  to  re- 
peal a  series  of  measnrea  tiiai  have  been 
enacted  ever  unee  the  Reformation.  I 
fuppose  tiie  hon.  Baronet  would  confine  the 
term  *'  dark  ages  *'  to  the  vears  preceding 
the  Reformation;  but  it  is  hardly  to  be  ex- 
pected tiiat  we  shouU  find  thew  enaei- 
msnta  of  disabifitiea  against  CatfaoHea  a* 
tiiooe  periods  when  King,  Qefemmwt,  aai 
coontiy  were  alike  Roomus  CathoGe.    Ba^ 
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I  hare  no  wish  to  cast  a  bIut  on  the  times 
or  the  men  with  whom  these  measures  and 
statutes  origuiated,  or  even  on  those  hy 
whom  they  have  hitherto  heen,  for  the  most 
part,  maintained.  The  circumstances  of 
thetimeSy  the  operation  of  fear,  the  ah- 
sence  of  sound  views,  may  have  heen  mo- 
tives, if  not  strict  reasons,  for  their  original 
enactment,  and  even  their  temporary  re- 
tention. But,  although  I  may  not  be  in- 
clined to  cast  a  slur  on  the  motives  of 
those  by  whom  they  were  enacted,  still, 
on  looking  back  upon  all  history  and  ex- 
perience, I  cannot  resist  the  conviction 
that  of  all  the  principles  which  have  caused 
evil,  multiplied  wrongs,  and  heaped  sorrow 
upon  the  human  race,  the  principle  of  reli- 
gious bigotry  has  been  the  most  prolific  and 
pernicious.  Could  I  be  guilty  of  the  bad 
taste  of  calling  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  a  bigoted 
partisan,  I  know  he  would  receive  the 
charge  with  a  gentle  but  reproving  smile  ; 
a  gentle  one,  because  in  accordance  with 
his  nature — a  reproving  one,  because  1 
have  no  right  to  fling  about  such  imputa- 
tions. Hardly  a  day  passes  in  which  I  do 
not  detect  in  myself  something  like  a 
spirit  of  bigotry;  and  it  is  a  tendency 
against  which  we  all  cannot  too  much  be 
upon  our  guard.  The  hon.  Baronet  has 
said,  wherever  the  flag  of  the  Queen  of 
England  is  reared,  there  her  Church  ought 
to  be  planted.  Now,  I  will  not  follow  him 
into  an  inquiry  how  far  this  principle  has 
been  pursued  or  attained  throughout  our 
various  dependencies  and  Colonies;  but  to 
me  it  seems  as  much  to  the  purpose,  wher- 
ever the  flag  of  the  Queen  of  England  is 
e anted,  to  inquire  what  is  the  Church  of 
er  subjects,  rather  than  what  is  Her 
own.  But  I  do  not  see  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  any  way  militates 
against  the  House  acceding  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill;  when  in  Committee, 
if  any  special  case  can  be  made  out  for 
andlL  a  course,  then  the  House  will  do 
well  to  consent  to  any  exceptions.  But  I 
imagine  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  be,  that 
all  penalties  manifestly  and  upon  the  face 
of  them  useless  and  ineffectual,  should  no 
longer  be  retained  upon  the  Statute-book 
merdy  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  an 
effimsive  superiority,  and  inflicting  an  un- 
meriled  brand.  .Almost  the  flrst  clause  of 
the  Bill  repeals  the  penalty  attached  to 
preaching  the  doctrine  that  any  foreign 
fnotee  or  potentate  has  any  authority  within 
tins  realm,  the  penalty  being  forfeiture  of 
goods  and  ofaattels,  and  imprisonment  for  a 


year.  In  thousands  of  pulpits  every  week 
that  doctrine  is  put  forth;  and  if  the  penalty 
is  retuned,  it  is  a  poor  excuse  to  say  it 
may  be  obviated  or  evaded.  I  contend 
that  the  retention  of  these  enactments 
is  a  virtual  connivance  at  falsehood.  The 
hon.  Baronet  asks  if  any  person  has  been 
visited  with  the  penalty  for  exercising 
the  vocation  of  a  schoolmaster  without  a 
license  from  the  bishop  ?  But  I  think  men 
are  never  safe  under  a  dormant  penalty 
which  may  at  some  time  be  awakened 
against  them.  Did  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pontefract  (Mr.  M.  Milnes)  a  year  ago 
bring  forward  a  case  in  which  parties  were 
proceeded  agiunst  for  not  going  to  church  ? 
There  is  no  security  that  such  penalties 
may  not  some  day,  for  a  malicious  pur- 
pose, be  put  in  force.  Then  I  really  think 
the  House  should  hardly  proceed  in  com- 
pany with  the  hon.  Baronet  in  that  crusade 
he  proposes  to  carry  on  against  bellsy 
steeples,  and  even  articles  of  the  toilet.  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  great  apprehensions  of 
seeing  processions  of  the  Uorpug  Chrisii 
and  the  Host  in  the  streets  of  London.  I 
think  he  might  safely  rely  on  the  customs 
of  the  country  and  the  manners  of  the 
times;  no  prohibition  against  such  proces- 
sions exists  in  the  United  States,  yet  it 
must  be  long  since  such  processions  have 
been  seen  in  the  streets  of  the  capitals  of 
that  country.  The  hon.  Baronet  truly  ob- 
serves, that  the  Bill  relaxes  the  prohibition 
against  the  existence  of  the  order  of  the 
Jesuits  and  other  religious  orders  in  this 
country;  I  believe  that  the  apprehensions 
entertained  of  the  Jesuits  exist  among 
many  enlightened  men.  But  let  us  not 
have  toleration  by  bits.  I  am  not  myself 
— and  1  may,  perhaps,  be  wrong  from  want 
of  sufficient  information — ^inclined  to  view 
with  any  particular  favour  either  the  prin- 
ciples or  the  doctrines  of  the  Jesuits  ; 
but  still,  1  would,  in  the  attempt  to  con- 
quer them,  meet  them  with  the  weapons 
wielded  by  such  men  as  Pascal,  and  Mi- 
chelet,  and  Libri,  rather  than  with  penal 
enactments  and  legalized  oppression.  And 
when  Roman  Catholic  Governments  or 
other  Governments  banish  the  Jesmts  from 
beyond  their  territories,  let  them  find  on 
our  shores  as  ready  a  reception  as  is  given 
to  them  in  the  United  States — as  any 
Polish  or  Italian  refugee  meets  with  here. 
I  desire  our  soil  to  be  as  safe  and  inviolate 
an  asylum  for  the  proscribed  in  religion  as 
for  the  proscribed  m  politics.  Let  us  shut 
our  ports  against  none  but  criminals;  lei 
us  not  seek  vainly  to  raise  bamen  toopin- 
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ion*  Tbeee  are  briefly  my  sentiments,  and 
tlus  is  why  I  heartily  wish  for  the  suocess 
of  the  Bill.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
about  protection  of  late ;  but  surely  none 
can  hope  that  the  House  will  sanction  or 
keep  up  a  system  of  protection  which  pro- 
tects nobody  and  no  principle^-which  only 
serves  to  stigmatise,  irritate,  and  annoy. 

Mr.  finch  did  not  wish  to  utter  a 
single  word  that  would  be  painful  to  the 
feelings  of  any  Roman  Catholic.  He  did 
not  intend  to  go  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  because  he  was  free  to  confess  that 
some  of  the  existing  enactments  required 
to  be  abolished;  and  he  thought  that  re- 
mark would  be  applicable  to  the  case  com- 
plained of  respecting  schoolmasters.  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  in  reference  to 
the  dark  ages,  and  they  had  been  told  that 
the  dogma  of  the  supremacy  of  his  Holi- 
ness £e  Pope  had  been  confined  to  that 
remote  period;  but  he  entirely  denied  that 
such  was  the  fact;  for,  however  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  that  House  might  repudiate  any 
such  principle,  they  had  good  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  it  existed  still  in  the  minds  of 
many.  He  could  tell  them  where,  as  well 
as  the  authority  he  had  for  saying  so.  The 
late  Charles  Butler  had  informed  them  that 
that  doctrine  was  entertained  by  every 
person  residing  within  the  Vatican  and  its 
immediate  precincts.  The  late  Cardinal 
Bellarmine  had  openly  avowed  that  the  Pope 
retained  supreme  temporal,  as  well  as 
spiritual,  power ;  and  he,  therefore,  con- 
tended, that  many  persons  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  had  the  same  opinion  upon 
the  subject.  The  hon.  Member  read  from 
the  31st  of  George  III.  the  words  of  the 
oath  to  be  administered  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  reference  to  the  subject  of  supre- 
macy. 

Mb.  O'CONNELL:  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholios  were  not  obliged  to  take  any  oath 
which  contained  such  objectionable  clauses 
as  that  which  required  Roman  Catholics  to 
swear  that  they  would  not  be  privy  to  the 
commission  of  murder. 

Mr.  finch  said,  that  the  copy  of  the 
oath  had  just  been  put  into  his  hands ;  he 
was,  therefore,  not  responsible  for  the 
error.  But  be  the  oath  as  it  may,  he  ob- 
jected to  do  away  with  all  restrictions  as 
to  the  doctrine  of  Catholic  supremacy  in 
temporal  matters.  He  knew  that  the  doc- 
trine was  disclaimed  in  every  chapel  where 
theRoman  Catholic  worship  was  performed; 
Imt  a  future  period  mifl^t  arrive--and  he 
could  conceive  the  possiDility  of  its  arrival 
-—when  this  doctrine  of  the  temporal  su- 


premacy of  the  Pope  might  seriously  inter- 
fere wiUi  the  prerogative  of  the  Protestant 
Crown;    and  he  held  that  where  then 
existed  a  sect  which  held  principles  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  Protestant  Conr 
stitution  of  this  country,  that  was  not  a 
case  which  came  withm  the  category  ef 
those  things  which  were  matters  of  eoiw 
science.     Then,  with  respect  to  the  reli- 
gious orders ;  he  thought  that  the  laws 
restraining     those    monastic   institutiona 
were  very  salutary,  especially  as  regarded 
women.     Young  persons  were  very  ofien 
seduced  into  taking  religious  vows  at  an 
age  when  they  were  incapable  of  explain- 
ing what  were  their  real  feelings,  and  at  a 
time  when  they  were  without  any  experi- 
ence of  the  world.    Instances  must  occur 
where  these  vows  imposed  most  tyraonioal 
fetters  upon  the  youthful  mind,  from  which 
they  would  be  happy  to  be  rcdeased.     He 
considered  religious  vows  to  be  contrary  to 
reason,  and  to  the  spirit  of  a  free  Consti- 
tution.    He  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
good  enactment  that  all  religious  commu- 
nities should  be  liable  to  be  visited  at  cer> 
tain  periods  by  some  authority  or  commis- 
sion appointed  by  the  Crown,  and  that  they 
should  have  the  power  to  examine  the  in- 
dividuals, separately,  belonging  to  those 
communities,  to  ascertain  whether  it  was 
their  wish  to  continue  their  vows  or  not. 
Supposing  there  were  10,000  religLonsper- 
K>n8  belonging  to  theM  oonm>nmti«..  mi 
there  was  only  one  instance  of  a  person 
being  retained  against  his  or  her  will — thai 
instance  would  justify  a  system  of  ex* 
•mination  by  whloh  the  tymnny  oyer  the 
conscience  of  that  individual  should  be 
suppressed.    In  making  these  remarks,  he 
by  no  means  contemplated  the  suppression 
of  all  religious  orders.     That  would  be  ab« 
solutdy  impossible.     The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire 
(Lord  Morpeth)  had  said,  t^al  he  wished 
to  meet  the  Jesuits  by  argument  and  rea* 
soning — and  he  instanced  the  writings  of 
Pascsl  as  the  kind  of  works  which  he 
would  prefer  to  use  against  them — rather 
than  by  penal  enactments.  But  what  effect 
would  such  works  have  ?  Were  not  Jesuits 
employed  to   write  against   Pascal,  and 
afterwards  were  not  those  works  repudiated 
when  it  served  the  purpose!    The  idea, 
therefore,  of  excluding  Jesuits  and  the 
other  religious  orders  from  this  country 
was,    he   bdieved,    impraoticaUe.      But 
there  was  some  check  eapaUe  of  beiag 
imposed  upon  them;  and  on  tUs  8oh|eoi  he 
woold  prefiBr  nsing»  to  any  words  ef  hia 
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own/  the  emphaiio  language  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Bury,  when  introducing  the  Catholic  Relief 
Bill  in  1829,  who  said  that  "  rows  of  celi- 
haoy,  or  of  any  religious  community,  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  institutions  and  laws 
of  this  country— *«the  spirit  of  which  was 
directly  opposed  to  persons  hinding  them- 
selyes  by  secret  tows  and  oaths/'  [When 
was  it  said?]  It  was  said  in  1829,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
Bill.  He  understood  the  meaning  of  that 
interrogatory.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
having  since  made  a  gyration,  and  left  all 
his  former  opinions  behind,  it  was  thought 
no  longer  permissible  to  refer  to  Hansard ; 
but  these  were  constitutional  principles, 
and  not  measures  of  mere  policy.  It  was 
true  that  even  in  Roman  Catholic  countries 
the  Jesuits  had  been  suppressed.  In 
Spain  a  great  part  of  the  religious  orders 
been  put  down,  and  yet  Spain  was  a  very 
strict  Roman  Catholic  country.  It  was  a 
countnr  where  they  objected  to  the  circula- 
tion of  the  Bible,  and  where  religious  tole- 
ration was  not  permitted.  If,  therefore, 
!n  that  country  it  was  found  necessary  that 
religious  orders  should  be  put  down,  it  did 
not  seem  to  him  inconsistent  that  in  a  Pro- 
testant country  the  Government  should  re- 
tain a  power  over  those  religious  orders. 
There  were  many  societies  now  rising  up 
under  various  names :  there  was  the  order 
of  the  "  Sisters  of  Mercy,"  and  the  •'  Bro- 
thers of  Mercy."  Tracts  were  also  being 
distributed  at  the  private  dwellings  of  the 
people,  advocating  the  Roman  Catholic 
doctrines.  But  with  all  these  things  Go- 
vernment did  not  interfere.  No  prosecu- 
tions were  even  thought  of.  But  although 
this  spirit  of  toleration  might  be  wise  and 
proper  in  the  present  day,  yet  circum- 
stances might  arise  within  a  few  years 
when  it  wbuld  be  desirable  that  there 
should  exist  a  power  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  check  these  monastic 
orders,  especially  if  they  should  be  per- 
verted from  their  legitimate  purpose,  and 
be  changed  into  political  institutions.  Then 
with  respect  to  religious  rites  and  cere- 
monies. It  was  true,  anything  like  public 
religious  processions  could  hardly  be  ex- 
pected to  be  attempted  in  this  country. 
Yet  there  was  no  knowing  how  far  religi- 
ous zeal  might  go.  There  had  been  men 
who  had  already  assumed  somewhat  of  the 
splendour  resembling  the  religious  proces- 
sions in  Catholic  countries.  He,  however, 
believed  that  the  good  sense  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  refrain  from  exhibitions 


which  to  fhem  were  of  a  holy  eharaeter, 
when  there  was  the  risk  of  any  such  exhi« 
bition  being  treated  by  the  general  mass  of 
the  people  with  an  absence  of  that  venera- 
tion with  which  they  themselves  regarded 
it.  The  exhibition  of  the  host,  sacred  as 
it  might  be  regarded  by  Roman  Catholics, 
might,  by  persons  of  bad  taste,  be  treated 
with  insidt.  He  did  not,  therefore,  appre- 
hend that  anything  of  this  description 
would  occur.  Then  with  respect  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  and  archbishops 
assuming  the  titles  of  Protestant  bishops 
and  archbishops,  he  thought  that  to  repeal 
the  law  as  it  now  stood  in  respect  to  this 
point  was  most  injudicious,  for  nothing 
could  be  more  offensive  to  the  Protestant 
hierarchy  than  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
shoidd  take  to  himself,  for  instance,  the 
Protestant  title  of  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, or  that  of  the  Bishop  of  London. 
These  things  had  nothing  to  do  with  li- 
berty of  conscience,  nor  with  the  free  ex- 
ercise of  religious  opinion.  He,  therefore, 
thought  the  clause  in  the  Bill  which  re- 
pealed that  portion  of  the  existing  law 
ought  to  be  struck  out,  because  it  was 
needlessly  offensive.  Admitting  that  some 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  good,  still 
he  objected  to  the  spirit  of  it.  He  per- 
ceived that  at  the  present  day  there  pre- 
vailed, among  a  large  section  of  the  Pro- 
testant community,  and  even  among  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  a  strong 
desire  to  promote  everything  that  was  fa- 
vourable to  the  advancement  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  polity.  Seeing  this,  and  seeing 
also  the  spirit  in  which  this  measure  had 
been  introduced,  and  observing  that  its 
object  was  to  make  an  impression  on  the 
public  mind  more  and  more  favourable  to- 
wards the  Roman  Catholic  religion — ^he  for 
one  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  give  hiii  most 
strenuous  opposition  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Sm  J.  GRAHAM  said:  I  will  detain 
the  House  but  a  very  short  time  in  as- 
signing the  reasons  which  induce  me  to 
give  to  the  proposed  Bill  my  most  decided 
support.  I  differ  entirely  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.     I  sup- 

rtrt  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  because 
am  favourable  to  the  spirit  of  it,  because 
I  believe  that  it  is  conceived  in  the  spirit 
of  toleration.  I  think  the  title  of  the  Bill 
claims  our  support.  The  title  declares  it 
to  be  '*  for  the  repeal  of  Enactments  im* 
posing  pains  and  penalties  on  Her  Majes- 
ty's Roman  Catholic  subjects  in  conse- 
quence of  their  religion."    Now,  if  there 
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be  snch  pains  and  penalties,  I  for  one  am 
anxious  carefnUj  to  inyestigale  onr  Statute- 
book,  and  to  see  whether  they  cannot, 
without  danger  to  the  communitj,  be  re- 
pealed. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Uniyer- 
sit  J  of  Oxford  has  called  the  Act  of  1829 
an  unhappy  Act.  I,  on  the  contrary,  re- 
gard it  as  one  of  the  brightest  pages  in  the 
Statute-book  of  this  country — ^as  having 
been  too  long  delayed,  but  as  a  consilmma- 
tion  in  which  I  am  proud  to  have  taken  a 
humble  part.  And  I  conc^ye  this  Bill  to 
be  in  conformity  with  that  Act.  It  is  quite 
true  that  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
on  the  responsibility  of  Govemment,  a  BiU, 
the  provisions  of  which  are  nearly  identical 
with  this,  has  been  introduced.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  who  moved  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  has  rightly  stated  ihat, 
in  some  respects,  the  measure  I  speak  of 
goes  further  than  that  now  under  discus- 
sion. This  Bill  is  limited  to  the  giving 
relief  to  Roman  Catholics ;  the  BiU  in  the 
other  House,  and  which  I  hope  will  soon 
come  down  here  for  consideration,  does 
much  more,  inasmuch  as  it  proposes  to 
provide  relief  for  all  Dissenters.  I  do  not 
wish  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  in  all  the  topics  which 
he  has  introduced.  He  has  said  that  the 
great  misfortune  of  ihe  religion  of  George 
III.  was,  that  it  was  not  carried  univer- 
sally to  the  full  extent  of  all  our  dominions 
and  dependencies.  Now,  I  entertain  the 
profoundest  respect  and  veneration  for  the 
religion  of  George  III. ;  but  I  must  say 
ihat  the  policy,  wiih  reference  to  his  Ro- 
man Catholic  subjects,  which  George  III. 
pertinaciously  maintained,  was,  in  my 
opinion,  a  most  unhappy  policy.  It  went 
very  nearly  to  deprive  the  British  Crown 
of  some  of  the  most  valuable  portionB 
of  the  British  Empire.  The  rengion  I 
respect,  but  ihe  policy,  speaking  sincerely, 
I  must  condemn.  The  hon.  Member,  while 
resisting  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  has  made 
an  important  admission  in  saying  that  there 
are  in  existence  many  statutes  which  might 
occasion  inconvenience  and,  in  some  cases, 
suffering  to  some  of  the  persons  professing 
the  Roman  Caiholio  religion,  but  ihey  are 
not  acted  on.  Why,  if  there  be  such  sta- 
tutes, I  say  it  is  our  bounden  dutv  at  once 
to  hunt  ih!em  out,  and,  without  delay,  re- 
move the  disgrace.  And  then  what  is  ihe 
state  of  the  law  with  reference  to  school* 
masters  who  are  Roman  CathoUcs  in  this 
country?  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  admits  that  there  is  a 
Statute — a  Statute  now  sought  to  be  re- 
pealed— which  prohibits,  abs^utely,  in  any 


part  of  ihis  eountiy— ihat  is,  in  England, 
and  in  ihis  advanced  and  enlightened  age 
— and  which  renders  illegal,  the  teaching 
of  children  by  a  Roman  Catholic  without  a 
license  from  a  Protestant  bishop.  The 
measure  now  before  the  House  proposes  to 
repeal  that  Statute;  and  yet  ^e  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  ox  Oxford  posi- 
tively objects  to  ihe  second  reading.  I  am 
most  anxious  that  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
should  be  affirmed;  but  I  am  not  prepared, 
on  the  part  of  ihe  Crown,  to  pledge  myself 
by  assenting  to  the  second  reading  to  all 
ihe  provisions  of  the  BilL  On  a  former 
occasion,  last  year,  I  declared  that  in  as- 
senting to  a  second  reading  I  reserved  to 
myself  the  perfect  right  of  discussing  in 
Committee  the  policy  and  the  various 
clauses  of  such  a  BilL  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
said,  some  time  ago,  with  referenoe  to  ihe 
Act  of  Supremacy,  that  ihe  BiU  of  the 
Government  sought  to  repeal  that  Act; 
and  I  believe  that,  with  respect  to  ihis 
point,  the  provisions  of  the  Bui  under  dis- 
cussion are  identical  with  those  in  the  Bill 
introduced  in  the  other  House.  But  my 
hon.  Friend  has  qualified  his  exprestton; 
he  does  not  now  say  that  the  clauses  of 
of  the  Bill  repeal — he  asserts  only  that  they 
modify  ihe  Act  of  Supremacy.  Thai  b  a 
correct  description.  I  for  one  am  not  pre- 
pared to  be  a  party  to  ihe  repeal  of  the 
Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  that  oath  is  not  re- 
pealed by  this  Act.  It  is  not  contemplated 
by  the  BiU  in  the  oiher  House ;  but,  limited 
to  the  extent  to  which  ihat  BiU  goes,  I 
think  the  partial  repeal  of  the  Act  of  Su- 
premacy advisable  and  defensible.  Con- 
sidering the  vast  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
Roman  Catholic  subjects  in  ihe  United 
Kingdom,  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  any 
longer  a  matter  of  penalty  or  of  permis- 
sion by  sufferance  to  affirm  what  they  sin- 
cerely believe — the  Pope's  spiritual  and 
ecclesiastical  authority.  But  that  is  not 
now  a  matter  for  discussion:  it  is  sufficient 
to  say,  that  to  the  limited  repeal  of  the 
Supremacy  Act,  as  sought  in  this  BiU,  I 
do  not  object.  I  again  say  that  so  far  from 
reg^arding  the  great  settiement  made  in  the 
year  1829  as  a  settiement  to  be  regretted, 
I  view  it  as  one  of  the  happiest,  moat  po» 
Utic,  and  wisest  measures  adopted  in  our 
time.  To  that  settiement  I  am  stiU  diapoeed 
to  adhere.  Some  clansesatthe  end  of  thb 
BiU  are  intended  to  repeal  an  important 
portion  of  that  Act ;  but  I  think  it  onwtse 
at  the  present  time  to  dbtnrb  thai  settie> 
ment.  I  certainly  eaanot  asaent  to  tfioea 
particular  clauses ;  but,  with 
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tioiit  I  give  my  most  unbesiiating  and 
cordial  support  to  the  second  readjng  of 
this  BiU. 

Mb..  WYSE  would  for  bis  own  part  hare 
rather  left  the  introduction  of  such  a  mea- 
Bure  as  the  present  to  the  good  sense  and 
sound  policy  of  the  Protestant  members  of 
the  House,  than  that  any  alteration  in  the 
existing  law  should  have  been  proposed  in 
consequence  of  any  unworthy  complaint  on 
the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves. He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
for  the  sake  of  the  honour  and  character 
of  the  Protestant  members  themselves, 
they  should  remove  from  the  Statute-book 
the  remnant  of  that  disgraceful  code  which 
had  already  been  condemned  by  the  gene- 
ral opinion  of  Europe.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Ingiis), 
patting  his  conscience  and  his  opinions  out 
of  view,  whether,  having  surrendered  so 
much  of  toleration  to  the  irresistible  de- 
mands of  justice,  it  was  worth  while  to 
retain  these  miserable  old  fetters  hanging 
upon  our  arms,  serving  only  to  remind  us 
ot  the  wrongs  of  the  past,  and  doing  no 
goodr  but  rather  preventing  the  cordial  co- 
operation of  all  cUsses  to  advance  the  ge- 
neral improvement  of  the  age.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  somewhat  mistaken  the  stage 
of  the  debate.  The  House  was  not  now 
in  Committee  on  the  Bill.  It  was  not  a 
question  as  to  this  or  that  clause  that  they 
were  now  discussing.  The  real  matter 
under  discussion  was  a  question  of  public 
policy  ;  namely,  whether  it  were  wise  that 
any  barrier  should  exist  between  one  por- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  and  another, 
and  thereby  preventing  a  union  of  interests 
and  of  feeling  arising  out  of  the  common 
rights  and  common  enjoyments  of  the 
whole  conununity.  If  one  single  griev- 
ance enumerated  in  this  Bill  existed,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Ingtis) 
was  bound  by  his  own  admission  to  remove 
it ;  at  all  events,  not  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  this  measure.  For  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  that  there  were  se- 
veral cases  of  practical  suffering  on  the 
part  of  the  Roman  Catholics ;  and  he  men- 
tioned, as  an  instance,  the  case  of  Roman 
Catholic  schoolmasters.  But  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet paused  in  his  admission,  and  called 
upon  the  Roman  Catholic  Members  in  that 
House  to  point  out  instances  of  injustice 
having  actually  occurred.  But  he  would 
submit  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that  the  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  any  grievance  had 
really  oeeurred,  but  whether  any  such 
gcievaoce  might  occur.    In  fsct,  the  ques* 


tion  limited  itself  to  this :  if  these  enact- 
ments were  of  no  use,  why  retain,  them  ? 
If  they  were  of  use,  and  could  be  applied, 
then  were  thev  not  grievances  which  ought 
to  be  removed;  From  this  dilemma  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Ingiis)  could  not  escape. 
But  the  Roman  Catholics  had  at  length 
the  authority  of  the  Representative  of  the 
University  of  Oxford  tor  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding which,  during  the  debates  on  the 
Cath(^e  Relief  Bill,  in  1829,  was  made  a 
matter  of  frequent  and  grave  charge 
against  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves  : 
for  the  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  al- 
though  he  wished  to  retain  these  penal 
laws  on  the  Statute-book,  yet  it  was  quite 
practicable  for  the  Catholics  to  evade  them. 
Thus  the  hon.  Baronet  was  inculcating  the 
very  doctrine  which  was  imputed  to  the 
Catholics  as  a  matter  of  charge.  It  was 
said,  during  the  debates  he  (Mr.  Wyse) 
had  referred  to,  that,  make  what  laws  the 
Legislature  might,  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Catholics  would  be  able  to  evade  them 
under  the  guidance  of  their  religious  in- 
structors; and  that  it  was  impossible  to  bind 
the  consciences  of  Roman  Catholics  by  en- 
actments of  a  Protestant  Parliament.  But 
now  the  hon.  Baronet  held  it  to  be  vrise  to 
retain  on  the  Statute-book  enactments  use- 
less in  themselves,  because  it  was  a  very 
easy  matter  to  evade  them.  This  showed 
that  in  the  estimation  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  majesty  of  the  law  was  a  mere  shadow 
and  a  delusion.  Looking  through  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  it  occurred  to  him  that 
they  might  be  very  properly  extended.  He 
did  not  wish  to  confine  the  measure  to 
Roman  Catholics  alone.  His  sincere  de- 
sire was  to  extend  it  to  every  class  and 
sect  of  Christians.  The  hon.  Baronet 
seemed  to  entertain  a  peculiar  vener- 
'ation  for  Queen  Elizabeth,  whose  reign  he 
had  characterized  in  the  highest  terms  of 
praise.  He  (Mr.  Wyse)  would  not  deny 
that  from  her  reign  and  from  her  states- 
men many  advantages  had  been  derived  to 
this  country;  but  fie  could  not  be  blind  to 
the  defects  of  her  policy,  or  to  the  great 
errors  of  her  statesmen.  From  their  policy 
germinated  in  succeeding  reigns  that  sys- 
tem of  legislation  which  in  its  consumma- 
tion produced  what  is  called  "  the  perfec- 
tion of  cruelty  and  impolicy — ^the  penal 
code  against  the  Roman  Catholics  of  these 
realms."  To  show  what  absurd  enact- 
ments passed  in  that  reign,  the  Act  of 
Uniformity  required  that  the  celebration  of 
divine  service  should  be  in  the  Latin 
tongue;  although  the  book  of  Common 
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Prayer  was  at  that  Tery  time  printed  in 
BngUflh.  Thb  was  in  1659.  He  (Mr. 
Wyse)  presumed  that  tuch  was  the  Tener- 
ation  of  the  hon.  Baronet  for  everything 
done  hy  Queen  Elisaheth  and  her  states- 
men, ^at  he  would  wish  to  retain  this  en- 
actment, and  require  that  eyery  Protestant 
clergyman  should  perform  divine  service  in 
the  Latin  language.  The  fact  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  Statute«hook  was  filled 
with  the  most  bigoted  and  persecuting  en- 
actments against  the  Roman  Catholics; 
and  the  statesmen  of  the  present  day  ought 
to  rejoice  at  opportunities  being  given  to 
them  from  time  to  time  to  remove  what  must 
be  considered  by  aU  enlightened  Christians 
bigotry  and  religious  prejudice  in  the  very 
worst  sense  of  the  words.  With  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rutlandshire  (Mr.  Finch),  he  would 
beg  to  remark  that  it  was  desirable  the 
hon.  Member  should  be  more  adequately 
informed  upon  the  subject  before  he  ven- 
tured to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  respect 
to  the  power  of  the  Pope.  There  was  no 
such  thing  in  the  present  day  as  the  exercise 
of  temporal  power  by  the  Pope,  except  in  the 
States  of  Italy,  of  which  he  was  the  ac- 
knowledged temporal  Sovereign.  There 
did  exist  in  the  middle  ages  a  temporal 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Pope  beyond  his 
own  dominions;  and  those  who  read  with 
a  proper  feeling  the  history  of  the  middle 
ages — ^not  confining  their  views  to  the 
reigns  of  an  Elisabeth  or  of  a  William, 
but  looking  at  the  circumstances  existing 
in  Europe  in  those  ages  —  would  find 
that  even  that  temporal  power  assumed  by 
the  Pope  had  its  advantages,  and  that  it 
was  the  source  whence  great  general  good 
to  the  European  States  fiowed.  But  it  was 
far  from  his  wish  to  deny  the  principle  of 
confining  the  temporal  power  of  the  Pope 
to  his  own  territorial  dominions.  On  the 
contrary,  he  joined  in  deprecating  the  ex- 
tension of  that  power  beyond  ike  Papal 
States.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  monastic 
orders  some  observations  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Finch),  which 
somewhat  surprised  him.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  suggested  as  a  means  for  sup- 
pressing the  onler  of  Jesuits,  and  of  re- 
stricting other  religious  orders  in  this  coun- 
try that  a  sort  of  commission  —  a  commis- 
sion of  lunacy  possibly  —  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  any  disorders  that 
might  take  place  in  those  oommnnities, 
and  that  these  commissioners  should  have 
the  power  of  emancipating  Miy  young  fe> 


nudes  from,  the  hardships  and  oiyreBsiena 
under  which  they  might  be  be  placed  in 
those  societies.  But  did  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  that  all  those  institutions 
afibrded  abundant  opportunities  to  eveir 
person  who  entered  them  to  consider  wol 
what  they  were  about  to  do  ?  If  the  oh- 
jection  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  the 
age  of  the  individuals  who  entered  thoee 
rdigious  societies,  whj^d  he  not  propose 
to  appoint  a  commission  to  inquire  mto  the 
ages  of  penons  who  entered  into  the  mar- 
riage contract — which  was  a  bond  as 
strong  and  irreversible  as  any  vow  con* 
nected  vrith  these  religious  orden  ?  He  did 
not  think  there  was  any  power,  or  any 
statesman,  who  could  devise  a  means  bj 
which  to  prevent  the  extension  of  these 
religious  orders.  The  whole  matter  must 
be  left  to  the  good  sense,  observation,  and 
feeling  of  the  country.  Any  enactment  of 
Parliament  to  impede  these  things  must  be 
futile  in  its  operation.  With  reference  to 
the  assumption  of  titles  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  bishops,  he  might  just  observe 
that,  in  England,  no  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  took  his  title  from  any  place  within 
the  kingdom;  nor  did  he  believe,  that, 
were  the  statute  prohibiting  the  assump- 
tion of  such  titles  to  be  repealed  to-mom>w, 
would  his  holiness  the  Pope,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  discretion,  pennit  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishops  to  take  such  titles.  They 
had  not  done  so  since  the  period  of  the 
Refbnnation.  There  was  a  provision  in 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  of  1829,  forbid- 
ding Roman  Catholic  bishops  assuming  the 
titles  of  any  Protestant  bishop.  When 
the  Charitable  Bequests  Bill  was  under 
discussion,  he  contended  for  the  policy  ef 
recognising  the  character  and  dignity  of 
the  archbishops  and  bishops  of  the  Rmnan 
Catholic  Church  of  Ireland;  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  after  con« 
sideration,  acceded  to  the  wishes  expressed 
by  hon.  Members  on  this  (the  Oppoaitioo) 
side  of  the  House.  The  alteration  had 
since  taken  place ;  and  among  the  docu- 
ments which  nad  been  laid  on  we  TaUe  he 
found  the  most  Rev.  Dr.  Murray  entitled 
his  Grace,  and  the  Rev.  Dr.  Cndy  was 
designated  as  Lord  Bishop.  There  had 
been  no  assumption  of  any  title  by  a  Catho* 
lie  archbishop  which  was  borne  by  a  Pro* 
testant  archbishop.  There  was  a  Catholic 
archbishop  of  Tuam,  but  there  was  no 
Protestant  archbisbop  of  that  title  existing. 
But  it  was  not  a  question  of  titles  that  the 
House  had  to  discuss.  It  was  whether  the 
miserable  dregs  of  a  cruel  and»  he  had 
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hi^ed,  an  oteolete  code,  should  be  kept  up 
in  order  to  fester  in  the  minds  of  a  large 
pcfftion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.     The 
question  was,  whether  this  remnant  of  in- 
tolerance was  necessary  to  uphold  a  great 
Protestant    Establbhment  ?      Really    he 
should  blush,  were  he  a  Member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  at  haying  it  supposed 
that  that   Church  did  not  depend  for  its 
maintenance  upon  the  purity  of  its  doctrines 
and  the  soundness  of  its  faith,  but  upon 
those  barbarous  enactments  which  it  was 
the  object  of  this  Bill  to  put  an  end  to. 
He  had  confidence  that  the  good  sense  of 
the  House  would  second  the  feeling  which 
bad  been  expressed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment  on  this  subject,  and  that  the  Bill 
now  before  them  would  meet  with  an  al- 
most unanimous  reception.     He  could  wish 
that  erery  remnant  of  religious  intolerance 
should  be  abrogated.  He  did  not  claim  any 
special  provision   for    Roman    Catholics, 
though  it  had  been  their  lot  to  be  marked 
out  for  every  sort  of  penalty  and  disgrace. 
Mn.  COLQUHOUN  was  anxious  to  ex- 
plain  the  grounds  upon  which  he  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  objection  to  those 
parts  of  the  measure  which  repealed  en- 
actments that  were  characterised  by  bigo- 
try, or  that  partook  of  the  spirit  of  perse- 
cution.    He  did  not  agree  with  his  hon. 
Friend  that  those  enactments  should  re- 
main on  the  Statute-book,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  evaded;  which  imposed  pen- 
alties that  were  not  practically  enforced, 
because  they  were  both  unjust  and  impoli- 
tic.    But  he  entertained  some  very  strong 
objections  to  the  Bill ;  nor  did  he  think, 
because  it  might  contain  some  wise  provi- 
sions, that  that  was  a  sufELcient  reason, 
while  entertaining  those  objections,  that 
he  should  support  its  second  reading.     He 
thought  the  paramount  part  of  the  Bill — 
its  purport  and  its  design— was  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  and  to 
that  wise  policy  which  ought  to  prevail, 
more  especially  at  this  time,  in  the  legisla- 
tive councils  of  the  country.     He  would 
not  go  back  to  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth, distinguished  as  it  was.     That  reign 
could  require  no  defence,  for  any  man  who 
valued  his  rights,  and  was  a  lover  of  li- 
berty— ^any  man  who  knew  and  read  Spen- 
cer, or  Shakspeare — any  man  who  had  stu- 
died Bacon,  or  the  works  of  Coke,  must 
feel  that  the  reign  of  Elizabeth  stood  not 
in  need  of  any  defence.    But  his  objection 
to  (hit  measure  rested  upon  what  he  consi- 


dered  to  be  the  paramount  part  of  it>— 
namely,  that  it  modified  the  Act  of  Bupre- 
macy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Home  Department,  asked 
whether  it  was  wise  or  just  to  prevent  per- 
sons from  affirming  that  which  they  in 
their  consciences  believed — ^namely,  that 
the  Pope  of  Rome  did  hold  spiritual  juris- 
diction in  this  country  ?  But  there  was  a 
more  serious  question  than  that  involved 
in  the  present  measure.  For  he  found  on 
the  very  face  of  the  Bill  a  repeal  of  the 
Act  of  Supremacy,  which  contained  these 
words: — 

**  It  is  enacted,  that  if  any  person  or  persons 
dwelling  or  inhabiting  within  this  your  realm,  or 
in  any  other  your  Highness's  realms  or  dominions, 
of  what  estate,  dignity,  or  degree  soeyer  he  or 
they  be,  after  the  end  of  thirty  days  next  after  the 
determination  of  this  Session  of  this  present  Par- 
liament, shall,  by  writing,  printing,  teaching, 
preaehing,  express  words,  deed,  or  act,  advisedly, 
malioiously,  and  directly  afilrm,  hold,  stand  with, 
set  forth,  maintain,  or  defend,  the  authority,  pre* 
eminence,  power  or  jurisdiction,  spiritual  or  ec- 
clesiastical, of  any  foreign  prince,  prelate,  person, 
state  or  potentate  whatsoever,  heretofore  claimed, 
used,  or  usurped  within  this  realm,  or  any  domin- 
ion or  country  being  within  or  under  the  power, 
dominion,  or  allegiance  of  your  Highness,  or  shall 
advisedly,  maliciously,  and  directly  put  in  use  or 
execute  anything  for  the  extolling,  advancement, 
setting  forth,  maintenance,  or  defence  of  any  such 
pretended  or  usurped  juriidietion,  power,  pra- 
eminence,  and  authority,  or  any  part  thereof,  that 
then  every  such  person,*'  ^. 

What  he  conceived  to  be  the  matiifest  spi- 
rit of  that  law  was  this — ^that  it  was  tiie 
principle  of  the  Constitution  that  there 
should  be  in  this  country  one  sole  consti" 
tuted  authority.  That  constituted  autho- 
rity rested  in  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment and  in  the  Grown.  But  it  required 
also  that  the  Parliament  should  not,  and 
must  not,  set  forth  by  any  act  of  its  own 
any  thing  that  should  tend  to  subvert,  un- 
dermine, or  weaken  that  great  authority 
which  existed  in  the  Crown  and  Parliament 
of  this  country.  But  he  found  that  it  was 
the  avowed  opinion  of  most  respectable 
parties,  that  the  power  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  the  ecdeeiastical  power,  should  rule 
supreme  over  all  ecclesiastical  matters. 
They  conceived  that  it  was  a  doctrine  as- 
serted by  their  ablest  writers,  and  it  was 
with  them  every  day's  practice.  Would 
the  House  assent  to  the  proposition  that  a 
vote  at  an  election  was  an  ecclesiastical 
matter?  Would  hon.  Gentlemen  tell  him 
that  when  he  gave  his  vote  at  an  election, 
he  was  not  exercising  a  political  act,  for 
which  he  ought  to  be  responsible  to  the 
State,  by  who»e  authority  he  exerased 
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that  TOte,  but  that  his  responsibility  was 
to  the  Church  of  Rome?     Such  was  the 
doctriue  of  that  church ;  not  in  letter,  but 
in  act.     It  told  him  that  he  was  not  to 
exercise  that  act  unless  he  did  it  at  the 
behest  of  the  Church  of  Rome.     ["No, 
no!"]    He  begged  hon.  Gentlemen  not 
Terbauj  to  contradict  but  to  disprove  his 
statement.      There  was   ample   evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport,  to  prove 
that  because  an  oath  was  taken  at  an  elec- 
tion, that  was  considered  by  the  Church  of 
Rome  a  religious  matter,  and  was  there- 
fore within  the  cognizance  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical authorities  of  that  Church.     [Mr. 
O'Connell:  The  authorities  of  the  Church 
of  Rmne  don't  say  it.]     He  looked  not 
to  words  but  to  facts.     He  was  dealing 
with  the  question  as  a  politician,  and  was 
looking  to  the  political  safety  of  the  coun- 
try.    He  had  nothing  to  do  with  words  of 
denial,  but  with  acts.     He  asked  not  what 
a  man  denied  or  afl&rmed,  but  what  he  did. 
It  was  his  duty  not  to  wage  a  war  against 
the  professions  of  men,  but  against  the 
things  which  they  constantly  practised — 
practices  which  he  deemed  too  formidable 
and    dangerous    to    be    passed   by,   and 
which  he  was  prepared  to  meet  and  put 
down  by  all  the  authority  of  Parliament. 
He  did  not  ask  what  the  books  said,  or 
what  the  Roman  code  said.     He  would 
say,  as  M.  Thiers  said  in  the  Legislature 
of  France  last  year — ^when  he  declared  that 
he  did  not  look  to  professed  omnions,  but 
to  the  practices  of  the  day.     He  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Mor- 
peth) would  allow  him  (Mr.  Colquhoun)  to 
quote  the  authority  of  M.  Thiers,  because 
he  was  allowed  to  be  the  most  liberal  and 
able  statesman  of  France.    [Mr.  0 'Con- 
hell  :  No !  ]  Yes !  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
man  did  not  like  that  sort  of  liberalism. 
He  did  not  like  the  liberalism  which  went 
to  guard  the  righis  and  liberties  of  the 
subject  against  ecclesiastical  power.     But 
so  long  as  he  (Mr.  Colquhoun)  should  pos- 
sess a  seat  in  that  House,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  grapple   with  the   graspbg 
power  of  ecclesiastical  domination.      He 
should  always  contend  for   the  rights  of 
conscience,  free  judgment,  and  for  those 
great  Protestant  rights  which  were  assert- 
ed at  the  Reformatioa,  and  which,  it  was 
his  belief,  the  ecclesiastical  authorities  of 
Rome  now  sought  to  overthrow.     Looking 
practically  at  wis  matter,  as  well  as  poHti- 
oally,  M.  Thiers  had  said  that  he  had  found 
a  body  of  Jeiuits  in  bis  country*  and  others* 


who  were  fond  of  advocating  the  doctrine 
that  ecclesiastical  power  ought  to  be  su- 
preme over  the  civil  power,  and  that  the 
civil  power  ought  to  take  its  commands 
from  the  ecclesiastical;  and  that  eminent 
statesman  called  upon  the  Minister  during 
the  last  year  to  take  steps  to  confront  those 
projects,  and  to  remove  the  parties  from 
the  soil  of  France.  Perhaps  he  might  not 
agree  with  the  policy  of  M.  Thiers,  it  not 
being,  in  his  judgment,  the  most  likely 
means  of  effecting  his  object,  because, 
though  the  Jesuits  might  be  removed  in 
name,  yet  he  very  much  doubted  whether 
they  would  be  removed  in  fsct.  That  was 
not  the  recommendation  wluch  he  would 
venture  to  offer  to  the  House,  nor  was  it 
the  course  upon  which  he  thought  thmr  po- 
licy should  be  based;  but  he  did  say  that  for 
men  to  assert  the  doctrine  that  the  eccle- 
siastical power  should  overrule  the  civil 
power  was  so  dangerous  that  it  ought  to  be 
confronted  by  that  House,  He  had  no  wish 
to  maintain  the  religious  opinions  of  a  great 
establishment,  such  as  existed  in  this  coun- 
try, by  any  intolerant  law.  He  entirely 
disclaimed  such  law,  as  being  subversive  ct 
that  Protestant  principle  on  which  the 
Church  rested.  He  must  repudiate  it  when 
it  was  asserted.  It  was  not  the  dootrine 
of  the  Church  of  England,  which  was  a 
Church  of  the  highest  possible  tolerance — 
a  Church  which  maintained  Protestant 
principles  within  its  admirable  discipline — 
a  Church  which,  while  it  recognised  the 
order  of  an  establishment,  equally  recog- 
nised the  freedom  of  human  conscience  and 
of  human  judgment.  But  he  found  that  it 
was  admitted  on  all  udes  that  they  were 
advancing  to  a  period — a  very  important 
and  criti^  period  in  the  history  of  Burope 
— a  period  in  which  ihey  were  engaged  in 
a  great  struggle  between  eedesiastieal 
au&ority  and  civil  power.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rutlandshire  had  alluded 
to  that  struffgle  as  existing  within  our  own 
Church.  He  would  not  deny  that  it  was 
a  danger  of  a  very  serious  dbaraeter,  and 
when  it  should  become  so  serious  *'  politi- 
cally" as  to  require  the  interpoeition  of  ikm 
Legislature,  he,  for  one,  should  not  shrink 
at  the  proper  time  and  in  a  proper  maimer 
to  encounter  that  danger.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  adverted  to  the  constmetioii 
ut  upon  the  oath  of  supremacy  prescribed 
J  the  Bill  of  1829,  by  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic bishops;  and  he  stated  that  both  the  ce* 
clesiastics  of  that  Church  anda  lai^body 
of  respectable  Roman  Catholic  laymen  en* 
tertained  insuperable  objections  to  the  tak* 
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ing  of  thai  oath.  It  was  upon  this  that  he 
founded  his  opposition  to  the  present  mea- 
sure, knowing  there  was  a  party  in  the 
Church  of  Rome  who  held  that  the  autho- 
rity of  that  Ohuroh  was  so  supreme,  that 
they  could  not  take  an  oath  of  civil  alle- 
giance to  the  Soyereign  of  tliis  country. 
He  would  not  assist  in  giving  countenance 
to  any  such  doctrine.  It  was  a  principle 
fstal  to  ihe  constitutional  liherties  of  Eng- 
land— ^liberties  settled  and  confirmed  at  a 
period  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wa- 
terford  looked  back  with  disdain,  but 
which  he  regarded  as  establishing  the  con- 
stitutional principles  of  this  country,  and  to 
which  he  looked  with  pride. 

Mb.  O'CONNELL  said,  he  could  not 
help  feeling  some  surprise  when  he  heard 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  defend  the  oath 
of  supremacy,  although  the  oath  had  prac- 
tically been  repealed  as  regarded  all  persons 
who  wished  to  avail  themselves  of  that  pro- 
vision which,  concerning  that  oath,  nad 
given  relief  to  the  Catholics.  He  likewise 
felt  considerable  surprise  when  he  heard 
the  hon.  Member  who  last  addressed  the 
House,  saying  that  he  had  resolved  to  op- 
pose the  present  Bill.  The  general  im- 
pression certainly  was,  that  such  opposition 
could  hardly  be  considered  consistent  with 
the  language  held  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  former  occasions.  Perhaps  the  reports 
•f  his  speeches  were  not  correct;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  a 
supporter  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland. 
As  the  hon.  Member  did  not  contradict 
that  statement,  he  concluded  that  there 
was  no  mistake  in  the  matter.  Now,  it 
was  well  known  that  the  Free  Church  as- 
serted ecclesiastical  supremacy  in  all  mat- 
ters ecclesiastical;  and  he  could  not  avoid 
noticing  the  fact  that  a  Gentleman  who 
supported  that  principle  should,  neverthe- 
less, he  found  voting  against  die  present 
measure. 

Mr.  COLQUHOUN  rose  amidst  cries 
of  "  Order.*'  He  said,  he  thought  that  he 
had  some  right  to  complain;  while  he  sat 
silent  an  erroneous  construction  was  put 
upon  his  silence,  and  when  he  attempted 
to  speak  he  was  assailed  with  a  cry  of 
«'  Order."  He  felt  that  he  should  be  out 
of  wder  if  he  interrupted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork;  but  now  that  his 
silence  was  misconstrued,  he  begged  to  dis- 
olMm  such  sentiments  as  had  been  imputed 
to  him.  He  had  no  connection  with  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  O'CONNELL  resumed:  He  ex- 
pected  that  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
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risen  to  correct  the  statement  he  lutd  made 
if  it  were  erroneous.  He  wished  to  be  cor- 
rected; and  now,  finding  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  be  charged  with  in-* 
consistency,  he  should  take  the  liberty  of 
saying  that  if  he  had  supported  die  Free 
Church  of  Scotland,  he  should  in  doing  so 
have  been  co-operating  with  some  of  the 
most  eminent  of  his  countrymen.  The 
Free  Church  of  Scotland  was  supported  by 
a  large  proportion  of  the  most  distinguished 
men  in  Scotland,  and  by  a  great  number  of 
the  clergy.  It  was  a  fact  indisputable, 
that  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land had  declared  in  favour  of  ecclesiastical 
supremacy.  The  Act  which  asserted  civil 
supremacy  in  matters  ecclesiastical,  never 
had  been  introduced  into  Scotland;  and,  as 
far  as  he  could  judge,  not  only  did  the 
Free  Church,  but  abo  did  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland  resbt  the  interference 
of  the  civil  power  in  ecclesiastical  affiiirs. 
In  one-third,  therefore,  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions,  all  parties  rejected  that  consti- 
tutional principle  for  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman so  strenuously  contended.  His 
(Mr.  O'Connell's)  opinion  on  the  subject 
was  this,  that  in  ecclesiastical  matters  the 
ecclesiastical  authorities  were  supreme,  that 
the  civil  power  should  enjoy  perfect  supre- 
macy in  civil  affairs.  In  a  word,  he  sup- 
ported a  complete  severance  of  the  Chureh 
from  the  State.  In  thus  shortly  stating 
his  views  of  a  subject  respecting  which  he 
could  not  remain  wholly  silent,  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  following  other  speakers  through 
the  contradictory  evidence  that  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House;  yet 
this  at  least  he  would  say,  that  two-thirds 
of  the  observations  which  the  House  had 
heard  might  veiy  well  have  been  listened 
to  in  Committee,  but  they  appeared  to  him 
to  contain  no  reason  whatever  ag^nst  going 
into  Committee.  There  remained,  then, 
another  topic  upon  which  he  might  address 
them,  and  that  was  public  processions.  He 
should  certainly  oppose  any  Act  that  au- 
thorized any  processions,  especially  of  the 
host,  through  the  public  streets.  For  his 
part,  he  condemned  any  public  procession 
of  the  host.  Those  who  thought  as  he  did 
could  not  fail  to  regard  the  adorable  sacra- 
ment with  sentiments  which  rendered  it 
impossible  for  them  to  be  willing  that  it 
should  be  exposed  to  the  ribaldry  or  cause 
the  riots  which  might  arise  from  the  con- 
duct or  the  language  of  those  who  differed 
from  Caiholics  on  religious  subjects.  It 
was  well  known  that  in  Malta  processions 
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of  the  kind  to  which  he  referred  had  tftken 
phMse;  it  was  veil  known  that  a  captain  of 
artillerj  refused  to  give  orders  for  firing  in 
the  manner  that  was  expected  and  wished 
for  upon  such  occasions.  That  officer 
conscientiously  refused  to  do  so.  The  re- 
sult was,  that  he  lost  his  commission,  and 
in  a  professional  point  of  view  was  ndned. 
Whenever  the  case  of  that  officer  was 
brou^t  before  the  House  of  Commons  he 
(Mr.  0*Connell)  always  voted  in  his  favour; 
and  he  should  continue  to  do  so  in  the  case 
of  any  other  officer  similarly  circumstanced. 
The  next  subject  upon  which  he  had  to  say 
a  few  words  was  that  of  schools,  but  even 
into  that  subject  he  should  not  enter  at  any 
length.  As  the  law  at  present  stood,  the 
bishop  might  refuse  to  license  a  school  in 
any  diocese  of  England;  but  in  Ireland  that 
restriction  had  many  years  ago  been  re- 
moved, at  least  so  far  as  Catholics  were 
concerned.  He  recollected  that  one  of 
the  first  professional  engagements  which 
he  had  held  was  against  the  Bishop  of 
Cork,  for  proceeding  against  a  Catholic 
schoolmaster  for  not  having  a  license.  The 
law  in  Ireland  should  be  the  same  as  the 
law  of  England  on  the  subject.  As  to  the 
ecclesiastical  courts,  the  practice  of  ex- 
cluding Catholic  proctors  was  a  great  grie- 
vance in  Ireland  as  well  as  here.  In 
Ireland  a  Catholic  barrister  might  practise 
in  their  courts.  The  anomaly  then  existed 
that  a  Catholic  barrister  might  practise  in 
their  courts,  but  a  Catholic  proctor  could 
not.  He  could  not  sit  down  without  saying 
a  few  words  respecting  the  ecclesiasticiJ 
orders*  With  respect  to  nuns,  there  was 
no  law  against  them*  The  superior  of  a 
reli^ous  establishment  could  not  keep  a 
lady  in  it  if  she  chose  to  leave.  There  was 
no  power  to  detain  her  twenty-four  hours. 
There  was  no  instance  of  any  one  thus  leav- 
ing a  religions  establishment;  but  there  was 
no  compukion  in  them.  The  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  have  an  impression  on  his  mind 
unfavourable  to  the  Jesuits.  This  was  be- 
cause he  had  not  had  the  opportunity  or 
inducement  to  consult  or  consider  the  his- 
tory of  that  most  illustrious  order.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  had  well  considered  it; 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  there  never  ex- 
isted a  body  of  men  who  were  greater 
benefactors  to  science  and  literature  as 
well  as  to  religion.  That  order  had  ex- 
perienced more  injurious  treatment  from 
Catholics  than  Protestants.  He  believed 
that  thmr  virtues  were  made  crimes ;  and 
that  the  strict  discipline  which  they  en- 
forced  operftted  agiimt  them     "         M 


challenge  any  man  to  give  him  time  and 
date,  and  state  any  circumstance  disgrace- 
ful to  the  character  of  the  Jesuits,  which  he 
was  not  able  to  refute.  No  man  could  be 
admitted  a  Jesuit  until  after  twelve  years 
of  religious  exercise  and  study,  and  devot- 
ing five  years  to  the  instruction  of  youth. 
Then  at  the  expiration  he  might  or  might 
not  be  admitted  into  the  order.  It  could 
not  be  disputed  that  many  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished men  of  science  and  literature 
belonged  to  this  order,  notwithstanding  all 
that  had  been  said  against  them.  The 
authority  of  Pascal,  although  an  elegant 
writer,  was  not  of  any  great  wdght  on  this 
subject.  This  would  be  apparent  to  any 
one  who  would  look  into  the  facts  of  the 
case.  His  book  turned  merely  on  a  crotchet. 
There  was  another  person,  however,  who 
had  recently  made  some  atrocious  attacks 
upon  them,  Michelet  was  not  an  author  to 
be  quoted  as  an  authority  either  here  or 
elsewhere.  He  was  a  writer  of  romances 
of  the  most  atrocious  nature  ^painst  the 
Jesuits.  How  he  succeeded  in  France  was 
by  drawing  on  his  imagination  instead  of 
upon  authorities.  There  was  not  one  asser- 
tion of  crime  which  he  had  allied  on  the 
part  of  the  Jesuits,  which  was  not  without 
foundation.  The  Jesuits  were  subject  to 
the  civil  law,  like  other  men ;  and  li  they 
were  guilty  of  crimes,  they  could  be 
punished.  The  truth  was,  that  they  had 
drawn  persecution  upon  themselves  in  con- 
sequence of  the  purity  of  their  lives.  From 
what  countries  had  they  first  been  expeUed 
and  had  suffered  persecution!  They  had 
first  been  expelled  from  PortugaL  He  was 
sure  no  one  would  say  that  that  was  a  most 
pure  and  enlightened  country.  They  had 
then  been  expelled  from  Spain.  He  was 
sure  no  one  would  rise  and  say  that  that 
was  a  pure  and  enlightened  country.  But, 
thank  Qod !  they  had  revived  again,  and 
had  diffused  themselves  over  the  hee  <ji 
the  earth.  They  had  sent,  within  a  very 
short  time,  not  less  than  fifty  misuonaries 
to  Corea,  Cochin-China,  and  Siam,  and 
other  places;  and  he  had  no  doubt  but 
that  they  would  double  the  nmnber  next 
year.  This  was  the  first  time  that  he  had 
said  anything  in  that  House  in  favour  of 
the  Jesuits ;  but  he  had  done  so  now  be- 
cause he  regarded  them  as  the  greatest 
bene£sctors  of  science  and  literature. 

Mb.  PAKIN6T0N  said,  he  could  not 
refuse  his  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  B"  ^aled  the  bkssinr 

reliffic  ^iberty  of  consd 
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perfectly  consistent  with  those  fedings, 
and  with  a  sincere  attachment  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church,  of  which  he  was  a  memher, 
to  rote  for  the  principle  of  this  Bill ;  which 
was  the  removid  from  the  Statute-hook  of 
enactments  which  had  not  only  hecome 
perfectly  extinct,  hut  which  had  heen  long 
ahandoned.  He  thought,  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Mover  of  the  second  reading, 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  those  Acts 
ought  to  he  no  longer  continued ;  and  that 
the  Estahlished  Church  of  this  country 
ought  to  rest  on  the  affections  and  religious 
faith  of  the  people.  Still,  he  did  not  sup- 
pose that  there  was  no  security  whatever 
m  legal  enactments ;  and  while  supporting 
the  spirit  of  the  Bill,  he  was  not  inclined 
to  go  to  the  extent  of  its  details.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  ahandon  the  safeguards 
imposed  hy  the  Emancipation  Act  of  1829. 
He  had  always  heen  disposed  to  make  con- 
cessions which  were  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution.  He  should  have  voted  for 
the  Emancipation  Act  in  1829  ;  last  year 
he  voted  for  the  Maynooth  measure  ;  and 
he  was  prepared  to  carry  those  concessions 
further,  as  far  as  could  he  done  without 
injury  to  the  Protestant  Constitution.  But 
he  was  not  prepared  to  do  this  in  favour  of 
the  Roman  Catholics,  to  the  exclusion  of 
other  denominations  of  Christians,  hoth  at 
home  and  in  the  Colonies.  He  thought  a 
BiU  of  this  kind  was  hotter  in  the  hands  of 
Oovemment  than  of  a  private  Memher :  he 
understood  a  similar  BiU  was  hefore  the 
other  House,  introduced  hy  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  he  was  rather  disposed  to  wait 
till  that  BiU  was  hefore  the  House.  While 
agreeing  in  the  principle  of  this  BiU,  he 
did  not  go  to  the  fuU  extent  of  its  provi- 
sions ;  and  he  should  join  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, in  Committee,  in  very  much  reducing 
its  extent. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNELL  merely  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  saying,  that  he  had  had  the 
happiness  of  spending  several  years  in  the 
early  part  of  his  life  in  the  company  of  Je- 
suits, as  he  had  been  educated  in  the  Jesuit 
CoUege  at  Clongowes,  and  he  had  never 
heard  a  word  or  sentiment  from  them  that 
was  unworthy  of  a  Christian,  an  enUghten- 
ed  gentleman,  and  a  loyal  subject. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that,  in  order 
to  form  a  correct  estimate  of  the  principles 
of  the  Jesuits,  the  House  ought  to  know 
something  of  their  specific  acts,  and  of 
their  members,  and  where  they  existed. 
He  could  not  agree  in  the  eulogy  which 
some  hon.  Members  had  passed  on  the 
Jejsuits :  that  some  credit  might  be  due 


to  them  he  would  not  deny;  but  he  could 
not  admit  anything  like  what  had  been 
attributed  to  ihem.  They  had  been  ex- 
peUed  from  most  of  the  countries  of  Europe; 
and  he  was  surprised  at  hearing  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  denominate  Spain  and  Por- 
tugal, whence  the  Jesuits  had  been  ex- 
pelled, ignorant  countries,  which  had  been 
the  very  focus  of  the  faith  they  professed. 
He  could  only  say,  that  whenever  the 
Roman  CathoUe  region  was  advocated  at 
being  every  thing  tiutt  was  generous  and 
estimable,  he  was  surprised  that  he  had 
not  heard  those  countries  quoted  as  evi- 
dence of  its  merits.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  congratulated  the  House  on  the 
increase  of  the  order  of  Jesuits ;  but, 
looking  at  the  amount  of  social  happiness 
and  welfare  prevailing  in  that  part  of 
this  Empire,  Ireland,  where  their  infln^ 
ence  was  most  powerful,  he  did  not  con- 
sider it  at  aU  a  recommendation  of  their 
principles.  Their  very  existence  involved 
a  principle  of  secrecy,  which  was  contrary 
to  aU  the  principles  of  our  Constitution. 
If  the  object  of  this  BUI  were  merely  to 
remove  obsolete  Statutes,  why  had  the  last 
clause  been  introduced?  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  would 
act  consistently  vrith  the  principles  he  had 
avowed  last  year,  in  the  discussions  on  the 
Maynooth  BiU.  It  would  afford  him  the 
highest  satisfaction  to  see  the  noble  Lord 
making  a  stand  agunst  this  BDl.  The 
most  distinguished  statesmen  of  this  conn- 
try  had  been  opposed  to  the  removal  of  the 
restrictions  that  existed  upon  the  Jesuita, 
on  account  of  their  macninations  in  aU 
countries  in  Europe.  Judging  by  the  ex* 
ertions  making  elsewhere  by  this  body, 
there  was  no  doubt  they  were  busUy  at 
work  in  this  country.  He  felt  it  his  duty, 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  the  coun- 
try was  placed,  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  near  him  had  asked  questions  to 
which  his  own  speech  had  given  an  answer. 
He  said  the  penalties  on  the  Statute-book 
were  never  enforced,  that  they  were  ob- 
solete ;  and  then  asked  why  they  should 
not  be  maintained  ?  He  would  answer  in 
the  words  of  his  hon.  Friend,  because  they 
were  inoperative  and  obsolete.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  spoken  of  these  restrictions  as 
safeguards  ;  but  he  could  not  see  what 
safety  was  in  enactments  never  enforced, 
and  if  enforced,  would  be  so  grievous,  that 
even  his  hon.  Friend  himself  would  consent 
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to  their  repeal.  His  hon.  Friend  who 
proposed  the  second  reading,  had  found 
fault  with  certain  penalties,  and  alluded  to 
certain  grierances,  which  the  Bill,  after  all, 
would  not  affect.  He  instanced  the  case 
of  hequests  of  property  and  money  to  Ro- 
man Catholic  estahlishments.  He  said  this 
Bill  would  not  remove  such  disability ;  but 
his  hon  Friend  would  allow  him  to  say  that 
there  was  no  law  absolutely  prohibitory  of 
such  bequests  to  Roman  Catholic  establish- 
ments. It  was  under  an  Act  of  Elizabeth, 
which  he  proposed  to  repeal,  that  they  be- 
came inyalid.  But  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  said, 
they  were  not  penalties  which  ought  to  be 
enforced ;  but  what  consolation  could  it 
afford  to  him,  or  to  any  member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  to  retain  on  the  Sta- 
tute-book measures  which  were  only  de- 
fensible because  they  could  not  be  enforced. 
His  hon.  Friend  said,  he  would  remove 
them  when  some  practical  grievance  re- 
sulted from  their  enforcement.  He  dif- 
fered from  his  hon.  Friend ;  for  he  be- 
lieved in  the  old  adage,  that  it  was  absurd 
to  shut  the  stable  door  when  the  horse  was 
stolen.  He  would  wait  until  some  evil-dis- 
posed person  brought  down  the  terrors  of 
the  law  against  the  *'  Christian  Brothers," 
or  some  other  religious  society,  and  then 
set  about  repealing  the  law  by  which  the 
hardship  was  inflicted.  In  reference  to 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rutland,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
affect  the  Jesuits,  he  would  go  further, 
and  say,  that  he  should  rejoice  to  see  the 
Jesuits  and  the  other  religious  orders  re- 
cognised, placed  under  the  authority  of  the 
Crown,  and  visited  by  some  responsible 
commission.  He  could  not  sympathize  in 
the  fears  which  had  been  expressed  re- 
specting the  Jesuits  and  other  religious 
orders.  Hundreds  of  years  ago  the  Tem- 
plars were  looked  upon  in  the  same  light 
as  the  Jesuits  were  now.  There  was  no 
monstrosity  too  horrible  to  be  attributed  to 
them  then.  There  was  no  monstrosity  too 
horrible  to  be  attributed  to  the  Jesuits  at 
the  present  day.  Such  feelings  had  no 
foundation  in  fact.  In  a  journal  of  great 
and  deserved  celebrity.  The  Spectator, 
there  appeared,  not  long  since,  the  follow- 
ing remarks :  — 

"  There  are  two  iets  of  Jesuits — ^the  Jesuits  of 
fact,  and  the  Jesuits  of  fiction ;  and  as  there  are 
more  readers  of  romances  than  students  of  history, 
the  latter  are  more  fiimilar  to  the  public.  The 
Jesuits  of  fiction  will  be  admitted  on  all  hands  to 
be  terrible  fellows;  but  their  proper  place  i;;  in 
the  circulating  library,  not  in  polemical  and  far 


leas  in  poUtieal  diaounions.  The  Jesuits  of  fi^t 
closely  resemble  all  other  respectable  Romish 
dei^men,  except  in  so  fiir  as  their  order  has  long 
supplied  the  most  aocomplisbed  members  of  that 
body.  In  the  history  of  every  branch  of  tcienee 
and  literature,  distinguished  Jesuita  are  met  with ; 
the  praotioe  and  theory  of  education  are  deeply 
indebted  to  their  experiments ;  among  the  earliest 
and  most  ably  planned  missions  to  the  heathen 
were  those  of  the  Jesuits." 

It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  our  recent 
success,  and  the  extension  of  our  commerce 
to  China,  were  in  a  great  measure  attri- 
butable to  the  Jesuits,  who  were  the  first 
to  introduce  the  Christian  religion  and 
civilization  into  China.  What  that  order 
had  performed  in  the  cause  of  religion  and 
humanity  ought  not  to  be  overlooked.  The 
sort  of  alarm  attempted  to  be  rused  about 
Jesuits  at  this  time  of  day,  was  altogether 
absurd — the  revival  of  an  old  prejudice 
unworthy  of  the  age.  With  respect  to 
the  other  religious  orders,  could  anybody 
stand  up  in  that  House,  and,  looking  at 
the  state  of  the  manufacturing  districts 
and  the  ignorant  demoralising  condition  of 
their  inhabitants,  say  it  was  a  time  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  exercise  of  charitable  duties 
administered  by  religious  bodies.  By  a  re- 
turn made  by  one  of  these  religious  institu- 
tions in  Leicestershire,  it  appeared  that — 

"  During  the  year  1845  we  have  given  lodging 
to  2,758  poor  distressed  travellers  and  workmen. 
We  have  given  portions  of  food  to  18,887  in  dis- 
tress during  the  same  year." 

Instead  of  putting  down  by  penalties  insti- 
tutions of  a  similar  nature,  it  would  be  well 
to  take  warning  and  example  by  what  they 
did.  Instead  of  punishing  the  Christian 
Brothers  of  Birmingham,  or  the  Cistercians 
of  Mount  Melleray,  it  would  be  well  to 
imitate  their  example.  The  present  laws 
had  proved  inoperative  in  practice;  and 
there  was  a  strong  feeling,  in  which  he 
largely  shared,  that  they  were  indefensible 
in  argument.  If,  then,  they  were  inope- 
rative in  practice  and  indefensible  in  argu- 
ment, the  time  was  come  when  they  should 
cease  to  sully  the  dignity  of  the  English 
Statute-book. 

Mr.  ESTCOURT  could  not  consent  to 
abrogate  those  safeguards  for  the  faith  of 
the  country  which  the  Act  of  1829  esta- 
blished. It  might  be  said,  that  those  en- 
actments were  inoperative,  but  at  the  time 
when  that  Act  was  passed  they  were 
looked  upon  as  being  of  very  considerable 
importance;  and  during  the  discussions 
which  took  place  upon  the  subject  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment dwelt  very  forcibly  upon  the  of- 
fence which  Protestants  would  justly  fee|  at 
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the  public  and  ostentatious  assumption  by 
officials  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of 
those  titles  which  rightfully  belonged  only 
to  the  dignitaries  of  the  Established  Church. 
The  late  Lord  Tenterden  also,  whose  opin- 
ion was  deserring  of  much  respect,  had 
expressed  his  strong  feeling  against  the 
assumption  of  such  titles  by  the  Roman 
Cathoho  bishops.  When  he  coupled  these 
considerations  with  the  arguments  which 
were  heard  relative  to  the  necessity  of  a 
different  disposition  of  the  temporalities  of 
the  Irish  Church,  if  it  was  the  object  of 
the  Legislature  to  conciliate  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  that  country,  he  could  not  but 
regard  this  Bill  as  replete  with  danger, 
and  must  therefore  oppose  it. 

Mr.  BORTHWICK  said,  he  had  risen 
to  seek  the  Speaker's  eye  with  an  eager- 
ness, he  feared,  disproportioned  to  the  im- 
portance of  anything  he  had  to  say.  His 
object,  mainly,  in  rising,  was  to  explain  a 
word  by  which  he  had,  he  hoped  not  dis- 
courteously, interrupted  a  part  of  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kewcastle-under-Lyne.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Colquhoun)  was  at  the  time  ar- 
guing from  evidence  given  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House,  that  the  Church  of 
Rome  authorized  the  interference,  on  spi- 
ritual grounds,  of  her  clergy  in  the  election 
of  Members  to  that  House.  He  believed, 
for  his  part,  that  such  interference  was 
contrary  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  as  it  was,  indeed,  to  those  of  every 
other  Christian  church;  but  if  it  were 
sanctioned  by  the  practices  of  priests  in 
Ireland,  he  could  only  say  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  present  Bill  which  would 
either  prevent  or  encourage  it.  The  point 
was,  therefore,  irrelevant.  Now,  he  would 
decidedly  vote  for  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  He  believed  the  Bill  to  be  founded 
on  that  large  and  liberal  charity  which  was 
the  child  of  Christianity,  and  the  mother 
of  the  Church  of  England.  He  believed 
he  had  correctly,  though  by  a  figure,  ex- 
pressed his  view  of  the  case.  Christianity 
had  introduced  into  the  world  a  charity 
more  universal  and  purer  than  was  known 
to  any  other  religion;  and  that  charity  had 
given  birth  to,  as  it  sustained,  the  pure 
and  reformed  Establishment  under  which  it 
was  our  happiness  to  live.  But  when  he 
had  said  thu,  he  had  said  all  which  he  felt 
was  likely  to  be  very  well  received  by  the 
series  of  speakers  who  on  either  side  had 
continued  that  debate.  He  liked  liberality 
and  charity;  but  he  owned  he  was  not  par- 
tial to  the  somewhat  illiberal — ^he  would 


say  almost  ferocious — assertion  of  these 
principles,  to  which  they  had  that  day 
listened.  He  did  not,  for  example,  think 
it  was  any  answer  to  the  arguments  upon 
such  subjects  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newark,  that  an  hon.  Gentleman 
fresh  from  the  study  of  Shakspeare,  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman  below  (Mr. 
Colquhoun),  should  turn  round  upon  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Manners)  and  say, 
'*Get  thee  to  a  nunnery !"  Nor  coidd  he, 
on  the  other  hand,  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  the  distinguished  Knight  of 
the  Shire  for  the  West  Riding.  That  no- 
ble Lord  had  ridden  into  the  lists  armed 
cap-a-pie,  and  jauntily,  with  an  air  so 
simple  and  gracious  that  he  reminded  him 
of  the  knight  in  Chaucer,  attacked  the  hon. 
Baronet  ^e  Member  for  Oxford — 

"  In  his  port  as  meek  as  is  a  maid, 
He  nerer  yet  ne  Tillanie  had  said 
In  all  his  life  unto  no  manner  wight. 
He  was  a  yery  parflt  gentle  knight." 

But  with  all  this  gentleness,  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  hesitated  to  call  the  opinions 
of  those  to  whom  he  was  opposed,  **  the 
rags  and  remnants  of  bigotry."  Such 
language,  he  thought,  could  aid  no  cause, 
and  convinced  him  that  there  might  be  a 
bigotry  even  in  liberality.  He  would  say 
but  one  word  more,  and  that  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Jesuits.  He  sincerely  trusted 
that  whatever  might  be  our  various  opi- 
nions on  other  subjects,  the  brilliant  masses 
of  nonsense  which  in  the  Juif  Errant  had 
been  directed  by  Eugene  Sue  against  the 
principles  alike  of  morality  and  religion, 
might  never  become  popular  with  the 
youth  of  this  country.  There  was  in  those 
volumes  more  which  was  at  variance  with 
Christian  morals  and  Christianity  itself — 
more  that  was  revolting  to  every  well-con- 
stituted mind — than  ever  their  worst  ene- 
mies had  alleged  against  the  Jesuits. 

Mb.  MILNE  S  said,  that  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned  he  should  have  preferred 
that  the  discussion  had  been  taken  on  the 
Bill  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, because  the  present  measure  might 
perhaps  be  regarded  in  a  false  light  by 
some  out  of  doors.  He  should,  however, 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  which  he  thought  would 
not  promote  Catholic  interests  exclusively, 
but  would  conduce  to  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  community,  by  giving  a  large  mea- 
sure of  toleration  to  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. He  had  resided  for  many  years  in 
Catholic  countries,  and  had  attended  at 
the  celebration  of  the  worship  of  the  Es- 
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tablished  Chareh  of  England,  under  the 
Terj  walb  of  the  Yaticftai  He  web  glmd 
to  find  the  spirit  of  mntnal  forbearanoe 
and  Christian  cbaritj  spreading  throughout 
the  various  sects  of  religionists  in  Europe, 
and  thought  that  if  we  remored  these  of- 
fensire  enactments  from  our  Statute- 
books  it  would  hare  a  good  effect  with  the 
Catholic  nations  of  the  Continent.  He 
could  say  this,  that  a  few  days  since  he 
had  been  assured  that  the  right  hou.  6en> 
tleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government  was 
a  professed  Jesuit.  He  could  assure  the 
House  the  observation  was  made  to  him  in 

Sirfect  good  faith;  and,  indeed,  the  hon. 
ember  for  Rutlandshire  seemed  to  carry 
his  fears  so  far  so  as  to  admit  the  justice 
of  the  supposition.  He  hoped  that  they 
would  eschew  these  absurd  delusions  about 
Jesuits,  and  remove  for  ever  from  the 
Statute-book  these  odious  penalties  and 
disabilities. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  could  adopt,  in 
reference  to  this  measure,  but  one  course, 
and  that  was  the  consistent  course,  and 
the  same  that  he  had  pursued  in  reference 
to  the  grant  to  the  College  of  Maynooth. 
He  did  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  would  take  a  division  on  his  Amend* 
ment.  He  would  say  that  the  Protestant 
Church  was  much  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  great  ability,  great  exer- 
tion, and  consistency  which  he  had  evinced 
in  defending  it.  With  regard  to  this  mea- 
sure, he  would  support  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  ior  Oxford,  because  he 
feared  that,  to  leave  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  unsupported,  would 
have  the  effect  of  undermining  the  Pro- 
testant religion  in  this  country. 

Captain  HARRIS  thought  that  if  any 
unpleasantness  was  attached  to  the  subject 
of  religion,  it  was  entirely  owing  to  the 
remissness  of  Government.  The  result  of 
the  Bill's  being  brought  forward  in  its  pre- 
sent form  was,  that  extravagant  enco- 
miums had  been  passed  by  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  order  of  Jesuits.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  the  Bill  would 
pass  the  House  of  Lords. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  did  not  wish 
to  enter  into  any  further  argument  upon 
the  Bill.     He  merely  wished  to  make  a 
few  observations  with  regard  to  the  penal- 
ties to  which  Roman  Catholics  had  been 
subjected  by  former  enactmentr      '•'*•««» 
was  some  doubt  upon  the  quest' 
the  penalties  which  formerly 
the  holding  of  any  intercourse 
of  these  reahns  with  the  Bee  ( 


been  repealed.  Many  yean  ago,  he  had 
heard  Mr.  Canning  state  in  ^t  House, 
that  he  had  taken  the  opinion  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown,  who  were  decided 
that  no  letter  could  be  written  to  the  Court 
of  Rome  without  incurring  a  premuniie* 
He  had  not  read  the  Bill  at  present  before 
the  House,  and  he,  therefore,  did  not  know 
whether  it  repealed  those  penalties  or  not. 
But  it  appeared  to  him,  that  all  such  penal- 
ties should  be  repealed;  and  if  the  Bill  were 
not  so  framed  as  to  remove  them,  he  should 
suggest  the  propriety  of  inserting  a  clause 
in  Committee  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  B.  ESCOTT  sud,  that  an  opinion 
had  been  lately  taken  upon  the  subject 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  it  ap- 
peared that  those  penalties  could  not  be 
levied.  However,  if  it  should  appear  that 
such  were  not  the  case,  or  that  too  much 
doubt  existed  upon  the  subject,  he  (Mr. 
Escott)  should  be  happy  to  introduce  in 
Committee  a  clause  to  effect  their  total 
repeat 

Mr.  p.  HOWARD  wished  to  comet  an 
hon.  Member  opposite,  who  was  wrong  in 
his  idea  of  the  existing  law  in  France  re- 
garding the  Jesuits.  The  law  did  not  ex- 
pel them;  but  each  community  was  limited 
to  twenty  in  number. 

Mb.  B.  escott  repHed.  He  sud 
that  in  this  Act  he  wished  to  introduce  a 
clause  which  would  prevent  Roman  Catho- 
lic clergymen  frt>m  celebrating  any  religi- 
ous ceremony '  in  any  public  place,  and 
which  would  also  prohibit  any  processions 
of  Roman  Catholics  in  any  pubho  street  or 
way.  He  thanked  the  House  most  ex- 
tremely for  the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  had 
been  generally  received;  and  he  also  felt 
thankful  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  parti- 
cularly the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxfoni,  for  the  arguments  which  they  had 
brought  forward  against  it.  Those  hon. 
Gentlemen  begun  by  saying  that  those 
Acts  which  were  obsolete  should  be  re- 
pealed ;  and  then  they  said  that  if  there  were 
any  statutes  which  were  of  serious  incon- 
venience to  any  persuasion,  they  ought  to 
be  repealed.  He  fully  agreed  with  them 
so  far,  and  thought  those  penal  statutes 
which  were  in  existence  were  either  obso- 
lete or  inconvenient,  and  therefore  ought 
to  be  repealed.  If  they  were  obsolete, 
then  the-^  "   ^  use,  and  ought  to  bo 

abolishf  -^  were  penal,  th<»n 

^hat  w  -^reason for  tlr 

■•H»al. 
"He  the  Queet 
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Qnafltkm :— Ayes  66;  Noes  23 :  Majority 
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Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam.W. 
Arohbold,  R. 
Buae,W. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bndgemui,  H. 
Brotberton,  J. 
BrowDB,  boiu  W. 
Butler,  hon.  Col. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dawaon,  hon.  T.  V. 


Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
McCarthy,  A. 
MeGeaohy,  F.  A. 
Milnea,  R.  M. 
MitcaUe,  H. 
Morpeth,  Visct. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Gonnell,  M.  J. 
O'ConneU,  J. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


IT  Eyncourt,  rt.  hn.  C.  T.  Rawdon,  Col. 

Dodd,  6.  Rusaell,  Lord  J. 

Doncombe,  T.  Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Stan^eld,  W.  R.  C. 

Ellice,  rt.  hon.  £.  Stanton,  W.  H. 

Elphtnstone,  H.  Strickland,  Sir  G. 

ETana,  W.  Thomely.  T. 

Ewart,  W.  Trelawny,  J.  S. 

Fielden,  J.  Tu&ell,  H. 

Fitzgerald,  R.  A.  Vane,  Lord  H. 

Forster,  M.  Warbnrton,  U. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Gisbome,  T.  White,  S. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Williams,  W. 

Greene,  T.  Wood,  C. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Worsley,  Lord 

Hawes,  B.  Wyse,  T. 
Hnthooat,  J. 

Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S.  tblum. 

Howard,  P.  H.  Eaeott,  B. 

Lasceiles,  hon.  W.  S.  Manners,  Lord  J. 

IAb%  of  the  Noes. 


Bereslbrd,  M^or 
Broadley,  H. 
Boiler,  Sir  J.  T. 
Cole,  hon.  U.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Doncombe,  hon.  O. 
Ertoonrt,  T.  G.  B. 
Finch,  G. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hairis,  hon.  Capt. 
Hodgson,  R. 


Hope,  Sir  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Paoke,  C.  W. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Sejrmer,  H.  K. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Tollemaohe,  J. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 

TBLLIBS. 

IngUs,  Sir  R.  H. 
Colqnboun,  J. 


PAYMENT  OF  OUT-PENSIONERS  BU.L. 

Mr.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  mored  the 
Second  Reading  of  ibis  Bill. 

Captain  PECHELL  briefly  expressed 
his  dissent  from  the  principles  of  tlus  Bill, 
as  its  operation  was  by  no  means  calculated 
to  benefit  the  interests  of>  or  to  give  satis- 
faction to  these  Teterans.  He  objected  to 
the  transfer  of  the  payment  of  the  pension- 
ers of  Greenwich  and  Chelsea  from  the 
hands  of  the  Admiralty  to  the  hands  of 
the  Secretary  at  War.  These  pensioners 
neter  would  consent  to  bo  placed  under  the 
authority  of  the  Horse  Guards.    It  was 


provided  by  ibis  Bill,  that  these  persons' 
pensions  should  be  paid  to  Poor  Law  guar- 
dians,  to  distribute  it  to  ihem  for  assist- 
ance. He  thought  that  was  a  grosa  abuse ; 
for  these  pensions  were  originally  intended 
as  rewards  for  past  services.  He  knew  an 
instance  in  which  a  board  of  gnaxdians 
had,  for  a  long  time,  withheld  the  payment 
of  a  pension  to  a  poor  man  after  quarter- 
day  came.  He  thought  that  it  was  a  most 
extraordinary  thing  to  put  the  payment  of 
the  pension  in  the  hands  of  staff  officers 
without  the  slightest  explanation.  The 
intention  of  the  Bill  was,  to  transfer  all 
persons  having  pensions,  he  might  say,  bag 
and  baggage,  from  under  the  control  of 
the  Admindty  into  the  hands  of  the  Horse 
Guards.  There  was  a  reservation  clause 
certainly;  but  he  contended  that  it  was  of 
no  use  whatever. 

Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  sud,  tllo 
principal  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  simplify 
the  mode  in  which  the  pensioners  receivea 
their  pay;  and,  so  far  from  its  inflicting 
any  hardship  upon  them,  it  was  proposed 
for  the  express  purpose  of  promoting  their 
interest.  He  begged  to  infonn  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  that  naval  pensioneri 
were  now  enabled  to  receive  their  pensions 
while  serving  on  board  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
This  Bill  would  not  remove  pensionerslrom 
the  control  of  the  Admiralty,  but  woidd 
place  the  arrangements  for  tibeir  payment 
in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  at  War.  The 
naval  pensions  would  still  be  granted  and 
withdrawn  by  the  Admiralty;  out  the  pen- 
sions would  be  paid  by  staff  officers,  who  at 
Portsmouth,  Plymouth,  and  other  naval 
stations,  would  generally  be  marine  or  na- 
val officers.  He  begged  to  inform  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  who  had  adrerted 
to  the  receipt  of  pensioners'  pay  by  boarda 
of  guardians  idien  they  became  inmates  of 
workhouses,  that  at  one  time  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  pensioners  dissipated  their  pay 
within  a  few  days  after  they  received  it, 
and  then  threw  themselves  upon  the  poor 
rates  until  their  pensions  were  again  due. 
Not  long  since  no  less  than  6,000  pension- 
ers were  in  this  situation;  but  smce  the 
arrangement  was  eflected  enabling  the 
guardians  to  defray  the  expense  of  main- 
taining such  persons  from  their  subsequent 
pensions,  the  system  was  nearly  at  an  end. 
He  would,  however,  propose  that  the  guar- 
dians, instead  of  being  empowered  to  at- 
tach the  whole  pension  in  such  cases,  should 
only  be  enabled  to  take  such  portion  as  was 
necessary  to  defray  the  expenses  of  main- 
taining pensioners  who  were  inmates  of 


975  PraUcUoh  of  Life 


{LORDS} 


(Treland)  Bitt. 


976 


Irorkhouses.     He  trusted  tHat,  under  the 
circumstanees,  there  would  he  no  opposition 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Bill  read  read  a  second  time. 

SUPPLY. 

The  House  then  resolred  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  on  the  Motion 
of 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, the  sum  of  8,000,0002.  was  roted 
to  the  use  of  Her  Majesty  out  of  the  Con* 
solidated  Fund. 

LACE  FACTORIES. 

Mb.  T.  S.  DUNCOMBE,  in  rising  to 
ask  for  leave  to  hring  in  a  Bill  to  limit  the 
hours  of  night  lahour  in  all  factories  where 
bohhin  net  and  warp  lace  machinery  is  em- 
ployed, begged  first  to  present  a  petition 
on  which  the  Bill  was  founded.  It  was 
signed  by  3,420  workmen  engaged  in  the 
lace  trade ;  and  he  should  add,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Not- 
tinghamshire had  already  presented  a  simi- 
lar petition  signed  by  the  masters ;  so  that 
he  was  happy  in  being  enabled  to  cite  the 
present  as  one  of  the  few  instances  in  which 
the  masters  and  workmen  agreed  in  their 
opinions.  The  petitioners  prayed  that  the 
hours  of  labottT  might  be  limited  to  from 
six  o'clock  in  the  morning  until  ten  at 
night ;  that  no  children  under  eight  years 
ef  age  should  be  permitted  to  be  employed; 
and  that  no  person  whatsoever  should  be 
allowed  to  work  before  six  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  or  after  ten  o'clock  at  night.  As  he 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  understood  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  that  there  would  be 
no  objection  to  the  introduction  of  such  a 
measure  at  the  present  (although  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  held  himself  free  as  to  the 
course  he  might  find  it  necessary  to  adopt 
subsequently),  he  hoped  he  need  not  then 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  longer  than 
by  barely  stating  the  nature  of  tne  mea- 
sure. It  would  be,  perhaps,  better  that 
he  should  ffo  more  fully  into  the  reasons 
for  its  introducUon  on  the  second  reading. 
Sib  J.  GRAHAM  had  always  had  an 
objection  to  interfering  with  the  hours  of 
labour.  The  hon.  (Gentleman  had  stated, 
very  fairly,  that  he  had  not  refused  his  as- 
sent to  such  a  BiU  as  this  being  brought  in, 
garticularly  as  that  step  would  not  hinder 
im  from  pursuing  any  course  he  might 
think  fit  on  a  future  occasion,  and  as  before 
the  second  reading  he  would  have  an  op- 
portoni^  of  reading  all  its  provisions,  and 
of   seemg  what  was  objectionable.     He 


always  understood  that  the  lace  trade 
different  from  the  bulk  of  those  businesaea 
in  which  machinery  was  the  chief  means 
of  production;  and  that,  therefore,  there 
was  not  the  same  objection  to  long  hours 
in  this  business ;  but  when  the  Bill  was 
brought  in,  he  woidd  be  able  to  state  more 
explicitly  his  opinion  respecting  it. 

Sir  G.  STRICKLAND  said,  that  the 
Bill  about  to  be  introduced  was  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  rules  which  had  always 
been  laid  down,  of  not  interfering  between 
the  adult  labourer  and  his  employer.  It 
was  going  in  the  teeth  of  all  they  had  been 
doing  during  the  last  twelve  years.  He 
had  another  objection  to  this  Bill,  for  it 
appeared  that  it  would  allow  children  of 
tender  age  to  be  engaged  during  the  ex- 
cessive hours  of  from  six  in  the  morning 
till  ten  at  night;  and  he  thought,  there- 
fore, that  it  woidd  be  but  wise  in  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  about  to  bring  in  this 
Bill  to  attend  to  this  particular  point. 

Leave  given.  House  adjourned  at  half- 
past  five. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  March  12,  1846. 

IfmoTBS.]  PsTiTfoira  PunmKTWD.  lYon  Bonogli 
CommiMtoDCrtor  the  Tomi  ot  Klanto.  te  AllMallia  of 
th«  Iriih  Poor  Law  with  rapcct  to  the  Ratiog  at  1 
tonil  Dlvliloiii.— From  Loodondanry,  fiir  the  B«ttar 
gttktkm,  and  mon  BSktent  Snppoft,  oi  Mcdieal 

tin  (Iralaiid) Fiom  Clotworthy  DoMila  Derilt.  Mb  at 

the  General  Port  Oflice,  DubUm,  enmnleini^  at  havtaif 
beea  dbmieMd  ftmi  hit  Appoiiitiiicut»  ftv  Inquiry  tato 

PROTECTION  OF  LIFE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  moved 
the  further  consideration  of  the  Report  on 
this  Bill. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  said  the  clause  would  require  to  be 
altered,  as  related  to  the  words  "  proofs 
whereof.'*  His  Amendment  would  ]^aee 
the  word  "  whereof  so  as  to  applj  only 
"  to  the  lawfulnes  of  the  occasion*  of  ab^ 
sence  during  the  prohibited  hours,  and  not 
to  "  suspicious  circumstances.** 

Clause  as  amended  agreed  to. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  having 
moved  a  verbal  amendment  to  the  elanse 
relating  to  the  protection  of  jurors  and 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTT  sud,  be 
wished  to  bo  informed  if  there  was  anj  law 
in  Ireland,  when  murder  or  other  capital 
crime  was  committed*  to  compd  Iho  at- 
tendance of  witnesses  i  He  wished  lo  bear 
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an  answer  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite,  who  at  one  time  held  the  highest 
judicial  position  in  that  country. 

LoBD  CAMPBBLL  informed  the  noble 
£arl  that  his  tenure  of  office  was  but  for  a 
moment.  If  there  were  not  higher  autho- 
rities than  himself  he  would  at  once  reply  ; 
but  he  advised  the  noble  Earl  to  apply  to 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  woolsack  for  the  in- 
formation he  required. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  to^^morrow. 

House  adjourned. 


•IMMItnWMVtBi 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  March  13,  1846. 

MiN onB.3    Public  BfLU.—!*-  MetrapoIiUm  Buildlngi. 
3*-  andiMMed.     Protection  of  Life  (Ireland)  (No.  2). 

pjcTiTioRB  Pkesbntbd.  By  Earl  Forteacue,  from  a  Pub> 
lie  Meeting  of  Landown^t  and  others,  anembled  at 
Totnei,  for  the  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws.— By  Lord  Campbell,  from  Inhabitants  of  the 
Parish  of  Rathfamham,  against  the  Protection  to  Life 
(Ireland)  BilL — ^By  Lord  Brougham,  ftom  James  Kibble, 
<rf  GreeiiodE,  oomplaining  of  Deception  inaetised  towards 
him  by  the  Obtfgow,  Pidsley,  Kilmarnock,  and  Ayr,  and 
Gb^gow,  Pabley,  and  Greenock  Railway  Companies,  and 
praying  for  InTcadgttion  and  Relief.— From  Master, 
Wardens,  Freemen,  and  Commonalty,  of  the  Mystery  of 
Vintners,  praying  to  be  exempted  fh>m  the  Opeiation  of, 
and  to  be  beard  by  Counsel  against,  the  Charitable  Trusts 
BiU. 

PROTECTION  OF  LIFE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  having 
moved  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill, 

Lord  CAMPBELL  directed  attention 
to  the  injurious  and  unjust  effect  which  the 
11th  Clause  of  the  BiU  would  have  if  left 
in  its  present  form,  as  it  made  it  a  misde- 
meanor punishahle  with  transportation  for 
any  person  to  he  in  any  dwelling-house  one 
hour  before  sunrise,  or  one  hour  after  sun- 
set, if  in  that  dwelling-house  there  should 
he  consumed  any  malt  or  spirituous  liquors, 
without  saying  one  word  about  being  so 
found  under  suspicious  circumstances.  So 
that  the  corpus  delicti  consisted  simply  in 
being  in  a  house  in  which  malt  or  spiritu- 
ous liquors  were  sold  or  consumed,  although 
the  person  so  offending  might  be  there  for 
a  just  and  lawful  purpose.  But  according 
to  the  wording  of  the  1 1th  Clause,  it  would 
be  no  defence  for  him  to  show  that  he  was 
there  for  a  lawful  purpose.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  illustrated  the  injustice  and 
inconvenience  of  such  an  enactment  by  ob- 
serving that  a  person  wishing  to  buy  gro- 
ceries for  a  family,  and  proceeding  to  an 
establishment  for  that  purpose,  after  sun- 
set, would  not  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor, 
because  he  could  show,  while  on  the  high- 
way, that  he  was  about  a  lawful  purpose ; 


but,  once  he  entered  the  grocery  estab- 
lishment, if  malt  or  spirituous  liquors 
should  be  sold  or  consumed  in  it,  he  be- 
came guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  sub- 
jected himself  to  be  transported  for  seven 
years. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  The 
clause  shall  be  altered. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  com- 
plained  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  for 
not  having  suggested  the  alteration  he  re- 
quired when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  or 
on  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report.  The 
clause  in  question  hiad  not  been  altered  or 
amended  since  the  printing  of  the  Bill ; 
and  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
suggested  the  alteration  even  privately 
to  the  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
woolsack,  his  communication  would  have 
received  every  attention.  The  clause  was 
intended  to  apply  only  to  public  houses 
that  were  not  licensed,  commonly  called 
*'  shebeen"  houses. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  to  meet 
the  objection  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
moved  to  alter  the  clause  by  leaving  out 
the  word  **  consumed,"  and  inserting,  in- 
stead, the  words  "usually  sold."  This 
alteration,  he  thought,  would  make  the 
clause  more  satisfactory,  and  render  it 
impossible  to  be  applied  in  the  cases  cited 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 

The  Eabl  of  ST.  GERMANS  was 
quite  willing  to  adopt  the  Amendment 
suggested  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  woolsack. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3*.  and  passed. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OP   COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  13,  1846. 

MiiruTBa.]  New  Mbmbbii  Swobm.  For  Noltb^gham 
County  (Northern  Diyislon),  Lord  Henry  Bentindc 

PoBUc  BiLLa. — 1*'  Lace  Factories;  Poor  Removal;  Fever 
(Ireland). 

PBTrrioira  Prbbbntbd.  By  Mr.  Arthur  Taylor,  fk«B 
Landowners,  Farmeis,  Tradesmen,  and  others  of  Bell- 
broughton,  against  the  proposed  Government  Measure 
respeetiug  Customs  and  Com  Importation.— >By  Lead  John 
Russell  and  Mr.  Wynn  EUiSi  tnm  Importers  and  Mann« 
facturers  of  Silk  Goods,  for  a  Speedy  A^ustment  of  the 
Silk  Duties.— By  Mr.  Hinde,  ftom  Members  of  the  Conw 
mittee  of  the  General  Shipowners' Aasodation  of  London, 
against  the  proposed  Measure  respecting  Timber.— By  Mr. 
Jervis,  flrom  Churdiwardens  and  Vestrymen  of  the  United 
Parishes  of  Saint  Margaret  and  St.  John  the  Evangelist, 
Westminster,  against  Institntian  of  Night  Asylums  Ibr 
the  Poor.— By  Mr.  Brotherton,  ftom  Factory  Workers  in 
the  Employ  of  Mr.  Lord,  in  the  Township  of  Mandiester, 
Ibr  Limiting  the  Hours  of  Labour  of  Children  and  Young 
Persons  employed  in  Fwtories  to  Tebr-By  Mr.  Tbonaa 
Diinoomb^  ftom  George  Phillips,  Licensed  Yictualler,  in 
the  Borough  of  Leicester,  complaining  of  Post  Oflke 
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SPANISH  SUGARS. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  apprehended  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  at 
once  to  answer  the  question  he  was  about 
to  put.  In  the  Papers  presented  as  the 
correspondence  with  Spain,  Lord  Aber- 
deed  stated  that  it  was  intended  to  make  a 
proposition  to  the  Goyemment  of  Spain  on 
the  commercial  relations  of  the  two  coun- 
tries, but  he  added  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  touch  the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
The  question  he  had  to  ask  was,  whether 
it  was  proposed,  or  not  proposed,  to  admit 
the  sugars  of  the  Spanish  Colonies  as 
those  of  the  most  favoured  nations  ? 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  that  the  proposal 
made  by  Government  did  not  contemplate 
the  admission  of  the  sugar  of  Cuba. 

FAMINE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  would  ask  a  question 
now  which  he  had  given  notice  he  would 
put  yesterday,  when  the  House  did  not  sit. 
It  was  this^-Whether  the  measures  of 
Government  for  meeting  the  impending 
scarcity  in  Ireland,  contained  any  gua- 
rantee that  every  individual  in  immediate 
danger  of  perishing  from  want,  should  be 
enabled  to  obtain  relief  from  some  local 
authority,  as  in  England?  Every  day 
more  and  more  distressing  accounts  were 
received ;  and  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  would,  therefore,  not  think  it  imper- 
tinent in  him  to  inquire  whether  Ministers 
meant  to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
securing  those  who  were  in  danger  of  pe- 
rishing from  destitution  in  Ireland,  from 
such  a  calamity  ?  Not  that  he  considered 
it  within  their  province  so  to  do ;  but  the 
course  they  had  taken  seemed  to  impose 
upon  them  that  responsibility.  He  thought 
that  the  duty  properly  belonged  to  the 
local  authorities,  to  the  boards  of  guardians 
and  the  landlords ;  but  Ministers  appeared 
to  have  taken  the  burden  ofT  their  shoul- 
ders, and  to  have  put  it  upon  their  own. 
In  England,  if  any  such  calamity  occurred 
as  that  which  now  threatened  Ireland, 
it  would  not  be  the  duty  of  Government 
to  interfere:  the  Poor  Law  guardians 
in  the  different  Unions  would  have  to  apply 
a  remedy  to  the  emergency.  They  would 
have  done  so,  no  doubt,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  winter  ;  but  in  Ireland 
the  case  was  different ;  there,  the  boards 
of  guardians  had  not  only  no  right  to 
relieve  the  poor  out  of  doors,  but  they  were 
expressly  ft>rbidden  from  giving  relief  in 
any  other  shape  than  by  admission  into  the 
workhouse.    The  workhouses  were  only 


calculated  to  contain  about  one  per  cent  of 
the  population,  so  that  in  some  Unions 
not  more  than  twenty  or  thirty  paupers 
could  be  reHeved.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  course  that  seemed  to  him 
open  to  Government  was,  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  into  Parliament,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  to  require  and  authorixe 
guardians  of  the  poor  to  make  provision 
for  the  relief  of  the  destitute  in  tiieir  dis- 
tricts. That,  in  his  opinion,  would  have 
been  the  proper  course;  but  Government 
had  undertaken  to  secure  the  population 
of  Ireland  against  famine.  He  had  no 
wish  to  detain  the  House,  but  merely  to 
preface  his  question,  and  to  explain  how  it 
was  that  Ministers  had  volunteered  a  re« 
sponsibility  that  in  fact  belonged  to  the 
owners  of  land  and  property  in  Ireland. 
He  thought  that  the  first  right  to  the  food 
grown  in  Ireland  lay  in  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. If  it  should  be  the  determination  of 
Ministers  not  to  allow  outdoor  relief,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  bring  a  measure 
or  a  resolution  upon  the  subject  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
repeating  his  question  in  the  terms  he 
had  before  used. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  wished  to  answer  the 
question  immediately.  Certainly,  the  at- 
tention of  Government  had  been  directed 
with  peculiar  anxiety  to  this  very  difficult 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  sitting  next  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  put  the  question, 
had  spoken  to  him  (Sir  J.  Graham)  upon 
the  point  about  a  fortnight  ago,  and  ho 
had  then  said  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  a  Government  to  propose  any  perroa* 
nent  measure  for  outdoor  relief  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland. 

FEVER  AND  FAMINE  (IRELAND). 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  I  hope  that,  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  make  a  Motion  before  it  prooeeds 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  I  ask  this  favour 
under  circumstances  of  urgency.  If  the 
House  had  met  yesterday,  it  was  my  inten* 
tion  to  have  made  the  Motion  then,  and  it 
is  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  tem- 
porary provision  for  the  treatment  of  desti- 
tute persons  affected  with  fever  in  Ireland. 
Only  yesterday  morning  Government  re- 
ceived from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  Report 
from  the  Commission  appointed  to  watch 
the  advance  of  distress  arising  out  of  the 
failure  of  the  jpotato  crop,  announeiBg  tlum, 
in  all  the  provmces,  almost  in  every  county* 
and  in  various  localities  of  diffisreni  ooon- 
ties,  dysenteiyi  to  a  very  fomidabla  ezlcBt, 
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had  made  iifl  appearance,  attended  by  fever 
in  many  instances^  and  adding  an  appre- 
hension that  the  fever  would  become  gene- 
ral. Under  these  circnmstances,  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
make  some  special  provision ;  and  1  now 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  object 
already  stated.  The  substance  of  the 
measure  I  will  briefly  state.  It  asks  that 
power  should  be  given  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant to  establish  in  Dublin  a  Board  of  Health, 
this  board  to  be  composed  of  commissioners, 
not  more  than  five,  already  in  the  service 
of  the  public,  and  therefore  requiring  no  ad- 
ditioniu  salaries.  It  is  proposed  that  three 
members  of  existing  commissions  shall  be 
members  of  the  Board  of  Health ;  and  there 
is  a  medical  officer  already  in  the  pay  of 
Government  who  will  be  added  to  the  body. 
It  is  proposed  also  that  on  the  represen- 
tation of  this  Board  of  Health  power  shall 
be  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  appoint 
in  every  Union  a  medical  officer  to  be  paid 
at  the  public  expense ;  and  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  that  medical  officer  that  it  is 
necessary,  on  account  of  the  appearance  of 
the  fever  in  a  formidable  shape  in  the  Union, 
to  caU  upon  the  boards  of  guardians  in  the 
Unions  either  to  build  temporary  fever  hos- 
pitals, as  in  the  case  of  Galway  some  years 
ago,  or,  failing  that,  to  apply  some  existing 
edifice  to  the  purpose.  Provision  is  to  be 
there  made  for  the  supply  of  medical  as- 
sistance, medical  comforts,  food,  and  every 
thing  necessary  for  the  cure  and  treatment 
of  fever  at  the  expense  of  the  Union.  Power 
is  abo  to  be  given  to  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians to  defray  the  expenses  out  of  the 
poor  rates.  A  provision  will  also  be  in- 
troduced that  this  measure  shall  only  be 
of  temporary  duration.  It  is  to  be  limited 
to  the  month  of  September  1847.  Power 
will  abo  be  given  in  the  Bill  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  on  the  representation  of  the 
boards  of  guardians  that  fever  has  disap- 
peared, to  suspend  its  operation.  I  have 
now  shortly  stated  the  substance  of  the 
measure,  and  the  House  will  see  that  no 
delay  ought  to  be  interposed.  I  shall 
therefore  at  once  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  BiQ  to  make  temporary  provision  for 
the  relief  of  destitute  persons  afflicted  with 
fever  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  WAKLE  Y  had  expected  that  some 
Member  of  Parliament  connected  with  Ire- 
land would  have  followed  the  right  hon. 
Baronet ;  but  he  could  not  omit  this  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  it  seemed  to  him  that 
prevention  was  better  than  cure.     The 


right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  additions  were 
to  be  made  to  the  Commissioners  ;  that  a 
board  of  health  was  to  be  established ;  that 
in  different  Unions  medical  officers  were  to 
be  appointed  ;  and  that  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant was  to  have  the  power  to  direct  that 
fever  hospitals  should  be  prepared.  This 
was  all  very  well,  but  it  must  be  attended 
with  a  heavy  expense ;  and  what  he  ear- 
nestly recommended  was,  that  the  money 
should  be  applied  to  the  procuring  of  food 
for  the  people  of  Ireland.  This  ought  to 
be  done  immediately,  Uberally,  without 
stint,  and  without  restraint.  The  experi- 
ence of  all  medical  men,  in  cases  of  fever 
arising  from  want  of  food,  had  proved  dis- 
tinctly and  unequivocally,  that  do  what  you 
will  to  prevent  its  progress,  but  one  remedy 
was  successful,  and  that  remedy  was  a  sup- 
ply of  food.  An  able  pamphlet  had  been 
published  by  Dr.  Corrigan,  in  which  he 
gave  statistical  details  to  show  that  no 
change  of  weather,  no  change  of  climate  or 
condition  of  circumstances,  would  be  efiec  • 
tual.  Nothing  would  do  but  a  change  of 
food.  As  he  had  said,  it  was  proposed 
that  great  expense  should  be  incurred. 
Then,  why  not  incur  it  in  food?  Why  not 
give  the  people  provisions,  which  was  much 
better  than  giving  them  physic?  The 
disease  was  now  only  commencing ;  it  was 
in  an  incipient  state,  although  in  some 
districts  it  might  have  made  considerable 
progress.  This  was  the  very  time,  then, 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  fever  by  the  spread 
of  food.  The  question  was  between  fever 
and  food.  Where  fever  had  not  yet  made 
its  appearance,  let  it  be  kept  away  by  food. 
The  supply  ought  to  be  sufficient  and  im- 
mediate; and  he  was  sure  that  he  only 
spoke  the  universal  voice  of  England,  when 
he  said  that  every  man  would  be  delighted 
to  learn,  that  a  general  and  an  adequate 
supply  of  food  had  been  given  to  their 
Irish  fellow  subjects.  Let  it  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  the  great  principle  of  prevention, 
in  cases  of  fever,  and,  indeed,  in  aU  other 
cases,  was  better  than  cure.  It  ought  to 
be  a  most  serious  consideration  witib  Go- 
vernment how  best  to  supply  food ;  and  by 
this  means  to  put  a  stop  to  the  progress  of 
disease. 

Mr.  COLQUHOUN  was  very  much  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  last  speaker.  This 
was  no  new  case,  for  the  same  thing  had 
happened  in  1823 ;  and  he  might  refer  to 
the  experience  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  its  effects,  when  serious 
famine  made  its  appearance  in  the  west  of 
Ireland.     They  would  find  that  the  appU- 
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eatioiiB  then  most  earnestly  made  were  for 
food.  He  believed  that  in  1831  there  was 
a  similar  case  ;  famine  and  disease  broke 
out  in  that  year,  and  that  also  received  the 
only  possible  relief,  which  was  in  the  shape 
of  food.  He  would,  therefore,  most  ur- 
gently entreat  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  medical  relief  was  necessary,  to  bear  in 
mind  that  food  was  of  infinite  importance. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  expressed  his  fear  that 
if  Government  was  to  provide  food  gratui- 
tously for  the  distressed  poor  of  Ireland,  it 
would  create  a  system  of  eleemosynary 
relief,  which  ought  by  all  means  to  be 
avoided.  He  could  conceive  of  nothing  so 
mischievous  as  leading  the  people  to  look 
up  to  Government  permanently  for  relief 
and  food.  He  would  rather  call  upon  Go- 
vernment to  provide  some  regular  employ- 
ment for  them.  It  had  been  anticipated 
by  many  that  a  great  deal  of  employment 
would  be  created  before  this  time,  by  the 
Railway  Bills  that  were  passed  last  Ses- 
sion ;  but  he  believed  it  was  a  fact,  that 
none  of  these  companies  had  as  yet  put  a 
spade  into  the  ground,  in  consequence  of 
the  want  of  money.  He  would  put  the 
thing  in  a  more  tangible  shape,  and  would 
call  on  the  Government  to  make  grants  of 
loans  of  money  to  these  railway  companies; 
by  which  means  they  would  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed with  their  works,  and  to  give  employ- 
ment to  the  people.  Of  what  benefit  would 
it  be  to  send  food  into  the  country,  if  the 
people  had  not  wherewithal  to  buy  it  ?  He 
did  not  know  whether  he  had  properly  un- 
derstood the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury ;  but  certainly  nothing 
would  bo  so  injurious  to  the  people  as  to 
establish  a  system  of  eleemosynary  relief. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCK  was  sure  that  no 
objection  would  be  ofierod  from  any  part  of 
the  House  to  any  measure  that  might  be 
proposed  by  Government,  for  the  purpose 
of  extending  relief  to  Ireland ;  but  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  lay  on  the  Table  of 
that  House  the  whole  of  the  information  on 
which  they  founded  their  proposition.  He 
quite  concurred  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  in  thinking  that  it  was  for  want 
of  food  that  the  evil  of  fever  was  arising ; 
and  the  best  mode  of  remedying  that  evil 
was  to  take  care  that  those  who  were  in 
want  should  immediately  receive  food  to 
relieve  it.  He  thought  the  way  to  obtain 
that  object  would  be,  as  ho  had  stated  on 
former  occasions,  to  purchase  Irish  oats, 
wheat,  and  food  of  every  description  ;  and 
not  to  send  for  maize  from  the  United 
States. 


Mr.  HUME  said,  the  subject  was  one  of 
very  great  importance.  He  was  yery  much 
of  opinion  that  it  would  require  serioiis 
consideration  whether  they  shoold  make 
the  whole  people  entirely  dependent  for 
food  on  the  Government,  or  means  shoold 
not  rather  be  devised  to  find  thorn  employ- 
ment. In  the  case  of  public  societies 
which  gave  relief  to  the  entirely  destitute* 
they  had  ample  proof  how  very  rapidly  the 
number  of  claimants  increased,  and  how 
unworthy  of  relief  the  parties  were.  He 
should  fear  very  much  that  such  a  course 
would  have  the  effect  of  lowering,  instead 
of  raising,  the  quality  of  th^  food.  It  had 
been  said  that  Indian  com  was  likely  to 
introduce  a  better  description  of  food,  and 
thereby  to  assist  in  raising  the  character 
and  aspirations  of  those  who  used  it ;  but 
he  much  feared,  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wycombe  (Mr.  Osborne),  that 
if  ihey  were  to  distribute  it  indiscriminately 
to  those  who  were  in  want,  they  would  Ve 
doing  more  harm  than  good  to  the  people. 
Whatever  measures  might  be  devised,  he 
should  desire  the  Government  to  be  yery 
careful  in  their  iniquiries,  discriminating  as 
to  the  application  of  relief,  and  chary  of 
its  distribution.  He  meant  chaiy,  not  from 
any  disinclination  to  relieve  those  who  were 
really  destitute,  but  lest  relief  should  be 
bestowed  on  those  who  were  not  reaUy  in 
want,  or  were  undeserving  of  it. 

Mr.  O'CONNELL  could  not  agroe  with 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  that  the 
best  plan  would  be  to  purchase  provisions 
in  Ireland  ;  for  that  would  be  to  raise  the 
price  of  provisions  to  those  who  wanted  to 
purchase  them,  and  make  them  generally 
dear.  No:  he  could  not  but  think  the 
Government  had  done  much  more  wisdy. 
They  had  brought  in  a  quantity  of  matie 
to  replace  the  damaged  potatoes,  and 
caused  it  to  be  transported  to  Ireland  under 
the  Government  auspices.  Thus  they  cer- 
tainly had  added  to  the  qnantity.  But  he 
agreil  with  the  sog^J^n  wu4  h»A  hem 
offered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wycombe, 
in  reference  to  railroads.  Let  it  be  remem- 
bered that  these  had  to  pay  th^  deposits; 
he  would  not  advise  the  Government  to 
lend  any  money  beyond  the  amount  actually 
subscribed  by  the  shareholders.  If  the 
shareholders  in  some  instances  had  sub- 
scribed as  much  as  100,000{.,  there  would 
be  great  difficulty  in  getting  in  the  calls; 
and  it  would  only  increase  the  distress  of 
the  country  to  get  them  in.  Whenever 
such  a  sum  had  been  advanced,  let  Govern- 
ment advance  by  way  of  loaa^  at  interest. 
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a  similar  sum ;  this  would  put  the  railroads 
in  operation  directly.  This  would  be  better 
than  giving  the  people  physic  for  nothing ; 
food  was  the  best  possible  physic ;  but 
instead  of  giving  the  poor  food  without 
work,  give  them  the  means  of  earning 
wages,  which  would  enable  them  to  obtain 
food.  Thus,  in  the  midst  of  this  calamity, 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  of  doing 
good  by  taking  the  railroads  which  had 
uieir  deposits  subscribed,  and  advancing 
them  an  equal  sum. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
permitted  to  explain  to  the  hou.  and  learned 
Member  and  to  the  House,  what  has  al- 
ready been  done  towards  giving  the  people 
employment  by  Government  and  by  Parlia- 
ment. In  the  first  place,  1  would  answer 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck),  with  respect  to  the  informa- 
tion on  which  we  have  called  on  the  House 
specially  to  adopt  this  particular  Bill.  That 
information  was  only  received  yesterday ; 
and  I,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
shall  have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  laying 
on  the  Table  a  copy  of  extracts  from  this 
information.  Even  if  the  whole  that  we 
have  received  is  not  given,  1  am  quite 
certain  there  will  be  more  than  enough 
to  satisfy  the  House  of  the  necessity 
for  this  Bill.  With  respect  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle- 
under-Lyme  (Mr.  Colquhoun),  he  has  ob- 
served, most  truly,  that  assistance  was 
afforded  to  Ireland  in  1832,  partly  by  sup- 
plies of  food,  at  a  reduced  cost,  and  partly 
by  advances  of  money  to  public  works. 
But,  as  has  been  already  stated,  the  dis- 
tress at  that  time  was  comparatively  par- 
tial; it  was  confined,  I  believe,  to  two  or 
three  counties.  But  the  difficulty  with 
which  we  have  now  to  contend  pervades 
the  whole  of  Ireland  :  it  is  to  be  found  in 
every  province,  it  is  to  be  found  in  every 
county,  it  is  to  be  found  in  every  Poor  Law 
Union,  and,  I  believe,  in  almost  every 
parbh  in  Ireland.  The  course  which  Go- 
vernment has  taken  has  been  this.  We 
have  in  particular  parts  of  Ireland  estab- 
lished dep6ts,  where  food  can  be  bought  at 
an  easy  price,  at  the  very  lowest  price; 
and  thinking,  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wycombe,  that  eleemosynary  relief  ought 
to  be  avoided  as  much  as  possible,  we  pro- 
pose to  afford,  to  the  utmost  possible  ex- 
tent, either  by  means  of  public  works  to 
be  undertaken,  or  by  works  already  es- 
tablished, the  means  by  which  the  people 
Biay  be  enabled  to  earn  wages,  and  so  to 
purchase  food  at  the   moderate  cost  at 


which  it  will  be  supplied.  By  the  adoption 
of  these  means  we  hope  to  afford  very  ge- 
neral relief.  Exceptions  may  occur,  as  in 
the  case  of  persons  who  cannot  work ; 
those  in  extremity  may  require  aid  of  an- 
other description ;  but  cases  of  that  kind 
will  not  be  overlooked.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  works  in  progress :  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  been  detained  in 
Ireland,  probably  by  other  avocations,  and 
we  have  not  had  the  pleasure  of  his  pre- 
sence here ;  but  he  must  be  aware  that  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session,  Acts  of 
Parliament  have  passed,  giving  either  ad- 
vances or  loans  to  the  extent  of  300,000?., 
or  nearly  400,000Z.  for.  the  purpose  of  en- 
couraging works  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.   S.  O'BRIEN:    How  do  you 
make  out  400,000?. 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM:  The  hon. 
Member  calls  on  me  to  state  the  particular 
sums  that  have  been  so  voted.  With  re- 
spect to  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  there  is 
an  absolute  advance  of  50,0002. ;  for  the 
piers  and  harbours  there  is  another  advance 
of  50,000?.  Then,  under  the  Public  Works 
Act,  there  is  an  ordinary  circulating  sum  of 
60,000?.,  which  is  available  this  year  as  well 
as  in  each  succeeding  one.  Then  there  is 
a  further  sum  of  17,000?.  or  1 8,000?.  which 
has  been  specially  granted  for  the  previous 
inspection  of  works  before  they  are  under- 
taken, which  expense  would,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  have  been  partly  paid 
by  the  counties,  and  partly  by  the  promo- 
ters of  the  works.  We  have  also  included 
in  these  Bills  clauses  by  which  drainage  and 
improvement  of  inland  navigable  waters  may 
be  provided  for ;  and  the  many  great  works 
contemplated  of  that  description  will  call 
for  advances  of  120,000?.  or  130,000?. 
We  are  willing  to  enteilain  those  proposi- 
tions in  the  present  year,  and  are  prepared 
to  approve  of  advances  on  that  account. 
There  is,  in  addition,  another  grant  which 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature 
only  about  a  fortnight  ago,  with  reference 
to  the  presentments  by  the  Grand  Jury  at 
extra  sessions,  for  which  another  sum  of 
100,000?.  has  been  specially  demanded. 
Thus,  I  think,  I  have  shown  that  a  sum 
of  nearly  400,000?.  has  been  granted ;  and, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  has 
stated,  instructions  are  given,  upon  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government,  to  re- 
lieve unforeseen  emergencies  which  it 
would  be  inexpedient  in  me  to  detail.  But 
I  may  state,  generally,  that  there  is  no 
portion  of  this  distress,  however  wide 
spread  or  however  lamentable,  for  which 
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Govemment  has  not  endeavoured^  either 
hj  legislation,  by  relief  given  in  money,  or 
by  a  sufficient  supply  of  food,  to  provide  a 
remedy,  or  at  least  an  alleviation.  With 
reference  to  this  particular  case  of  fever,  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.  I  believe  that  the  fever  in  this 
case*  as  almost  always  in  Ireland,  may 
be  traced  either  to  an  insufficiency  of 
food,  or  to  the  use  of  food  of  a  tainted 
kind.  The  great  object,  therefore,  is  to 
check  the  progress  of  fever,  by  providing 
better  food.  The  best  mode  of  doing  this, 
in  reference  to  the  people  there,  is  by  pro- 
viding them  with  work,  and  giving  them 
wages  for  work;  and  I  have  abready  stated 
to  the  House  the  measures  which  have  been 
adopted,  not  only  last  year,  but  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  for  that  purpose.  In  the  course 
of  the  evening,  either  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Bentinck)  or  myself,  may  move  for 
a  copy  of  extracts  from  the  information  we 
have  received ;  and  I  shall  be  most  ready 
to  lay  them  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  smith  O'BRIEN  was  bound 
to  say,  with  regard  to  the  sums  of  money 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as 
having  been,  on  a  former  occasion,  voted 
by  the  House  for  the  relief  of  Ireland,  that, 
as  far  as  his  own  information  went,  not  one 
single  guinea  had  ever  been  expended  in 
the  manner  prescribed.  He  was  also  bound 
to  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  100,000 
of  his  fellow  creatures  in  Ireland  were 
famishing.  He  had  himself  departed  thence 
only  a  week,  and  he  had  more  than  once 
seen  whole  families  sitting  down  to  a  meal 
of  potatoes  which  any  Member  of  that 
House  would  be  sorry  to  offer  to  his  hogs. 
Under  such  circumstances,  did  it  not  be- 
come the  House  to  consider  in  which  way 
they  could  deal  with  the  crisis?  He  would 
tell  them  frankly — and  it  was  a  feeling 
participated  in  by  the  majority  of  Irishmen 
— that  he  was  not  disposed  to  appeal  to 
their  generosity.  There  was  no  genero- 
sity in  the  matter.  They  had  taken,  and 
they  had  tied,  the  purse-strings  of  the  Irish 
purse.  Irishmen  had  been  taunted  and 
belied  by  the  English  press ;  and  now, 
even  in  that  House,  he  saw  something  of 
the  same  character.  But  he  would  not 
dwell  on  such  a  topic  at  the  present  mo- 
moment  :  as  an  individual,  he  thought  that 
the  Irish  people  were  themselves  able  to 
provide  for  the  calamity  with  which  they 
were  visited  out  of  the  national  resources 
of  Ireland  ;  and  he  also  considered  that,  if 
the  House  compelled  the  proprietors  of 
land  iu  Ireland  to  do  that  duty  which  they 


ought  to  do  to  the  people,  there  would  be 
neither  disturbance  nor  starvation.  It  waa 
a  measure  of  that  kind  which  was  wanting. 
They  ought  in  the  very  first  instance,  and 
before  all  else,  to  compel — ^for  nothing  but 
compulsion  would  be  successful — the  ab- 
sentee Irish  landlords,  sqnandering  away 
their  fortimes  in  London  and  in  other  parts 
of  England  and  Europe,  to  return  to  their 
estates,  and  there  to  fulfil  the  ordinary 
duties  whioh  humanity  dictated  to  those 
placed  beneath  them  in  point  of  wealth. 
He  was  indeed  well  aware  that  at  anch  a 
time,  in  such  a  country,  to  allay  such  dis- 
tress, individual  exertion,  however  humane 
and  however  generous,  could  do  little ;  but 
by  something  of  the  nature  of  an  equitable 
Property  Tax,  which  would  affect  not  only 
the  proprietor  of  land,  but  also  those  who 
collected  and  received  a  portion  of  the 
revenue  of  the  land,  a  great  deal  could  be 
done;  and  to  such  a  tax  neither  he,  nor  he 
beHeved,  any  other  Irish  Member  would 
object.  If  tiiey  adopted  measures  founded 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Lords  last  year  by  Lord 
Stanley,  that  of  giving  compensation  to 
tenants  who  had  expended  capital  in  the 
improvement  of  their  farms,  they  would 
be  opening  up  sources  of  employment 
which  had  hitherto,  and  most  unfortu- 
nately, been  completely  unknown.  He 
(Mr.  S.  O'Brien)  had  to  apologize  for 
speaking  on  this  subject;  he  would  not 
have  addressed  the  House  at  all  if  he  had 
not  felt  himself  coerced  to  it.  He  had  also 
to  apologize  for  speaking  in  a  tone  which 
could  not  be  acceptable  to  the  House ;  but 
he  was  sure,  at  the  same  time,  the  House 
would  feel  that,  circumstanced  as  they 
were  in  Ireland,  they  could  not  be  merely 
passive  spectators  of  the  contingencies  with 
which  they  were  threatened.  He  was 
bound  frankly  to  tell  the  truth ;  and  he, 
for  one,  was  not  prepared  nor  disposed  to 
make  an  appeal  to  English  generosity. 
What  Ireland  claimed  from  a  British  Par- 
liament was  just  legislation — a  legislation 
which  should  compel  the  landed  proprietors 
to  do  their  duty  to  the  people — a  legisla- 
tion which,  once  obtained,  would  satisfy 
and  appease  every  demand. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  was  extremely  anx- 
ious to  say  one  word  on  this  subject.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  one  English  Mem- 
ber who  was  inclined  to  treat  the  question 
as  one  of  generosity,  or  who  would  not  be 
ready  to  go  as  far  in  kindness  to  his  ieUow 
subjects  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick, 
or  any  one  else.    Ue  very  much  feared* 
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howeyer,  that  speeckeB  of  the  nature  they 
had  just  heard  would  only  hare  the  effect, 
or  rather  irould  tend  to  create  inflamma- 
tory feelings  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
against  that  House.  He  hoped  that  the 
measures  Govemment  had  adopted,  and 
which  the  House  would  continue  to  sup- 
port, would  satisfy  that  country  how  deeply- 
seated  were  their  feelings  of  conuniseration 
for  that  distress.  They  deeply  felt  for  that 
distress,  and  deeply  did  they  sympathize 
with  their  miseiy.  The  question,  howerer, 
was  how  they  were  to  deal  with  it.  He 
hoped  that  something  better  might  be  de- 
vised than  had  yet  been  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment, though  he  did  not  yet  see  his 
way  clearly.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  Wakley)  had  indeed  shadowed 
forth  something,  but  in  such  vague  and 
indistinct  terms  that  he  feared  nobody  had 
understood  him,  though  he  did  not  believe 
anybody  cared  whether  they  understood 
him  or  not.  It  was,  that  they  were  to  be- 
stow eleemosynary  gifts,  and  to  give  large 
sums  for  the  purchase  of  food.  If  this 
were  what  the  hon.  Member  did  mean,  he 
begged  leave  to  differ  from  him;  for  nothing 
could  be  more  demoralising  than  to  give 
temporary  relief  with  any  view  of  benefit- 
ing the  people.  If  they  did  this,  in  his 
opinion  it  would  not  really  benefit  them, 
and  would  hardly  even  be  received  as 
a  boon.  He  thought,  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork,  that  the  intro- 
duction of  maize  would  to  a  certain  extent 
afford  relief  to  the  destitute  population  of 
Ireland ;  but  he,  for  one,  feared  that  that 
relief  fell  very  far  short  of  what  ought  to 
be  given.  He  very  much  feared  that  the 
alteration  of  the  Com  Law  would  be  inade- 
quate to  give  the  relief  required.  They 
must  apply  some  more  immediate  remedy 
than  ^ving  com  cheap  some  months  hence, 
and  giving  more  some  years  hence.  This 
would  not  meet  the  existing  evils;  still 
less  would  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck, )  to  purchase  oatmeal  and  flour  for 
the  purpose  of  distributing  it  to  the  Irish 
people. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  I  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
imputations  passed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien)  who  opposes  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill  proposed  by  Govern- 
ment, on  the  House,  and  on  the  English 
Members  of  this  House  more  particularly. 
I  think  nothing  can  have  been  more  marked 
than  the  disposition  of  this  House  to  intro- 
duce and  to  adopt  every  measure  which 
could^  by  possibility,  mitigate  the  evils  of 


scarcity,  and  of  disease  consequent  upon 
that  scarcity,  in  Ireland;  and  even  those 
who  dissented  from  the  course  taken  upon 
many  other  points  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  manifested  a  most  earnest, 
most  eager,  desire,  to  co-operate  with  us  in 
this  great  object.  Now,  I  do  not  think,  as 
has  been  said,  that  the  evil  is  of  a  tempo- 
rary nature.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  you 
will  find  that  it  has  much  of  a  character  of 
permanency,  and  that,  at  any  rate,  it  will 
continue  much  beyond  the  present  year; 
and  my  impressions,  ori(i;inally,  were  so 
strong  on  this  subject,  that  they  justified  me 
in  considering  something  more  than  tempo- 
rary measures  should  be  taken.  And  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  we  have  been  occupied  the  whole 
of  this  Session,  so  far  as  it  has  yet  ad- 
vanced, in  giving  precedence  over  every 
other  business  to  those  measures  which 
had  for  their  object  giving  relief  to  Ireland; 
and  whatever  differences  of  opinion  in  other 
respects  may  have  prevailed,  we  were  una- 
nimous in  deferring  every  thing  else  to  the 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  Irish  dis- 
tress. And  they  passed  almost,  too,  with- 
out discussion.  There  was  a  wish  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  give  every  facility; 
and  now  the  hon.  Gentleman  comes  down, 
two  months  or  six  weeks  after,  only  to  say 
that  the  Irish  scorns  to  profit  by  English 
generosity.  He  has  also  proposed  that  we 
should  have  an  Income  Tax  for  Ireland. 
WeU,  will  the  hon.  Gentleman  have  an  In- 
come Tax  for  a  limited  period — ^for  six 
months?  WlQ  he  propose  and  arrange 
the  whole  machinery  of  such  a  task  ?  And 
how  long  does  he  think  it  will  be  before  the 
Income  Tax  for  Ireland,  to  endure  for  a 
limited  period,  shall  pass  this  House  % 
But  then  the  hon.  Gentleman  vrill  say,  the 
reflection  he  makes  is  not  on  English  Mem- 
bers, dr  on  this  House;  it  is  upon  Irish  pro- 
prietors. He  complains  in  his  speech  that 
Irish  proprietors  will  not  perform  that  moral 
duty  which  is  imposed  on  them  and  on  all 
great  landowners — a  duty  which  they  will 
refuse,  he  states,  to  acknowledge  without 
the  interference  of  the  law.  Now,  I  say 
at  once,  that  unless  Irish  proprietors  are 
ready  to  come  forward  and  to  co-operate 
with  the  Govemment,  all  that  the  Govern- 
ment can  do  will  be  of  little  or  of  no  avail. 
I  am  perfectly  certain,  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposed,  by  the  set- 
ting aside  of  a  sum  of  money,  to  mitigate 
either  scarcity  or  famine  in  Ireland,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  grant  it,  if  that 
were  the  only  con3ideratioo>  inthout  a  word 
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of  dissent.  But  I  advise  jou  to  take  care 
that  this  prodigality  of  benevolence  does 
not  defeat  itself.  If  you  choose  to  say  that 
you  willy  without  any  co-operation,  without 
any  local  exertion  whatever,  undertake  to 
feed  the  Irish  people  in  this  time  of  scar- 
city, aU  your  efforts  will  he,  and  must  he, 
useless.  For,  from  that  moment  the  pro- 
clamation has  gone  forth  that  no  individual 
energy  is  asked  for,  that  the  aids  of  local 
authority  are  not  necessary,  but  that  Go- 
vernment will  undertake  the  responsibility 
of  feeding  the  people  of  Ireland,  from  that 
moment  the  Government  alone  will  be  re- 
lied on.  But  then  yon  will  fail :  it  is  local 
exertion  y^u  must  depend  on.  There 
ought  to  be  in  Ireland  with  the  local  pro- 
prietors an  anxious  co-operation,  in  place 
of  an  unfriendly  disregard.  There  should 
be  in  every  direction  local  committees 
formed,  to  give  and  to  spread  information, 
and  to  organize  the  means  of  seconding  us 
in  the  object  we  have  in  view.  I  wiU  ven- 
ture to  say,  on  the  part  of  the  clergy  of  all 
religious  persuasions,  that  they  will  readily 
meet  us  and  assist  us.  It  is  in  vain  to 
throw  this  task  exclusively  on  the  Govern- 
ment and  on  the  House  of  Commons;  with- 
out local  aid  and  co-operation  the  work  will 
not  be  effectually  done.  We  have  proposed 
various  measures;  we  have,  certainly,  not 
advanced  any  suggestions  of  wholesale 
grants  of  money  or  of  food,  because  it 
would  be  an  utter  demoralization  of  the 
people — creating  an  evil  whioh  it  would  be 
impossible  to  cure;  it  would  teach  habitual 
dependence,  and  looking  to  authority  for 
that  which  is  a  moral  duty  for  themselves 
to  perform.  And  I  say  this  not  from 
placing  too  high  a  value  on  the  mere  pecu- 
niary consideration,  but  because  your  be- 
nevolence, to  be  effectual,  ought  to  be  di- 
rected by  caution  and  discretion.  The 
aids  suggested  to  be  given  to  railroads 
cannot  be  of  very  great  moment  for  this 
purpose.  This  distress  is  so  wide-spread, 
and  pervades  so  many  parts  of  the  country, 
that  it  would  be  a  very  doubtful  and  dan- 
gerous experiment  to  concentrate  the  popu- 
lation in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 
railroads.  It  is  not  well  to  make  men 
leave  their  familicH,  and  to  congregate  to- 
gether in  one  district,  for  the  one  object, 
and  thus,  as  it  were,  depopulating  other 
districts,  to  the  total  neglect  of  other  occu- 
pations. It  is  a  matter  requiring  great  cau- 
tion. I  am  disposed  to  think  that  by  giv- 
ing an  assistance  in  extending  smaller  local 
works,  we  shall  be  doing  thiat  which  is  of 
far  greater  importance  than  is  supposed. 


By  what  we  have  done  with  reference  to 
the  coasts  of  Ireland,  we  shall  be  laying 
the  foundation  for  considerable  after-pros- 
perity, and  for  a  great  increase  in  the 
fisheries;  and  2,000^  or  3,0002.  laid  out 
in  this  way  may  do  more  than  by  an  ad- 
vance of  200,0002.  to  some  great  line.  But, 
considering  the  objects  we  have  had  in  view, 
the  manner  in  which  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament has  been  directed  to  this  subject, 
and  the  scarcity  in  Ireland,  I  must  say  I 
think  it  rather  hard  for  an  Irish  Member 
who  has  taken  no  part  in  our  deliberations 
to  come  at  last,  and  declare  that  the  Irish 
people  scorn  to  take  anything  from  English 
generosity,  and  to  insinuate,  in  addition, 
that  we  have  neglected  our  duty  to  his 
country.  I  think  that  had  this  distress 
occurred  in  any  other  part  of  the  country, 
in  Wales  or  in  Scotland,  there  would  not 
have  been  so  unanimous  a  wish  to  afford 
that  relief  we  are  enabled  to  ^ve — a  feel- 
ing manifested  amid  aU  our  many  political 
variances;  and  instead  of  upbraiding  us,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  but  address  ex- 
hortations to  his  own  countrymen,  request- 
ing their  co-operation,  depend  upon  it,  he 
would  do  much  more  than  he  can  hope  to 
do  by  casting  upon  us  these  imputations. 

Mb.  J.  0*CONN£LL  admitted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick  had 
spoken  warmly  upon  this  subject;  but  they 
must  remember  that  he  had  come  from 
Ireland,  where  he  had  witnessed  the  dis- 
tress of  the  people,  and  where  he  had  found 
no  practical  effort  yet  made  to  mitigate  it. 

SSir  J.  Graham  :  Every  application  made 
rom  Ireland  had  been  answered  the  very 
day  it  had  been  received.]  The  effect  of 
that  expenditure  had  not  yet  been  made 
visible.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Limerick  had  been  taunted  with  being 
absent  from  liisduties  in  that  House.  Those 
who  uttered  the  taunt,  ought  to  have 
known  before  they  gave  utterance  to  it» 
that  if  his  hon.  Friend  were  absent,  it  waa 
not  only  with  the  knowledge  and  the  con- 
sent, but  with  the  full  approval,  of  his  con- 
stituents. His  hon.  Friend  had  been  in 
that  place  where  it  was  believed  by  his 
constituents  his  hon.  Friend  would  best 
discharge  his  duty  to  his  country.  He  had 
been  present  at  these  discussions,  and  was 
ready  to  give  his  testimony  to  the  anxiety 
displayed  by  them  in  tliat  House  to  relievo 
the  distress  in  Ireland-^that  testimony  he 
was  bound  to  give,  and  he  tendered  it  in 
the  most  unequivocal  manner.  His  hoo. 
Friend  had  spoken  under  a  strong  fei4ing, 
excited  by  the  taunts  of  a  paper  againsC  tlie 
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Irisli;  of  a  paper — the  Times — which  had 
aided  in  displacing  tlie  Whigs,  aiid  putting 
the  present  Government  in  office.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  suggested  the  imposition 
of  an  ahsentce  tax.  If  ever  there  were  a 
fair  tax,  that  would  he  one;  and  if  they  pro- 
posed it,  he  was  sure  the  Government 
would  receive  a  considerahle  amount  of 
support.  At  least  it  was  worth  their  while 
to  try  what  support  they  might  get.  If 
Government  proposed  it,  they  would  have 
the  support  of  the  Irish  Members — they 
would  gain  tho  warm  sympathy  of  the 
people,  for  all  honest  men  must  desire  to 
see  a  high  tax  imposed  upon  the  heartless 
absentee  landlords  of  Ireland.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  another  cause  for  exasperation, 
though  he  had  not  spoken  of  it  at  the  mo- 
ment— ^that  was  the  Coercion  Bill  which 
was  coming  down  to  them  from  the  other 
House.  That  was  an  unconstitutional,  exas- 
perating, and  unnecessary  measure,  and 
one  too  that  would  utterly  nullify  all  the 
good  effects  that  might  have  followed  for 
any  sympathy  they  had  expressed  for  Irish 
distress.  And  he  might  add — that  was 
a  measure  that  would  have  the  most  dis- 
astrous effects  upon  the  two  countries. 
With  regard  to  what  was  to  be  done  at 
the  present  crisis,  he  would  implore  of 
the  Government  to  let  the  people  have 
food  at  once,  whether  they  gave  it  as  alms, 
or  enabled  them  to  purchase  it  by  the 
efforts  of  their  own  industry.  At  this 
moment  tho  people  in  many  districts  in 
Ireland  were  consuming  the  seed  potatoes, 
so  that  there  was  not  only  the  certainty  of 
famine  this  season,  but  tlie  prospect  of  it 
in  the  succeeding  years.  Witn  thb  distress 
came  the  heavy  burden  of  the  poor  rate,  to 
be  made  still  more  heavy  by  the  present 
measure,  upon  the  occupying  tenants  ;  for 
in  Ireland  the  landlords  threw  the  burden 
of  the  poor  rates  upon  the  occupying  ten- 
ants. As  to  stopping  a  portion  of  the  rates 
from  the  landlord,  he  said  he  should  like  to 
see  the  condition  of  the  unfortunate  tenant 
who  would  dare  to  stop  a  single  penny  of 
poor  rate  from  the  rent  of  his  landlord. 

Mb.  S.  CRAWFORD  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  in- 
consistency which  was  now  manifested  in 
the  working  of  the  new  Poor  Law.  The 
burden  of  enforcing  the  rate  was  thrown 
upon  the  Poor  Law  guardians;  bat  no 
power  was  given  to  them  of  employing  the 
people.  In  making  this  remark,  he  gave 
the  Government  and  the  House  credit  for 
their  intentions  towards  the  people  of  Ire- 
land.    He  wished  to  see  the  land  of  Ire- 
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land  made  liable  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  poor  of  that  country,  who,  if  they  had 
the  claim  upon  the  land  which  the  English 
people  possessed,  would  not  now  be  in  such 
distress.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  under 
discussion,  he  desired  strongly  to  impress 
upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  there  was 
a  necessity  to  provide  for  other  kinds  of 
sickness  than  dysentery,  and  that  provi- 
sions should  be  introduced  into  the  measure 
for  that  purpose.  The  House  should  also 
adopt  measures  which  would  give  a  stimu- 
lus to  private  exertion  in  the  improvement 
of  the  lands  of  Ireland ;  and  that  could  not 
be  done  unless  the  tenantry  had  security 
for  embarking  their  capital.  He  very 
much  regretted  that  no  measures  had  been 
yet  brought  in  founded  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Landlord  and  Tenant  Commission. 
There  were  various  important  recommend- 
ations contained  in  that  Report,  and  he 
would  take  the  present  opportunity  of  pres- 
sing upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of 
considering  the  propriety  of  bringing  in 
measures  founded  upon  them. 

The  Earl  of  MARCH  said,  that  though 
he  disagreed  from  the  general  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  he  thought  it  in- 
cumbent to  rise  and  state  his  opinions  on 
the  subject  under  discussion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien)  had 
told  them  to-night,  in  the  name  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  he  would  not  throw 
himself  upon  the  generosity  of  that  House. 
He  entirely  repudiated  and  repelled  with 
indignation  the  very  idea  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  at  least  were  actuated  by 
the  feelings  that  they  were  "  generous" 
towards  Ireland  in  supporting  the  measures 
which  had  been  introduced  for  the  allevi- 
ation of  distress  in  that  country.  On  the 
contrary,  they  felt  that  they  were  doing 
nothing  more  than  their  duty.  In  the 
year  1822  a  sum  of,  he  believed,  250,0001. 
was  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  relief  of 
Irish  distress,  whilst  nearly  an  equal  amount 
was  raised  in  this  country  by  private  cha- 
rity ;  and  he  now  told  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick,  in  the  name  of  the  people 
of  England,  and  in  the  name  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  sitting  around  him 
(the  Eari  of  March),  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  to  come  down  to  the 
House,  and  state  that  it  was  necessary  for 
the  relief  of  the  people  of  Ireland  that  a 
sum  of  100,0002.,  or  any  other  amount, 
should  be  voted,  they  and  he  would  have 
no  hesitation  in  giving  it  their  Bumori. 

Mr.  SHAW  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
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misinterpreted  the  observations  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  respecting 
Irish  landlords.  He  understood  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr,  O'Brien)  not  to  complain  of 
the  resident  landlords,  but  of  the  absentee 
proprietors.  Moreoyer,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  himself 
cast  an  imputation,  very  unmerited,  on  the 
resident  landlords  of  Ireland — it  was,  that 
they  were  not  ready  to  do  their  part  in  co- 
operating with  the  Qovernment,  to  relieve 
the  distress  of  the  Irish  people.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Shaw)  insisted  that  there  was  no  class 
more  unjustly  maligned  than  the  resident 
landlords  of  Ireland.  It  was  true  that  they 
were  comparatively  few  in  number,  not  ge- 
nerally as  wealthy  as  the  English  proprie- 
tors, and  placed  under  difficulties  to  which 
those  in  that  country  (England)  were 
strangers ;  but  he  maintained  that,  as  com- 
pared with  their  means,  there  was  no  body 
which,  as  a  whole,  did  more  to  improve  the 
condition  of  their  tenantry  and  dependants, 
and  to  alleviate  the  distress  of  the  poor 
that  surrounded  him.  Ho  admitted  and 
deplored  the  great  evil  of  Irish  absenteeism. 
He  saw  great  difficulties  in  an  absentee 
tax ;  and  he  believed  that  neither  tax  nor 
any  other  remedy  could  cure  the  evil,  until 
there  was  that  security  for  life  and  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  which  unhappily  was  so 
much  wanting  at  the  present  time.  He 
willingly  bore  testimony  to  the  universal 
sympathy  for  the  scarcity  and  distress  in 
Ireland,  which  had  been  evinced  by  that 
House  ;  but  he  regarded  it  as  most  unfor- 
tunate that  the  question  of  Irish  famine 
should  have  been  unnecessarily  mixed  up 
with  the  political  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment relating  to  the  general  commercial 
policy  of  the  country.  He  did  not  mean, 
as  otiiers  had  said,  that  the  Government 
had  made  the  potato  failure  in  Ireland  a 
mere  pretext  for  measures  which  had  been 
previously  determined  on ;  but  he  certainly 
thought  that  the  Government,  having  been 
at  first  misled,  and,  as  it  were,  panic- 
stricken,  by  exaggerated  statements  of  the 
extent  of  the  disease,  had  put  it  forward  as 
the  foundation  for  those  measures,  and 
then  found  it  difficult  and  inconvenient  to 
abandon  that  ground.  He  was  still  of  the 
same  opinion  that  he  had  before  expressed 
in  that  House,  in  respect  of  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop  in  Ireland,  namely,  that 
although  there  had  been  a  failure  to  a  con- 
siderable and  lamentable  extent,  still  that 
that  failure  had  been  exaggerated.  He 
had  visited  Ireland  since  his  former  state- 
ment, and  again  consulted  '    *  ^eoi 


as  well  as  the  market  prices  tfarouj^ont 
the  country:  he  would  admit  toe,  that 
there  had  recently  been  an  increase  of  the 
disease  in  the  potato  ;  but  he  still  would 
maintain  the  general  correetuess  of  his 
former  statement — that,  while  there  was 
abimdantly  sufficient  prospect  of  scarcity 
and  distress  in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  to 
require  every  precaution  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  adopt,  in  order  to  alleviate 
them — yet,  that  upon  the  whole,  in  the 
greater  part  of  Ireland,  there  was  either  an 
average  stock  of  potatoes  remaining,  or  a 
more  than  usual  supply  of  other  food  as  a 
substitute  for  them.  He  knew  that  it  was 
unpopidar  to  make  those  statements,  but 
truth  often  was  unpopular — ^it  might  appear 
at  first  sight  unfeeling — Gentlemen  at  the 
other  side  might  represent  it  as  inhuman, 
in  the  present  suffering  condition  of  the 
Irish  people  ;  neverthdess,  none  of  these 
considerations  should  deter  him  from  stat- 
ing, upon  a  question  of  so  great  importance 
what  he  sincerely  believed  to  be  the  real 
facts  of  the  case.  In  providing  for  the 
admitted  scarcity,  he  agi^ed  with  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lynn  (Lord  G. 
Bentinck),  that  it  would  have  been  much 
simpler  and  wiser  for  the  Government  to 
have  purchased  Irish  oats,  and  other  Irish 
food,  where  they  were  produced,  than  to 
have  suffered  them  to  be  exported  in  such 
large  quantities  as  they  had  lately  been, 
and  then  to  have  had  recourse  to  the  round- 
about course  of  bringing  maixe  from 
America.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  said,  that  would  have  had  the  effect 
of  raising  the  price  to  the  English  artisans 
— ^but,  surely,  in  point  of  general  economy, 
it  was  obvious  the  expense  of  carriage  and 
freight  would,  at  all  events,  have  been 
saved  by  purchasing  Irish  food  on  the  spot 
where  it  was  wanting :  it  would  have  been 
more  congenial  too  to  the  taste  of  the  Irish 
people  ;  and  as  maixe  could  be  now  intnv 
duced  at  a  nominal  duty  only,  the  English 
artisans  could  as  well  have  purchased  it. 
With  respect  to  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham),  he 
was  apprehensive  that  it  might  add  con- 
siderably to  the  burden  of  the  Irish  rate- 
payer, which  was  already  sufficiently  weighty : 
but  he  would  not  oppose  that  or  any  other 
measure  which  the  Government,  upon  their 
responsibility,  should  introduce  as  a  tan- 
porary  expedient  to  meet  the  present  ten- 
porary  ern<»ro'«»fM»v  in  Ireland. 

Lor  ^SSELL:  The  sUto- 
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ticular  aeoounts  as  to  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land should  be  obtained.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  most  honourably  to  him- 
self, borne  testimony  a  second  time  to  the 
sympathy  displayed  by  that  House  for  the 
sufferings  of  that  country;  and  that  if 
there  vas  any  measure  the  House  could 
adopt,  or  the  Government  could  propose, 
which  could  tend  to  alleyiate  that  distress, 
and  to  put  the  people  in  a  better  position 
to  meet  the  evil,  the  House  was  ready  to 
sanction  such  a  measure.  But  there  was 
great  danger,  in  adopting  measures  which 
seemed  at  first  view  to  be  most  calculated 
to  relieve  distress,  that  they  might  be  pro- 
ductive of  permanent  misery.  He  remem- 
bered a  large  subscription  having  been  en- 
tered into — ^more  than  150,000^.  he  be- 
lieved—upon occasion  of  great  distress  in 
the  manufacturing  districts;  and  upon  after 
inquiry  it  had  been  found  that  great  mis- 
chief had  been  done  by  the  general  granting 
of  alms,  without  regard  to  the  position  of 
the  recipents  as  regarded  work;  and  he 
had  been  assured  that  many  persons  had 
become  permanently  impoverished  and  pau- 
perised owing  to  the  want  of  care  with 
which  the  funds  had  been  collected  and 
distributed.  He  was  inclined  to  attach 
very  great  importance  to  the  opinions  of 
Mr.  Twisleton,  the  Assistant  Poor  Law 
Commissioner,  and  such  other  gentlemen 
as  the  Government  had  thought  fit  to  con- 
sult upon  the  subject,  with  respect  to  the 
precise  condition  of  the  Irish  population  at 
the  present  moment,  and  in  reference  to 
the  prospects  that  were  probably  opening 
before  them;  and  he  hoped  that  those  opin- 
ions would  before  long  be  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  He  was  par- 
ticularly desirous  of  knowing  what  reports 
Mr.  Twisleton  and  those  who  were  associ- 
ated with  him  were  prepared  to  make  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  distress  prevailing  and 
likely  to  prevail  in  Ireland,  and  as  to  the 
best  method  to  be  adopted  for  remedying 
it.  He  did  not  mistrust  the  measures 
which  had  been  adopted  by  Government 
with  a  view  to  the  relief  of  the  Irish  people. 
On  the  contrary,  he  believed  that  they 
were  prudent,  well-advised,  and  benevolent; 
but  he  thought  it  was  exceedingly  de- 
sirable that  information  should  be  had  from 
time  to  time  from  persons  so  well  qualified 
to  form  an  opinion  on  the  question  as  those 
who  had  been  appointed  by  Government  to 
inquire  into  the  subject — information  both 
as  to  the  extent  of  the  distress,  and  as  to  the 
effects  produced  by  the  remedial  measures 
adopted  by  the  Government  as  they  came 


into  operation.  He  confessed  he  was  sorry 
to  find  that  any  delay,  though  it  were  ever 
so  trifling,  had  tak^i  place  in  carrying 
into  effect  the  Acts  which  since  the  opening 
of  the  Session  had  been  passed  by  that 
House  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland.  It  was 
true  that  those  measures  had  been  but 
recently  enacted;  but  the  very  necessity 
which  had  created  the  occasion  for  their 
immediate  introduction  rendered  it  impe- 
rative that  as  little  delay  as  possible  should 
occur  in  carrying  them  into  operation.  He 
fully  concurred  in  everything  that  had  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
necessity  for  local  exertions  by  the  affluent 
and  wealthy,  with  a  view  to  the  relief  of 
the  people  in  the  present  scarcity;  and  he 
was  of  opinion,  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
that  more  was  to  be  expected  from  such 
exertions  than  from  the  undertaking  of 
railways  or  other  public  works.  These 
great  national  enterprises,  however,  weiie 
not  to  be  disregarded;  on  the  contrary 
they  ought  to  be  taken  in  hand  with  tha 
utmost  zeal;  and  he  trusted  that  the  various 
district  Committees  that  had  been  ap- 
pointed throughout  the  country,  and  which 
were  in  communication  with  the  Govern- 
ment, would  see  the  necessity  of  using  all 
possible  expedition  in  adopting  measures 
for  commencing  the  works  in  their  different 
localities.  He  also  thought  that  it  was  in 
the  highest  degree  desirable  that  such  in- 
formation as  could  with  safety  be  relied  on, 
should  be  submitted  from  time  to  time  to 
the  House,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
proprietors  and  landowners  of  the  country 
were  conducting  themselves,  and  to  what 
extent  they  manifested  an  ^inclination  to 
co-operate  with  the  Government.  Such 
information  would  be  satisfactory  to  that 
House,  and  its  diffusion  would  be  gratify- 
ing to  the  feelings  of  those  amongst  the 
landed  proprietors  who  manifested  a  desire 
to  discharge  their  duty  in  an  exemplary 
manner,  at  the  same  time  that  it  would 
operate  as  a  stimulus  to  others  who  were 
tardy  and  reluctant. 

Sir  R.  peel  remarked  that  the  obser- 
vations which  had  fallen  fh)m  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  appeared  to 
imply  a  charge  against  the  Government, 
that  they  had  exaggerated  the  amount  of 
distress  prevailing,  and  likely  to  prevail,  in 
Ireland.  Now,  all  he  had  to  say  to  this 
was,  to  express  a  hope  that  hon.  Members 
at  all  sides  of  that  House  would  suspend 
their  judgment  until  Monday  next,  when 
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certain  Papers  which  he  then  held  in  his 
hand,  and  which  had  heen  receired  jester- 
daj,  wonld  he  printed,  and  accessihle  to 
alL  It  would  be  then  seen  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  or  had  not  exag- 
gerated the  true  state  of  affairs  in  IreUnd. 

Lord  CLAUDE  HAMILTON  rose  to 
make  some  observations  with  reference  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick.  He  concurred  in  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Qovemment  with  respect  to  the  duty 
which  devolved  upon  Irish  landlords  of 
making  local  exertions  with  a  view  to  alle- 
viating the  distress  which  was  impending 
over  the  Irish  population.  He  repre- 
sented a  county  which  possessed  the  ad- 
vantage of  a  resident  proprietary,  and  he 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  that  the 
landlords  in  that  county,  and  indeed  in 
Ireland  generally,  would  discharge  their 
duty  in  a  becoming  manner,  and  act  up  to 
the  advice  given  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  He  must  vindicate  the  Irish 
landlords  from  the  aspersions  cast  upon  them 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick — ^taunts 
which  came  with  a  peculiar  bad  grace  from 
such  a  quarter.  The  hon.  Member  had  to- 
night, for  the  first  time  this  Session,  made 
his  appearance  in  the  House.  He  had 
neglected  his  own  duties,  both  as  a  land- 
lord and  a  representative,  and  had  devoted 
his  imdivided  time  and  attention  to  the 
task  of  fostering  a  system  of  agitation  most 
pernicious  to  the  best  interests  of  his  coim- 
try.  And  yet  the  hon.  Member  now  came 
over  here  to  cast  censure  on  the  landlords 
of  Ireland;  whereas  the  real  state  of  the 
case  was  this,  that  if  all  the  Irish  land- 
lords were  lihe  himself,  all  the  legislatures 
in  the  world  could  not  save  Ireland  from 
utter  ruin.  The  hon.  Member  feigned  a 
great  anxiety  about  the  Irish  people;  but 
he  was  acting  a  part  hostile  to  their  in- 
terests, by  lending  himself  to  that  baneful 
system  of  agitation  by  which  Ireland  was 
convulsed,  and  prosperity  rendered  unat- 
tainable to  her  population. 

Mr.  SHAW,  in  explanation :  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  has  misre- 
presented what  I  said.  I  did  not  accuse 
the  Government  of  wilful  exaggeration.  I 
did  not  even  accuse  those  who  misled  the 
Government  of  wilful  exaggeration;  but  I 
said,  what  I  am  ready  to  maintain,  that  the 
statements  as  to  the  potato  failure  in  Ire- 
land were  in  fact  exaggerated  ;  and  I  am 
persuaded  that  the  Papers  to  be  produced 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  not  change 
my  opinion  in  that  respect. 


Sir  R.  PEEL  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nuin  (Mr.  Shaw)  said  that  we  were  deceived 
originally,  and  that  we  had  not  afterwards 
the  manliness  to  acknowledge  our  error, 
but  wilfully  persevered  in  it. 

Mr.  SHAW  :  I  did  not  say  that  either. 
What  I  did  say  was,  that  the  Government 
having  been  originally  misled,  had  founded 
their  great  measure  upon  what  I  believed 
to  be  a  false  ground,  and  that  it  was  after- 
wards difficult  to  abandon  it. 

Mr.  BERNAL  believed  that  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  Irish  population  was 
in  the  last  degree  alarming  and  distressing, 
and  such  as  to  command  the  warmest  sym- 
pathy of  that  House ;  and  this  being  his 
feeling,  he  had  heard  with  extreme  sorrow 
what  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  said  respecting 
reports  being  exaggerated.  He  did  not 
require  to  wait  until  Monday  next,  as  liad 
been  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  before  he 
made  up  his  mind  with  respect  to  the  ac- 
tual condition  of  Ireland,  for  he  could  not 
bring  himself  to  believe  that  any  Govern- 
ment would  be  so  imprudent,  so  indiscreet, 
or  so  malevolently  wicked,  as,  for  the  sake 
of  carrying  any  party  or  political  object,  to 
play  with  such  a  topic  as  the  distress  of 
millions  of  human  beings—distress,  too, 
which  verged  upon  the  point  of  starvation, 
pestilence,  and  death.  He  implored  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  approach 
the  consideration  of  this  question  dispas- 
sionately, and,  throwing  aside  all  party 
bias,  to  ask  himself  calmly  and  deliberately 
this  question,  whether,  from  his  own  know^- 
ledge  of  the  character  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  he  thought  it  likely  that  any  of 
them  would  be  so  silly  and  so  wicked  as 
to  mingle,  for  a  petty  party  purpose,  truth 
and  falsehood  indiscriminately  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  topic  of  such  awful  importance 
as  the  condition  of  our  fellow  subjects  in 
Ireland.  If  ever  there  was  a  crisis  which 
demanded  prompt  and  vigorous  exertion  on 
the  part  of  the  Legislature,  the  present  was 
that  crisis,  for  the  lives  of  thousands  upon 
thousands  were  at  stake.  This  was  no  time 
toquibbleaboutpolitico-economic  objections. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary 
had  announced  that  he  had  learned  from 
the  reports  of  persons  who  were  appointed 
to  investigate  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
people,  that  famine  and  typhus  fever  were 
rapidly  approaching.  This  being  the  aw- 
ful state  of  affairs,  was  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  stand  still  waiting  for  the  dilatory 
proceedings  of  railway  companies,  com- 
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misBioners,  and  boards  of  works  ?  It  was 
all  very  fine  to  talk  of  teaching  the  Irish 
people  to  depend  on  themselves,  and  to  buy 
oats  and  barley  for  their  own  use.  Where 
were  they  to  get  money  to  purchase  food  ? 
A  vast  proportion  of  the  Irish  population 
had  no  money  in  their  pockets  to  buy  either 
such  provision  as  was  indigenous  to  the 
soil,  or  such  as  might  be  imported.  What 
arrant  nonsense  it  was,  then,  to  bid  them 
buy  food!  Were  they  to  be  starved  to 
death  pending  the  arrival  of  the  period 
when  riches  would  come  upon  them  ?  Ex- 
traordinary cases  must  have  extraordinary 
remedies.  Let  the  nostrums  of  political 
economists  be  flung  aside.  If  famine  and 
disease  were  approaching,  these  evils 
should  be  met  in  time,  and,  if  possible, 
averted.  Were  the  people  to  starve  and 
rot  in  pestilential  lazars  ?  Certainly  not. 
He  was  anxious  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  would  be  able  to  explain, 
by  means  of  the  Reports  which  he  intend- 
ed to  lay  upon  the  Table,  the  reasons  why 
there  was  not  a  more  accelerated  progress 
made  in  carrying  into  effect  the  measures 
which  had  already  been  passed  in  that 
House  to  facilitate  the  employment  of  the 
Irish  people  in  public  work?  [Sir  Jakes 
Graham  observed  that  the  Bills  in  question 
had  not  received  the  Royal  Assent  until 
within  the  last  few  days.]  The  question 
then  was,  what  were  ^e  Irish  poor  to  do 
in  the  interval  ?  They  were  told  that  it 
was  useless  to  depend  on  the  landlords.  In 
what  a  dilemma  were  the  sufferers  placed  ? 
For  his  own  part,  he  would  declare  that 
there  was  no  proposition,  whether  con- 
formable or  irreconcilable  with  the  princi- 
ples of  political  economy,  which  he  woidd 
not  support,  if  its  tendency  were  to  secure 
the  welfare  and  the  salvation  of  the  Irish 
people. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  wish  to  detain  the  House 
by  any  lengthened  remarks  upon  the  sub- 
ject, with  respect  to  which  general  unani- 
mity appeared  to  prevail ;  but  as  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  appeared 
to  be  under  the  impression  that  some  un- 
necessary delay  had  taken  place  in  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  measures  which  had 
been  lately  passed  by  that  House  for  pro- 
moting public  works  in  Ireland,  he  felt 
himself  called  upon  to  say  a  single  word  in 
explanation.  The  BiU  under  which  autho- 
rity was  given  for  increased  grants  had 
only  been  passed  a  few  days  ago,  and  no 
delay  which  was  at  all  avoidable  had  taken 


place.  Three  days  since  authority  had 
been  given  to  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land to  undertake  important  public  works 
in  the  county  of  Clare  and  the  county  of 
Meath,  these  being  the  districts  of  the 
country  in  which  the  distress  appeared  to 
be  most  oppressing;  and  if  any  delay  h 
taken  place  it  had  unavoidably  resua 
from  the  necessity  of  ascertaining  what 
description  of  works  it  was  most  desirable 
should  be  imdertaken. 

Mr.    POULBTT    SCROPE  observed 
that  there  was  no  measure  which  the  Go- 
vernment could  adopt  with  a  view'to  relieve 
the  distress  and  difficulty  in  which  the 
Irish  people  were  now  placed  which  would 
not  command  his  warmest  and  most  cor- 
dial support.     A  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
censurea  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Smith  O'Brien)  because  of  his  taking 
part  in  the  repeal  agitation;  but  if  any- 
thing could  justify  an  Irishnuin  or  an  Eng- 
lishman in  advocating  the  repeal  of  the 
Legislative  Union  between  the  countries, 
it  was  the  contemplation  of  this  fact,  from 
year  to  year,  that  the  Irish  people  were 
not  treated  as  the  English  people  were  by 
that  House.     He  put  it  to  the  conscience 
of  the  Members  of  that  House  to  say  whe- 
ther they  had  dealt  with  the  people  of  Ire- 
land as  they  had  dealt  with  the  English  peo- 
ple.    In  England  the  peasantry  had  the 
first  claim  on  the  produce  of  the  land,  and 
justly  so,  because  their  labour  went  in  a 
great  degree  to  create  it ;  but  in  Ireland, 
where  the  agricultural  produce  was  created 
by  the  toil  of  the  agricultural  classes  in  a 
much  greater  degree  even  than  in  England 
(for  in  England  the  soil  was  more  indebted 
to  the  expenditure  of  capital  than  in  Ire- 
land), the  population  were  treated  with  no 
such  respect  or  consideration.   In  England 
the  claim  of  the  agricultural  classes  to 
food  was — so  to  speak — ^the  first  charge 
upon  the  soil.     No  man  could  starve  in 
England  as  long  as  means  for  his  support 
were  to  be  found  in  his  parish.   Before  the 
landlord  could  touch  one  penny  of  rent  for 
his  estate,  especial  care  was  taken  that  the 
poor  man  should  not  be  reduced  to  starva- 
tion.   But  this  unhappily  was  not  the  case 
in  Ireland.     In  Ireland  there  were  many 
considerations  which  intervened  between 
the  poor  man*8  claim  and  the  produce  of 
the  land  ;  and  as  long  as  this  was  so,  bow 
could  they  censure  tiie  Irish  people  for 
being  discontented,   and  for  complaining 
that  the  same  measure  of  justice  was  not 
granted  to  them  which  was  awarded  to  the 
people  of  England  ?   The  right  hon.  Baro- 
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net  the  SeeretaTy  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  intimated  his  intention  of 
introducing  a  Bill,  one  of  the  proyisions  of 
which  was  to  give  to  hoards  of  gpiardians 
additional  power  to  grant  relief ;  hut  this 
additional  relief  was  only  to  he  granted  to 
such  of  the  population  as  had  heen  pros- 
trated hy  disease,  and  were  actually 
stretched  upon  the  fever-hed.  It  occurred 
to  him  that  a  much  wiser  and  more  humane 
proceeding  would  he  to  adopt  some  mea- 
sures to  prerent  the  population  from  heing 
reduced  to  such  a  dreadful  condition.  It 
was  an  essential  condition  to  the  right  of 
enjoying  the  relief  which  was  to  he  in  the 
gift  of  the  hoards  of  guardians,  that  the 
applicants  should  he  prostrated  hy  disease; 
hut  this  he  considered  an  impolitic,  cruel, 
and  most  unwise  economy.  In  England 
the  mere  fact  of  a  man  heing  in  a  state  of 
destitution  was  sufficient  to  entitle  him  to 
relief.  Why  should  it  not  he  so  in  Ireland 
as  well  ?  Why  should  illness  he  added 
as  a  necessary  condition  ?  If  any 
person  came  hefore  a  hoard  of  guar- 
dians who  was  supposed  to  he  an  im- 
postor, let  them  apply  the  same  test  to 
him  in  Ireland  as  was  appHed  in  England. 
Let  them  put  him  to  hard  work,  and  they 
would  soon  find  out  whether  he  was  an  im- 
postor or  not ;  or  they  might  apply  the 
further  test  of  outdoor  employment  on  puh- 
lic  works.  Let  them  apply  hoth  or  either 
of  these  tests,  if  necessary ;  hut  let  them 
not  refuse  the  poor  man  in  Ireland  the 
food  that  was  necessary  to  keep  him  in 
health  until  he  was  suffering  from  fever, 
and  then  take  him  in  as  a  fever  patient. 
It  was  proposed  that  an  ahsentee  tax,  or  a 
property  tax,  should  he  estahlished ;  hut 
in  his  mind  the  host  tax  to  he  applied  for 
the  purpose  was  an  ordinary  poor  rate. 
If  the  landlord  found  that  he  must 
maintain  the  people  on  his  property  if 
they  oonld  not  maintain  themselves,  he 
would  come  to  look  after  his  property. 
The  means  of  bringing  the  absentees 
hack  was  to  make  them  responsible  for 
the  duo  safety  of  the  people  on  their 
estates;  and,  inasmuch  as  that  would 
be  a  tax  on  the  rental  of  Ireland,  it  would 
be  the  best  property  tax  that  could  be  ap- 
plied for  the  purpose.  Ho  conceived  that 
the  poor  rate  should  be  applied  for  the 
support  of  the  destitute  out  of  the  work- 
house when  the  workhouse  was  not  capable 
of  affording  them  accommodation.  The 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  coincided  with  that  which  ho  at- 
tempted to  urge  upon  the  Uo  * ' 


that  the  poor  rate  should  be  aj^iBed 
in  the  first  instance  for  the  rdief  d 
this  extreme  destitution.  It  had  been  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  "  let  the  land- 
lords do  theu"  duty;"  and  he  was  one  of 
those  who  said  it  was  the  duty  of  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  to  provide  for  the  poor. 
He  repeated  the  maxim,  "  that  property 
has  its  duties  as  well  as  its  rights,'  and 
he  felt  it  was  the  duty  of  landlords  to  see 
that  the  people  on  Uieir  estates  did  not 
starve.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
wished  to  impeach  the  humanity  or  gene- 
rosity of  the  landlords  of  Ir^nd.  He  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  against  them  as 
a  body ;  but  he  defied  any  one  to  deny 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  however  they 
might  do  their  duty  as  a  body,  individually 
did  not  do  their  duty.  He  repeated,  that 
he  thought  the  property  rateable  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  should  first  be  made  sub- 
ject for  the  support  of  the  poor;  and  if  the 
destitution  became  so  great  that  contri- 
butions were  necessarily  required  from 
individuals  and  from  the  Goveimnent, 
he  should  not,  in  a  great  emergency, 
object  to  it.  He  asked  what  was  the 
amount  of  the  poor  rate  at  present  made  in 
Ireland?  He  doubted  very  much  if  it 
reached  twopence  in  the  pound — he  was 
sure  it  did  not  reach  threepence ;  but 
in  England  the  poor  rate,  on  an  average^ 
was  from  two  to  three  shillings  in  Uie 
pound ;  and  until  something  more  than 
twopence  in  the  pound  was  contributed  to* 
wards  the  relief  of  the  poor  by  the  property 
of  Ireland,  why  should  it  be  said  that  the 
property  of  Ireland  was  overburdened  by 
the  very  natural  and  just  responsibility 
that  was  imposed  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  there  was  now  forced  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  that  which  must  have 
occurred  to  the  minds  of  many  people, 
namely,  when  the  Government  was  m  pos- 
session of  that  important  information  with 
reference  to  Ireland,  and  when  they  had  it 
in  the  month  of  October  last,  surely  it  was 
their  boundon  duty  to  call  togeUier  the 
Parliament  in  the  month  of  November,  by 
which  course  of  proceeding  those  diffieukiea 
of  which  they  now  complained  would  not 
have  occurred.  Those  votes  of  public  mo- 
ney would  then  have  been  taken,  and  long 
before  this  time  that  money  would  have 
been  transmitted  to  Ireland,  and  those  be^ 
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ferer  wluch  bad  arisen  amongst  ihe  people, 
caused  bj  tbeir  pmations,  tbej  migbt  bare 
tbe  bope  of  prerenting,  instead  of  curing, 
tbose  miBcbiefB  wbieb  now  called  for  their 
attention.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  wbat 
answer  tbe  Goremm^it  bad  to  give  to  tbe 
obs^rratioQ  wbicb  so  naturally  arose  on 
tbis  subject.  Tbej  were  in  possession  of 
that  fiill  information  wbicb  did  produce 
considerable  uneasiness  and  disquiet  in 
their  minds ;  and  surely  tbe  natural  course 
to  have  been  taken  with  reference  to  BiUs 
to  furnish  employment  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  was  to  call  together  the  Parlia- 
ment at  the  earliest  possible  period.  If 
they  did  so,  the  money  would  now  be  cir- 
culating in  that  country,  and  tbe  people 
would  not  now  be  in  the  state  which  was 
represented.  As  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  had 
risen  to  make  this  obsenration,  he  would 
say,  that  baring  beard  tbe  speech  of  bis 
right  bon.  Friend  tbe  Recorder  of  Dublin, 
be  must  say,  that  in  his  bumble  opinion  the 
comments  made  in  that  speech  were  most 
unfairiy  made.  He  did  not  hear  bis  right 
hon«  Friend  make  any  statement  stronger 
than  tbis,  that  baring  been  last  week  in 
Ireland,  be  felt  it  a  relief  to  his  mind  to  be 
able  to  say,  that  he  thought  tbe  extreme 
accounts  of  distress  bad  been  exaggerated; 
but  that  be  did  find  the  distress  to  be  great, 
and,  in  fact,  greater  than  was  usual  at 
this  period  of  tbe  year.  He  (Mr.  Bankes) 
thought  there  was  nothing  in  that  state- 
ment which  should  cause  an  imputation  to 
be  cast  on  the  benevolence  of  his  feelings, 
when  he  declared  it  was  a  relief  to  bis 
mind  to  be  enabled  with  truth  to  make 
such  a  statement.  With  reference  to  tbe 
speech  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
which  gave  rise  to  this  discussion,  be  (Mr. 
Bankes)  must  say  it  bad  his  cordial  con- 
currence. He  agreed  in  tbe  bon.  Member's 
obsenrations.  He  coincided  not  only  in 
the  tone — and  ererything  that  fell  from 
him  was  always  in  the  tone  of  humanity — 
but  in  the  spirit  of  his  obsenrations.  He 
must  say  that  tbe  bon.  Member's  speech 
bad  been  much  misrepresented.  The  bon. 
Member  did  not  say  that  the  suggestion  he 
offered  was  to  be  considered  as  one  of  a 
permanent  nature.  The  bon.  Member 
merely  proposed  that  it  should  be  of  a 
temporary  nature,  with  a  riew  to  afford 
the  most  efficacious  remedy  for  tbe  erils 
which  were  now  prevalent.  The  bon. 
Member  said,  inst^d  of  physic,  try  wbat 
food  win  do.  He  concurred  in  that  sug- 
gestion, and  be  trusted  the  Government 
would  give  it  tbeir  attention. 


Sm  VALENTINE  BLAKE  agreed 
with  tbe  bon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  that 
food  was  tbe  thing  required  in  Ireland. 
He  suggested  tbe  improvement  of  waste 
lands  in  Ireland  by  the  Government,  and 
declared  it  to  be  bis  opinion  that  tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien) 
bad  been  hardly  dealt  with. 

Mb.  smith  O'BRIEN  begged  to  be 
permitted  to  say  a  few  words,  but  he  was 
not  going  to  reply  to  the  personalities  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Tyrone. 
He  could  not  think  of  taking  up  tbe  time 
of  the  House  by  observations  of  such  a 
nature;  but  be  would  say,  with  reference 
to  tbe  expenditure  of  money  in  Ireland,  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded,  that  the 
people  who  subscribed  that  money  were 
tbe  best  judges  how  it  should  be  employed. 
He  wished  that  what  he  had  said  diould 
be  distinctly  understood.  He  confessed 
tiiat  his  feelings,  in  common  with  a  large 
number  of  bis  feUow  countrymen,  bad  been 
greatly  exasperated  by  tbe  tone — not  so 
much  taken  in  that  House  as  by  tiie  press 
of  England — ^witb  respect  to  those  mise- 
rable grants.  But  tbe  fact  was,  that  Par- 
liament had  only  granted  them  100,000/., 
for  aD  tbe  rest  were  loans ;  and  be,  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  so  far  as  one 
indiridual  could  speak  in  tbeir  name,  said, 
let  tbem  pass  a  law  to  give  them  the  four 
or  five  millions  which  were  now  drawn  bv 
absentees  out  of  their  country,  and  they 
would  give  tbem  back  their  100,000/.  Ho 
considered  it  to  be  tbe  duty  of  Parliament 
to  give  them  good  laws,  that  would  bring 
the  industry  of  tbe  country  into  Operation  ; 
and  if  Parliament  met  in  the  month  of 
November  to  enact  good  laws,  instead  of 
now  coming  forward  with  a  Coercion  Bill, 
thev  would  not  be  under  the  necessitv  of 
making  those  painful  appeals  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  MILES  said,  if  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  had  been  in  his  place 
during  the  late  discussions,  he  would  have 
found  that  every  Member  on  both  sides  of 
tbe  House  had  been  ready  to  come  forward 
in  every  possible  way  to  assist  tbe  Govern- 
ment in  proriding  for  the  distress  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  AU  tbe  information  the 
Government  had  on  the  subject  had  been 
brought  forward,  and  Government  bad  re- 
ceived the  ready  assent  of  the  House  in 
moring  to  take  off  the  duty  on  maize  and 
all  food  necessary  for  die  people  of  Ireland. 
Moreover,  he  would  tell  tbe  bon.  Member 
that,  if,  instead  of  100,000/.,  the  Govem- 
meut  had  thought  it  necessary  to  ask  for  a 
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TOte  of  ten  times  that  sum,  he  was  certain 
the  British  House  of  Commons  would  have 
readily  assented  to  it  to  relieve  the  distress 
of  the  population  of  Ireland.  But  the  mea- 
sures which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S. 
O'Brien)  proposed,  were  the  very  worst 
that  could  be  devised  to  meet  the  exigency; 
for  months  must  be  spent  in  their  discus- 
sion, during  which  time  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  the  Irish  people  might  perish  of 
disease  and  famine.  What  was  to  be  done 
should  be  done  immediately.  Sanatory 
establishments  for  diseased  persons  should 
be  established  in  all  parts  of  Ireland,  more 
particularly  in  those  districts  where  the 
disease  was  already  prevalent;  and  not 
only  this  remedy,  but  all  remedies  should 
be  brought  at  once  into  operation.  It 
would  be  necessary,  also,  that  they  should 
be  assisted  in  these  efforts  by  the  local 
board  and  the  Irish  clergy  and  priests;  for 
without  their  aid  the  Government  could  do 
little  or  nothing  to  stave  off  the  famine 
which  was  about  to  reach  the  Irish  people. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  wished  to  ask  what 
had  become  of  a  Return  he  moved  for 
about  the  first  day  of  the  Session  ?  He 
then  moved  for  a  Return  of  the  highest 
price  of  potatoes  in  the  different  market 
towns  in  Ireland  on  the  1st  of  February, 
for  each  of  the  last  seven  years.  He 
thought  great  advantage  would  result  from 
the  production  of  these  Papers.  It  must 
meet  the  observation  of  every  Gentleman 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  starving  in 
the  midst  of  plenty.  Only  look  at  the 
imports  from  Ireland  into  this  country. 
He  thought  this  was  the  most  lamentable 
position  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  they 
should  export  so  much,  and  yet  be  starving. 
It  was  a  most  anomalous  position.  It  was 
only  by  these  Papers  that  they  could  see 
the  extent  of  misery  which  prevailed  in 
Ireland,  and  the  necessity  for  measures  to 
render  it  of  less  frequent  recurrence.  He 
wished  to  know  also  the  capacity  of  the 
different  Poor  Law  houses  now  existing  in 
Ireland,  and  the  number  of  their  inmates. 
As  he  understood  they  were  about  to  es- 
tablish new  poorhouses  there,  he  thought 
it  well  that  they  should  first  know  the 
extent  of  the  present  accommodation,  and 
whether  some  of  the  existing  houses  could 
not  be  advantageously  appropriated  for  the 
purpose. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  begged  to  caU  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the  Votes  of 
the  9th  March.     On  that  day  he  wouh'  "    * 
the  Return  he  moved  for  respectin; 
iocs  was  presented,   and  uHcred 


printed.  He  would  also  find  a  statement 
appended  to  that  Return,  to  which  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  calling  the 
hon.  Member's  attention — namely,  that  it 
afforded  no  safe  criterion  for  the  future, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  stated,  that  from  the 
progress  of  the  disease  many  of  the  crops 
would  be  utterly  destroyed  in  the  course  of 
the  month  foUowing.  With  respect  to  ihe 
number  of  workhouses,  he  had  no  objection 
to  a  Return,  if  it  were  wished  for;  but  he 
must  observe,  it  would  be  altogether  use* 
less.  The  hon.  Member  must  see,  that  aa 
the  inmates  of  the  present  workhouses  were 
not  affected  with  disease,  there  would  be 
the  greatest  danger  in  introducing  amongst 
them  persons  who  were  suffering  from  it, 
and  that,  consequently,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  erect  others  for  the  purpose.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  misunderstood  the 
object  of  the  measure,  which  was  not 
to  throw  the  expense  of  providing  these 
hospitals  on  the  British  public,  but  upon 
the  poor  rate  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  R.  a.  FITZGERALD  observed 
that  if  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Limerick  had  expressed  himself  strongly, 
every  allowance  must  be  made  for  his  feel- 
ings. If  that  Parliament  sat  in  Dublin, 
and  English  Members  came  over  there  to 
press  on  the  Legislature  the  distress  of 
their  country,  he  should  hope,  for  the  honour 
of  humanity,  that  they  would  express  them* 
selves  in  terms  not  less  forcible.  As  an 
Irish  Member,  he,  for  one,  begged  to  thank 
his  hon.  Friend  for  his  speech;  and  to  say 
that  he  believed  him  entitled  to  the  heart- 
felt gratitude  of  his  countrymen  for  the 
course  which  he  was  taking,  both  in  the 
House  and  out  of  it.  He  had  heard  it 
said  that  the  distress  of  the  Irish  people 
was  exaggerated.  For  his  own  part,  he 
believed  no  language  could  adequately  de* 
scribe  it;  and  he  knew  for  a  fact,  that,  in 
his  own  county  of  Waterford,  there  were 
40,000  people  with  little  or  nothing  to 
support  them. 

Mr.  YILLIERS  said,  one  observation 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  So- 
mersetshire (Mr.  Miles)  seemed  to  him  so 
remarkable  that  he  would  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  it.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  it  was  a  distressing  thing  that, 
while  there  was  so  much  distress  among 
the  people  of  Ireland,  we  should  be  im- 
porting their  produce.  Now,  ho  would 
i  just  suggcs*  Member  a  mode  of 
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this.  He  believed  the  price  was  not  higher 
here  than  in  Ireland.  Then  let  their  pro- 
duce remain  there,  and  let  the  Irish  people 
consume  their  own  produce.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  another  thing.  In 
his  benevolence  towards  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, he  would  restrict  the  commerce  of 
the  country,  forgetting  that  without  the 
employment  it  afforded,  the  people  would 
have  still  less  money  in  their  pockets  to 
buy  food.  Let  the  hon.  Member  inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  he  would  find  that 
whenever  there  was  distress  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts  the  Irish  people  were 
more  distressed  than  at  other  periods.  Let 
the  hon.  Member  reflect  that  there  were 
600,000  Irish  people  in  this  country  who 
were  dependent  upon  the  prosperity  of  our 
manufactures,  and  that  it  was  that  pros- 
perity which  enabled  them  to  put  money 
into  their  pockets  when  they  returned  to 
Ireland.  He  had  heard  two  hon.  Members 
(the  hon.  Members  for  Limerick  and  Stroud) 
advocate  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  They 
offered  two  reasons  in  support  of  that 
measure.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  P.  Scrope)  said  he  did  not  wonder 
the  gentlemen  of  Ireland  were  for  repeal, 
when  he  considered  how  different  was  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  that  of 
the  people  of  England.  His  hon.  Friend 
entered  into  a  lengthened  detail  of  his 
views  on  the  subject;  but  he  asked  him 
whether  it  might  not  all  be  summed  up  in 
this,  that  he  thought  it  necessary  to  have  a 
poor  law  in  Ireland?  But  he  would  ask  his 
hon.  Friend,  if  they  were  to  repeal  the 
Union,  and  there  was  a  Parliament  sitting 
in  Dublin,  and  legislating  for  Ireland,  whe- 
ther he  believed  the  first  measure  they 
would  adopt  would  be  a  law  taxing  them- 
selves for  the  support  of  the  poor  ?  He  be- 
lieved that  if  they  were  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  an  efficient  Poor  Law  in  Ireland, 
they  must  be  indebted  for  it  to  the  Legisla- 
ture of  England.  There  was  another  great 
evil  they  had  heard  of  as  the  second  rea- 
son, and  that  was  the  absence  of  landed 
proprietors  from  Ireland.  Now  that  was 
really  not  the  fault  of  the  Legislature  of 
England.  But  he  would  ask  his  hon. 
Friends  from  that  country  if  they  did  not 
find  some  estates  there  of  non-resident 
landlords  better  managed  than  those  of  re- 
sidents, and  that  it  was  not  a  condition  of 
residence  that  the  poor  should  be  taken 
poor  of,  and  estates  be  well  managed  ?  For 
himself  he  thought  there  was  no  necessaiy 
connexion  between  these  matters. 

Mn.  SCROPE  explained  that  he  did  not 


advocate  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  Ho 
merely  said  that  if  he  were  an  Irishman, 
and  saw  the  interests  of  Ireland  were  not 
regarded  by  the  Imperial  Legislature,  he 
should  advocate  that  mode  of  obtaining 
justice  for  his  countrymen. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  ideas  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Villiers) 
were  so  concentrated  on  the  one  object  of 
free  trade,  that  he  could  not  see  any  cir< 
cumstanccs  which  might  render  its  adop- 
tion more  or  less  advantageous  at  one  time 
than  another.  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  perfect  fallacy. 

Mr.  finch  said,  if  all  the  Irish  corn 
were  to  be  driven  out  of  the  English 
market,  he  did  not  see  how  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  benefited  by  the  pros- 
perity of  English  manufactures.  The  great 
cause  of  Irish  suffering  was  the  want  of  a 
demand  for  labour;  and  the  greatest  curse 
that  could  be  inflicted  upon  Ireland  would 
be  the  introduction  of  the  produce  of  Po- 
lish or  Russian  laboiu*.  In  his  opinion 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  had  taken  the 
fittest  course  in  the  measure  before  the 
House  to  remedy  the  existing  evil;  and 
though  he  differed  with  them  upon  other 
points,  he  considered  that  they  deserved 
the  thanks  of  the  country  for  their  prompt 
exertions  to  put  an  end  to  famine  and 
disease. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

CUSTOMS  AND  CORN  IMPORTATION 

REPORT. 

The  Report  on  the  Customs  and  Corn 
Importation  Resolutions  was  brought  up. 
On  the  Question  that  they  be  read  a  Se- 
cond  Time, 

Mr.  SPOONER  thereupon  rose  to  move 
that  the  Resolutions  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  He  felt  bound  to 
make  this  Motion,  because  he  considered 
they  were  about  striking  a  fatal  blow  at 
the  prosperity  of  this  country,  and  to  put 
at  hazard  the  national  credit,  by  the  remo- 
val of  protection  to  British  industry — that 
system  under  which  commerce,  agriculture, 
and  manufactures,  had  attained  their  pre- 
sent state  of  greatness  and  renown.  It 
was  under  that  principle  of  protection  to 
native  industry,  that  they  had  been  able  to 
compete  successfully  with  foreign  coun- 
tries; under  that  system  had  grown  up 
their  ships,  their  Colonies,  and  their  com- 
merce, which  had  excited  even  the  envy 
and  admiration   of  Napoleon  Bonaparte^ 


\ 


1011        Cuitom  and  Cam  {COMMONS}         Imporuaim  Bepwi,        1012 


who  declared  he  would  give  half  of  his 
empire  for  them.  He  thought  that  hj 
ahandoning  that  principle  they  would  he  in 
BcriouB  danger  of  losing  these  advantages. 
What  grounds  had  heen  urged  for  ahan- 
doning this  principle  ?  They  had  heen 
told  that  experience  had  proved  that  those 
articles  from  which  protection  had  heen 
removed,  had  increased  in  price  ;  in  fact, 
that  by  the  removal  of  protection,  the 
price  of  the  article  had  universally  in- 
creased. [Sir  R.  Peel:  The  price  uni- 
versally increased !  T  did  not  say  so.]  lie 
regretted  if  he  had  misrepresented  the 
right  hon.  Baronet ;  hut  he  certainly  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  argue 
from  the  fact,  that  the  price  of  cattle  had 
risen  under  the  provisions  of  the  late  Tariff 
- — that  the  diminished  protection  had  proved 
a  benefit  rather  than  an  injury  to  the  in- 
terests for  which  protection  had  been  taken, 
lie  thought  that  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  already  fully  an- 
swered. It  was  proved,  beyond  a  doubt, 
that  the  price  which  butchers'  meat  had 
maintained,  had  arisen  from  causes  very 
different  from  the  removal  of  protection. 
He  would  not  weary  the  House  by  details 
upon  the  subject ;  but  he  might  just  briefly 
state,  that,  owing  to  disease  and  a  dry 
season,  graziers  were  obliged  to  send  their 
cattle  to  market  before  they  were  fat — they 
had  no  food  for  them:  added  to  this,  a 
panic  had  seized  the  graziers  on  account  of 
the  Government  measure — a  low  price  was 
the  natural  consequence  of  these  things  at 
the  time,  and  a  short  supply  in  subsequent 
years,  which  short  supply  naturally  in- 
creased the  price.  He  would  not  go  at 
length  into  a  refutation  of  all  the  arguments 
that  had  been  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  showing  how  the  removal  of  pro- 
tection had  favourably  influenced  trade  and 
manufactures  ;  but  he  would  just  mention 
one  department  of  manufactures,  which 
came  under  his  own  immediate  knowledge 
— the  glove  trade — ^for  he  resided  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  largest  glove  manu- 
factories in  England.  This  experiment 
was  the  first  tried  in  free  trade ;  and  the 
effect  of  this  experiment  was,  that  out  of 
100  manufactories  existing  at  that  time  in 
Worcester,  there  were  only  forty  now  re- 
maining ;  and  by  the  last  census,  there 
were  800  houses  vacant  in  that  city.  He 
knew  a  niunber  of  glove  manufacturers, 
who  were  maintaining  their  families  in 
comfort,  contributing  their  shares  towards 
the  public  burdens  and  to  an  increase  of 
the  wealth  of  the  country,  who  were  thrown 


out  of  employment,  and  driven  into  indi- 
gence for  the  remainder  of  their  days, 
by  the  removal  of  protection.  What  be- 
came of  the  poor  operatives  who  had  been 
brought  up  to  this  trade,  and  could  do 
nothing  else?  Their  labour  was  their 
capital — ^their  skill  had  been  rendered 
valueless — they  were  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, could  work  at  none  other,  they 
became  a  burden  upon  society,  and  were 
reduced  to  the  utmost  destitution.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London,  had,  in  his  work  on  the  Constitu- 
tion, shown  the  fallacy  of  the  argument, 
that  when  one  employment  fails,  another 
can  be  taken  up;  he  stated  that  it  could 
not  be  done — ^the  blacksmith  could  not  be- 
come a  silk  weaver;  he  showed  that  it  was 
not  safe  to  be  guided  by  general  princi- 
ples, but  that  they  should  look  to  practical 
effects,  and  take  care  how  they  meddled 
with  trade.  Not  only  in  Worcester,  but 
in  Hereford  and  the  adjoining  neighbour- 
hood the  glove  trade  was  extensively  car- 
ried on;  but  in  many  of  the  latter  districts 
there  was  not  now  a  vestige  of  it.  Was  it 
not  mere  clap-trap,  therefore,  to  talk  of 
buying  in  the  cheapest  and  selling  in  the 
dearest  markets  ?  They  bought  cheapest 
in  the  French  markets,  in  this  instance, 
and  they  paid  very  dearly  for  it,  indeed,  for 
they  ruined  a  very  important  branch  of 
their  own  manufactures.  Cheapness  did 
not  always  consist  in  the  small  quantity  of 
money  paid  for  an  article;  for  although  at 
a  low  price,  the  article  was  often  too 
dearly  bought,  when  at  the  expense  of 
their  own  trade :  to  the  money  paid  must 
be  added  the  cost  of  the  destruction  of  ca- 
pital, and  the  ruin  of  the  individuals  whoso 
skill,  whose  capital,  and  whose  labour  was 
involved  in  the  issue.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Lynn  had  shown  so  clearly 
and  so  ably  the  evils  which  the  removal  of 
protection  had  caused  in  the  silk  trade,  that 
he  felt  it  unnecessary  to  enter  upon  it.  No 
one  could  have  listened  to  the  unanswered 
and  unanswerable  speech  of  that  noble 
Lord,  without  being  convinced  of  the  evil 
which  resulted  from  what  was  called  buying 
in  the  cheapest  and  selling  in  the  dearest 
market.  The  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  been  answered — they  were  irre- 
fragable. It  was  a  vain  anticipation  for 
hon.  Members  to  expect  that  any  measures 
under  the  present  monetary  system,  would 
ensure  continued  prosperity  to  trade  and 
manufactures.  Every  year  showed  that 
some  branch  of  industry  was  in  great  dis^ 
tress  and  depression.     Manufactures   suf- 
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fered  one  year— then  agriouliure;  they 
probably  both  revived  in  another  year;  and 
then  it  was  imagined  that  the  country  was 
in  a  prosperouB  state.  But  it  was  all  a 
false  prosperity.  After  the  termination  of 
the  war  in  1815,  very  general  and  extreme 
distress  ensued.  Of  course,  causes  for 
this  were  sought.  First,  they  blamed  the 
change  from  war  to  peace;  but  the  evil 
remained  so  long  that  practical  men  be- 
gan at  length  to  see  that  it  could  not  be 
attributable  to  that  cause,  and  they  were 
forced  to  find  out  another.  It  was  next 
attributed  to  over^abundant  harvests;  the 
bounties  of  Providence  were  blamed  as  the 
cause  of  national  suffering.  Then  followed 
the  time  of  wet  seasons,  and  the  distress 
was  ascribed  this  time,  with  too  much 
truth,  to  the  bad  weather ;  but  that  tem- 
porary evil  passed  away,  and  still  the  na- 
tion suffered;  and  then  they  were  driven 
to  search  for  some  other  cause.  It  was 
next  attributed  to  our  having  too  many 
people;  and  emigration  was  proposed  as 
the  remedy.  We  were  to  ship  off  our 
surplus  population.  But  of  what  did  that 
surplus  consist?  Not  the  drones  of  so- 
ciety. They  would  have  been  of  no  more 
use  abroad  than  they  were  at  home.  No; 
it  was  the  industrious,  the  skilful,  and 
the  small-capital  men  of  the  country  that 
were  to  be  exported;  and  to  show  how 
little  of  real  knowledge,  or  of  sound  judg- 
ment, were  brought  to  bear  on  the  subject, 
he  would  mention  the  singular  fact,  that  at 
the  time  to  which  he  alluded,  two  Commit- 
tees were  sitting  upstairs,  who  carried  on 
their  deliberations  next  door  to  each  other, 
the  one  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  more 
com  from  coming  into  the  country,  and  the 
other  to  send  away  the  mouths.  Too  many 
loaves,  and  too  many  men — such  was  the 
singular  paradox  which  these  Committees 
attempted  to  meet.  Such  were  the  reme- 
dies which,  i^m  time  to  time,  had  been 
adopted  for  these  ever-recurring  evils. 
Now,  what  was  the  master  evil — ^what  was 
the  cause  of  all  their  distress — ^the  cause 
which  was  even  now  in  operation,  and  which 
woidd  certainly  not  be  removed  by  the  pro- 
positions that  were  now  before  the  House  ? 
He  did  not  know  whether  he  dared  to  men- 
tion it;  but  he  would  throw  himself  upon 
the  kind  indulgence  of  the  House.  He 
never  had  in  that  House  at  any  length 
entered  into  consideration  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  ho  would  entreat  them  to  hear 
him,  while  he  briefly  explained  what  he 
really  thought  was  the  cause  of  all  their 
distresses,  and,  havbg  done  that,  he  would 


ImporiaUon  Report,        1014 

leave  it.  The  monster  evil  was  the  Cur- 
rency Bill  of  1819.  [Latighter^  and  cries 
of  •*  Hear,  hear  !"]  He  knew  that  it  was 
his  misfortune,  and  a  deep  and  a  heavy  mis- 
fortune he  felt  it  to  be,  to  differ  ft-om  a 
large  majority  of  the  House;  but  he  would 
not  shrink  from  stating  his  opinions  in  op- 
position to  theirs;  for,  as  long  as  he  held 
a  seat  in  that  House,  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  declare  his  opinion.  He,  therefore, 
would  not  shrink  from  stating  as  his  opin- 
ion, that  to  the  Bill  of  1819  was  to  be  at- 
tributed all  those  alternations  of  fklse  pros- 
perity, and  consequent  reactions  of  adver- 
sity, they  had  been  struggling  with.  Ever 
since  the  Bill  of  1819,  remedies  had  been 
applied  to  the  ever-recurring  evils,  and  ap- 
plied in  vain.  They  had  refused  to  Inquire 
into  the  real  cause  of  these  evils,  and  till 
they  did  so,  they  never  would  find  a  re- 
medy: and  he  warned  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  R.  Feel)  that  his  present  propositions 
would  prove  as  complete  a  failure  as  any 
of  the  remedies  that  had  been  formerly 
proposed.  They  might  say  Committees 
had  been  appointed.  But  how  had  those 
Committees  conducted  their  inquiries  f 
Would  it  be  believed,  that  on  the  first  in- 
quiry, which  was  instituted  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  following  incident  occurred 
between  a  noble  Lord  and  a  director  of  the 
Bank  of  England.  The  director  was  throw- 
ing out  a  hint  that  it  might  be  a  dangerous 
step  to  adopt  the  course  then  proposed  of 
returning  to  a  gold  payment.  He  was  met 
by  Lord  Qrenville  in  this  curious  way.  His 
Lordship  said — 


**  Sir,  we  sent  for  you  not  to  tell  us  of  the  con- 
sequences of  returning  to  a  gold  standard — ^not  to 
give  an  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  attempt; 
but  we  sent  for  you  to  ascertain  the  best  way  of 
carrying  out  this  object  —  an  object  which  we 
have  already  resolved  upon." 

That  remark  at  once  shut  the  mouths  of 
practical  men;  and  those  who  saw  the 
dangers  which  were  coming  were  pre- 
vented from  laying  before  the  country 
their  opinions  on  this  essential  point.  In 
order  to  a  real  inquiry  into  the  merits  of  this 
subject,  they  must  call  before  them  prac- 
tical men,  not  pseudo-philosophers — ^men 
who  bigotedly  adhered  to  abstract  prin- 
ciples, without  regard  to  the  obstacles 
that  lay  in  the  way  of  reducing  them  to 
practice.  He  would  illustrate  his  meaning 
by  an  idea  that  just  occurred  to  him.  Sup- 
pose a  man  were  in  a  wood  on  a  fine  star- 
light night;  he  did  not  know  his  way  out, 
except  generally  that  his  way  lay  towards 
the  north.     He  fixed  his  ^e,  therefore, 
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upon  the  polar  star,  and  proceeded  con- 
fidently onwards,  but  before  going  far  he 
came  to  a  deep  river  over  which  he  could 
not  pass,  and  thus  in  spite  of  himself  he 
was  obliged  to  turn  back   to  the  south. 
That,  he  thought,  was  an  exact  illustra- 
tration  of  the  value  of  abstract  principles 
without  regard  to  practical  difficulties.  Yet 
this  was  the  course  now  adopted.     They 
were  all  for  free  trade,  never  minding  the 
difficulties  into  which  these  principles  and 
a  circulation  based  on  bullion  would  throw 
the  country;  not  caring  for  the  destruction 
of  capital,  manufactures,  and  trade  :  they 
had  resolved  to  go  back  to   the   ancient 
standard  of  value,  caring  nothing  for  the 
consequences   that  ensued,  showing  that 
without  hesitation  they  would  destroy  a 
nation  rather  than    abandon   what    they 
caUed  a  principle.     He   called  upon   the 
House  not  to  expect  any  good  from  the 
plans  that  were  now  proposed,  for  he  be- 
lieved they  would  produce  a  great   and 
severe  aggravation  of  the  evil.     He  hoped 
they  would   rather  follow   the   advice   of 
the  right  hon.   Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  who  once 
thought  as  he  now  did.     It  was  that  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  taught  him  on  this  great 
subject;  and  though  he  might  now  think 
proper  to  dispense  with  his  fot*mer  speeches 
and  publication,  he  could  not  get  rid  of  the 
impression  those  speeches  and  that  publi- 
cation had  made  upon  him.     He  was  the 
admiring  pupil    of  the    hon.  Baronet  of 
Netherby.  He  could  not  be  an  unconvinced 
follower  of  the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  of 
State.     But  it  might  be  said,  what  was 
wrong  in  the  Bill  of  1819  ?     Ho  would  teU 
them  in  a  few  words.     They  commenced 
the  war  with  a  debt  of  300,000,000^,  and 
with  a  trifling  depreciation  in  the  currency. 
They  went  on,  and  during  the  war  the 
debt  increased  to  800,000, 000^.,  and  they 
had  created  a  depreciation  in  the  currency 
of  more  than  33  per  cent.    What  did  they 
do  at  the  end  of  the  war  ?     They  resolved 
at  once  to  go  back  to  the  ancient  standard 
of  value.  They  said  the  public  faith  required 
it,  and  that  they  had  always  intended  to 
go  back  to  that  ancient  standard.     But 
how  could  hon.  Gentlemen  hold  that  opin- 
ion when  they  recollected  what  took  place 
in  1810  and  1811  ?     In  the  first  of  these 
years,  after  a  debate  of  five  nights,  and  in 
the  second  year,  after  a  debate  '^^  "<▼  '^r 
seven  nights,  they  came  to  this 
conclusion — and  he  was  not  8 
right  hon.   Friend  the  present 
)f   the  Treasury   himself  hat 


the  proposition — that  there  was  no  depre- 
ciation in  the  currency — ^that  there  was  no 
departure  from  the  standard  value — ^that  a 
II,  note  and  a  shilling  were  for  all  legal  pur- 
poses of  equal  value  with  a  golden  guinea; 
and  yet  after  this,  in  1819,  they  called 
upon  the  country  to  recognise  the  depre- 
ciation which  before  they  denied  to  exist. 
They  said  that  justice  required  them  to 
re^m  to  a  point  which  they  formerly  de- 
clared they  had  never  left,  and  to  find  a 
remedy  for  an  evil  which  they  before  de- 
clared had  no  existence.  But  it  ought 
to  be  remembered  that  country  gentle- 
men and  others  confiding  in  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  House  in  1810,  had  made 
settlements  for  their  younger  children 
— had  entered  into  mortgages  and  agree- 
ments, having  no  fear  of  the  country  re- 
turning to  the  ancient  standard  of  value, 
because  this  House  had  declared  that  they 
had  never  moved  from  it.  They  expected, 
therefore,  that  the  charges  they  had  made, 
and  the  burdens  they  had  consented  to, 
would  remain  in  force  to  be  measured  in 
the  currency  in  which  they  had  been  in- 
curred. But  these  persons  were  at  once 
turned  round  upon  by  the  House,  who  said 
to  them,  we  must  return  to  the  ancient 
standard  of  value.  But  they  were  not  even 
content  with  that — ^they  did  more  than  re- 
turn to  the  ancient  standard  of  value.  The 
ancient  standard  consisted  of  gold  and 
silver  jointly,  with  precautions  against 
melting  and  exportation.  He  knew  that 
those  precautions  were  evaded;  but  he 
knew  that  the  evasion  took  place  at  consi- 
derable risk;  but  now  they  had  altogether 
thrown  the  trade  of  exportation  open,  and 
removed  the  moral  checks  which  formerly 
existed  ;  and  the  effect  of  the  present  mea- 
sure would  be  to  aggravate  the  evil,  as  the 
buUion  would  more  than  ever  be  exported 
for  com.  He  knew  this  was  denied  on 
the  other  side,  as  it  was  argued  that  fo- 
reigners would  take  our  manufactures  in 
exchange;  but  he  thought  such  results 
would  not  ensue.  Foreigners  bringing 
their  com  to  this  country  would  have  the 
option  of  taking  the  taxed  manufactures  of 
this  country  in  exchange;  or  they  had 
another  option,  and  that  they  would  make 
use  of,  of  going  to  the  Bank  of  England 
for  gold,  .-• "'  •^'*"  carrying  that  gold  away 
and  bu;  ^he  untaxed  mannfaA 
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that  the  gold  would  go  out  of  the  country 
which  ought  to  he  spent  in  the  wages  of 
lahour  at  home;  causing  a  want  of  food  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  a  want  of 
the  means  of  paying  the  wages  of  lahour. 
With  reference  to  the  suhject  in  hand,  he 
hegged  to  say,  that  he  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him  on  this  important  point — 
that  protection  to  native  industry  was  es- 
sential to  the  prosperity  of  all  classes  in 
the  country.  He  would  say  more — that  it 
was  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
puhlic  credits-essential  to  the  safety  of  the 
Crown — essential  to  the  well-being  of  the 
conununity.  On  what  principle  could  they 
defend  the  introduction  of  foreign  labour 
to  compete  with  home  labour,  unless  the 
two  were  placed  on  equal  terms  ?  He  be- 
lieved they  were  all  agreed  in  this,  that 
taxation  fell  ultimately  upon  labour ;  and 
therefore  he  claimed  protection,  not  for 
any  class,  but  he  claimed  it  for  the  British 
labourer;  for  as  he  bore  a  large  share  of 
the  taxation  of  this  country,  no  foreigner 
ought  to  be  permitted  to  compete  with  him, 
unless  he  contributed  the  same  share  to 
the  taxation  and  the  local  burdens  of  the 
country.  That  principle  this  country  had 
always  maintained,  and  it  was  by  the  main- 
tenance of  that  principle  that  she  had  risen 
to  such  a  high  station — ^that  she  had  been 
enabled  to  establish  her  ships.  Colonies, 
and  commerce.  He  wished  to  preserve 
them.  It  was  essential  to  maintain  the 
principle  of  protection,  if  this  kingdom 
were  to  be,  as  she  had  ever  been,  the  mis- 
tress of  the  seas,  the  envy  and  admiration 
of  the  world.  He  hailed  the  passing  of 
the  Canadian  Com  Bill,  for  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  free  trade  with  all  our 
Colonies.  They  ought  to  be  treated,  as 
what,  in  fact,  they  were,  parts  of  the 
British  Empire :  like  counties,  as  much  an 
integral  portion  of  the  kingdom  as  Dorset- 
shire and  Hampshire.  They  had  adopted 
that  principle  with  respect  to  Canada;  but 
what  were  they  now  doing  ?  They  were 
about  to  take  the  cup  which  they  had 
raised  to  the  lips  of  the  Canadians,  and  to 
dasli  it  to  the  groimd.  Canada  was  pre- 
paring for  the  new  com  trade — she  had 
built  mills — she  had  sown  a  greater  breadth 
of  land;  but  now  the  corn  to  compete  with 
the  produce  of  this  country  would  come, 
not  from  the  Canadians,  who  would  take 
our  manufactures  in  return,  but  from  coun- 
tries on  the  Continent,  who  woidd  take  our 
gold  in  return.  In  illustration  of  this,  he 
stated  that  he  met,  two  days  ago,  a  gen- 
tleman in  a  railway  carriage  near  Coven- 


try, who  told  him  that  several  large  orders 
for  watches  from  Canada  had  already  been 
countermanded,  because  the  Canadians  saw 
that  the  necessary  effect  of  the  proposed 
measures  would  be  to  stop  the  importation 
of  corn  from  Canada.  He  (Mr.  Spooner) 
thought  it  right  to  say,  that  while  he 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friends  near  him  on 
the  principle  of  protection,  he  differed  from 
them  on  the  question  of  the  sliding-scale, 
which  he  thought  militated  against  the  only 
principle  on  which  protection  could  be 
claimed.  Protection  was  claimed  and  given 
on  this  principle,  that  whatever  articles 
came  into  this  country  must  bear  an  equal 
share  of  taxation  with  corresponding  pro- 
ductions of  this  country.  Now,  that  was 
not  the  principle  of  the  sliding-scale.  The 
duty  was  not  laid  according  to  the  taxa- 
tion bearing  on  the  home  produce,  but 
according  to  the  price  which  the  home  pro- 
duce brought  in  the  market.  He  believed 
that  the  sliding-scale  aggravated  the  evils 
of  the  monetary  system,  because  under  it 
com  was  kept  up  till  it  reached  its  highest 
average,  and  then  a  great  glut  was  sud- 
denly let  in  upon  the  market.  He  thought 
the  sliding-scale  bad  in  principle,  atid  it  had 
been  proved  to  be  bad  in  practice;  but  much 
as  he  preferred  a  fixed  duty,  even  that,  under 
the  present  system  of  currency,  would  be 
totally  inefficacious.  These,  he  begged  to 
state,  were  no  new  doctrines  of  his  own. 
They  were  opinions  which  had  been  pub- 
lished in  the  year  1826  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary;  and  he  would 
assure  his  right  hon.  Friend  that  nothing 
would  remove  from  his  mind  the  impression 
his  writings  had  produced;  and  he  would 
tell  his  right  hon.  Friend  now,  that  he  did 
not  believe  he  would  rise  and  say  he  had 
altered  his  mind.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  pi'oceeded  to  quote  the  following  pas- 
sages fi'om  Sir  James  Graham's  work  on 
Com  and  Currency: — 

**  It  is  impoBflible  to  establish  a  fixed  protecting 
duty  with  ^dmess,  when  the  standard  of  value  is 
itself  unfair.  This  appears  to  me/*  said  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  addressing  the  landownei*s,  *•  the  very 
core  of  the  whole  subject — the  point  on  which  you 
have  committed  the  most  fatal  errors.  You  liavo 
fought  for  high  prices,  and  concurred  in  measures 
which  render  them  impossible.  You  liave  retained 
your  monopoly,  but  consented  to  a  change  in  the 
value  of  money,  which  must  destroy  its  efficacy. 
The  ground  which  you  still  endeavour  to  defend  is 
no  longer  tenable  ;  and  the  points  which  you  sur- 
rendered, ensure  your  defeat.  If  I  might  venture 
to  allude  to  the  conduct  of  the  landed  interest  in 
this  last  Session  of  Parliament,  I  Hhould  say,  that 
it  affords  conclusive  evidence  of  the  blindest  ad- 
herence to  the  single  object  of  hl.i^h  prices,  cou- 
pled with  an  entire  misapprehension  of  the  means 
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occasioned  by  cirenmstancea  wUch  would 
again  occur — which  had  compelled  the 
Bank  of  England  to  withdraw  the  circu- 
lating medium  to  force  prices  down  to  the 
level  of  the  Continent,  in  order  to  retain 
gold  in  this  country.  Hence  the  misery, 
the  discontent,  which  they  all  so  deeply 
deplored;  and  he  warned  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  at  no  distant  period  he  would 
see  the  same  distress  recurring.  The  na- 
tion was  again  upon  the  eve  of  a  great 
change.  Many  plans  had  been  tried  to 
cure  evils  pressing  upon  the  nation,  but 
without  avail.  A  large,  sudden,  and  evan- 
escent amount  of  trade  had  recently  mani- 
fested itself  in  the  countiy.  This  could 
not  last.  Commerce  would  again  languish; 
and  if  the  moment  recurred  when  a  high 
price  of  food  followed  a  reduction  of  wages, 
the  consequences  would  not  be  obviated  by 
such  measures  as  were  now  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  evil  would 
then  be  enhanced  by  the  loss  of  the  g^ld 
which  would  leave  the  country.  That  evil 
would  be  greatly  aggravated  by  the  disap- 
pointment which  would  bo  felt  by  the  work- 
ing classes,  who  were  led  to  expect  from 
the  proposed  measures  a  low  price  of  food, 
and  a  continuance,  at  least,  of  the  present 
rate  of  wages.  In  this  they  would  be  sorely 
disappointed.  Before  he  sat  down,  he 
would  say  a  few  words  to  his  noble  and 
hon.  Friends  on  his  right  hand,  who  more 
immediately  represented  the  landed  inter- 
est. Did  they  wish  that  the  aristocracy 
should  maintain  the  position  they  had  so 
long  held — a  position  essential  to  the  pre- 
servation of  our  ancient  institutions — ^the 
integrity  of  the  Constitution,  and  the  safety 
of  the  Crown  ?  Did  they  wish  to  retain  their 
titles  and  estates,  and  to  hand  them  down 
inviolate  to  their  descendants?  Let  them 
examine  this  question,  use  the  power  they 
possessed,  and  force  the  Ministers  to  insti- 
tute a  searching  inquiry  into  the  cause  of 
the  evils  of  which  they  complained.  They 
must  not  trust  to  a  continuance  of  the  svs- 
tem  which  had  ever  proved,  and  would 
prove  inefficient  for  the  purposes  for  which 
they  advocated  it.  He  would  call  also 
on  the  fundholder,  if  ho  wished  his  pro- 
perty to  be  rendered  safe,  and  if  he  de- 
sired that  public  credit  should  continue 
unassailed,  to  oppose  the  measure  now  be- 
fore the  Hoiisi*.  and  to  join  the  landlords 
in  comf  -^ster  to  institute  in- 

quiry, the  merchant  ' 

%nufa  sired  to  sccv 

^B  t(  beir  depend 

^c  to  be  real 


by  which  this  object  might  be  attained,  and  of  the 
general  prinoiploB  on  which  prices  must  depend. 
The  price  of  commodities,  and  of  com  amongst 
the  rest,  is  compounded  of  two  ingredients — of  the 
supply  in  the  market  compared  with  the  demand, 
and  also  of  the  value  of  money  ;  itself  the  mea- 
sure of  value,  liable,  however,  to  great  variation, 
in  proportion  to  its  quantity." 

He  found  also  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, in  speaking  of  the  compact  which  he 
affirmed  to  have  been  made  between  the  land- 
lords and  those  who  concerted  and  main- 
tained the  monetary  measures  introduced 
in  1819,  thus  expresses  himself: — 

**  For  it  is  well  known,  that  in  this  last  Session 
(1825)  they  bargained  with  the  King's  Ministers 
to  support  the  further  contraction  of  the  currency, 
on  condition  that  the  Government  did  not  destroy 
their  monopoly  by  a  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws." 

And  then  farther,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
remarked — 

'*  So  far  from  urging  the  Government  to  bring 
separately  under  the  view  of  the  Legislature  the 
questions  of  currency  and  corn,  it  was  the  decided 
interest  of  the  landowners  to  have  insisted  on  a 
careful  revision  of  both  these  subjects  conjointly. 
They  are  in  themselves  intimately  blended ;  it  is 
absurd  to  talk  of  price  without  reference  to  money : 
and  it  is  impossible  to  alter  the  quantity  of  money 
without  affecting  prices.  Disjointed  discussion  on 
these  two  vital  points  is  the  precise  cause  of  the 
dangerous  conclusions  now  sanctioned  by  Parlia- 
ment, which  threaten  with  ruin  and  degradation 
the  whole  class  of  existing  proprietors." 

Now,  he  would  appeal  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  whether  he  still  held  those  opin- 
ions. If  his  right  hon.  Friend  did  not,  he 
hoped,  before  this  debate  was  brought  to 
a  close,  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  give 
the  House  some  clear  and  substantial  rea- 
sons for  his  change  of  opinion  ;  and  if  his 
right  hon.  Friend  did  so,  he  would  not  say 
that  he  would  not  be  converted,  but  he 
would  not  surrender  his  opinions  while  un- 
converted, and  he  must  continue  to  hold 
his  present  views.  Much  had  been  said 
of  the  danger  that  had  pressed  upon  them 
a  few  years  ago,  when  they  had  a  bad 
trade  and  high  provisions.  No  one  could 
be  more  sensible  of  that  danger  than  he 
was,  living  at  the  time  in  a  manufacturing 
district,  and  being  an  active  magistrate  in 
the  neighbourhood ;  but  he  could  tell  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govommcnt  that  the  high  prices 
of  provisions  did  not  cause  the  bad  state  of 
trade.  No,  the  bad  trade  arose  from  cir- 
cumstances which  could  be  easily  oxplaine<l 
in  Committee,  or,  in  that  House,  if  he  were 
not  afraid  of  trespassing  upon  t^-'-  '—'-^ 
gence.  But  if  they  would  f' 
Committee  to  investigate  these 
would  show  that  that  distree 
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and  to  put  down  that  system  of  wild  speou- 
latibn  by  wUch,  though  some  had  made 
large  fortunes,  multitudes  had  been  ruined 
— to  j(Hn  in  calling  for  and  in  forcing  this 
inquiry.  To  the  statesman  he  would  say 
— ^if  he  were  desirous  to  restore  harmony, 
to  put  an  end  to  the  unconstitutional  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Anti-Corn-Law  League, 
and  to  other  dangerous  meetings — if  he 
wished,  by  restoring  prosperity  to  ail  classes, 
to  maintain  peace,  safety,  and  prosperity 
— ^to  yield  this  inquiry,  and  no  longer  de- 
lude himself  by  expecting  efficiently  to  re- 
medy the  evils  imder  which  we  had  so 
long  BuBfered,  while  a  system  was  main- 
tained that  had  so  long  been  the  great 
monster  evil,  aggravating  every  other  evil, 
and  paralysing  every  remedy.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  submitting  his  Mo- 
tion to  the  House. 

Sib  G.  clerk  said,  the  original  Mo- 
tion, to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  moved 
an  Amendment,  was,  that  they  should  take 
into  consideration  the  Report  upon  certain 
Resolutions  which  had  been  agreed  to  in  a 
Committee  of  that  House,  for  the  purpose 
of  making  alterations  in  the  duties  levied 
upon  the  importation  of  certain  articles  of 
Customs.  Before  that  Report  was  brought 
up,  numerous  petitions  had  been  presented 
to  that  House,  setting  forth  the  inconveni- 
ence which  every  description  of  trade  in 
the  country  was  suffering  in  consequence 
of  the  uncertainty  which  prevailed  as  to 
whether  any  or  what  reductions  were  to 
take  place.  He  believed,  though  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  might  exist  as  to  some  of 
the  propositions  included  in  the  Resolutions 
before  the  House,  yet  that  with  respect  to 
the  propriety  of  a  very  large  proportion  of 
those  reductions^  in  duty,  there  was  no 
difference  of  opinion  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  the  representa- 
tive of  one  of  the  greatest  manufacturing 
and  commercial  towns  in  the  country,  had 
professed  to  meet  those  Resolutions  by  pro- 
posing that  they  should  be  reported  that 
day  six  months;  but  the  main  argument  of 
his  speech  was  that  a  great  mistake  had 
been  committed  some  years  ago  with  regard 
to  the  an*angement  of  the  monetary  sys- 
tem of  the  country;  and  he  contended  that 
a  Committee  should  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire whether  all  the  causes  of  the  distress 
of  the  country  were  not  owing  to  the  mea- 
siu'e  of  1819?  It  was  no  doubt  a  matter 
of  the  greatest  importance  to  this  country 
that  our  currency  and  monetary  system 
should  be  placed  upon  a  substantial  and 
suro  foundation;  but  he  confessed  he  was 


extremely  surprised  that  upon  ihat  occa- 
sion, when  every  hour  was  of  consequence* 
the  hon.  Member  should  have  attempted  to 
divert  the  attention  of  the  House  from  the 
question  properly  before  it  to  that  subject. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  attempted  to  have 
shown  that  some  injurious  consequences 
would  have  arisen  to  the  country  in  conse- 
quence of  the  adoption  of  certain  of  these 
measures.  [Mr.  Spooneb  :  I  intend  to  do 
so  by  and  by.]  If  the  hon.  Member  meant 
to  do  so  by  and  by,  he  felt  it  to  be  quite 
unnecessary  to  consume  the  time  of  the 
House  now.  He  was  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  saying  that  this  was  only  a 
preliminary  step.  When  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to  particular  items,  he  should  feel 
bound  to  state  the  reasons  which  had  iur 
duced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  pro* 
pose  these  deductions.  As  it  was,  after  the 
explanation  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
given,  he  felt  that  he  should  be  only  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  if  he  went  on  now. 
Mb.  NEWDEGATE  did  not  know  whe- 
ther many  hon.  Members  were  aware  of 
the  fact,  that  contemporaneously  with  the 
introduction  of  these  great  free-trade  mea- 
sures a  Bill  had  been  proposed  and  read  a 
second  time  for  extending  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  of  1819  (of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  complained)  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  The  course  adopted  by  the 
Government  was  this — ^that  whilst  they 
brought  in  measures  to  expose  our  domestic 
industry  to  foreign  competition,  and  there- 
by to  reduction  of  price,  they  at  the  same 
time  introduced  measures  restrictive  of  the 
currency,  which  would  also  depress  prices; 
thereby  doubly  attacking  native  industry 
and  the  value  of  its  products.  He  knew 
the  subject  was  distasteful  to  the  House; 
but  he  was  quite  confident  that  they  could 
not  fully  appreciate  the  effect  of  any  great 
measures  like  the  present,  which  would 
cause  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  price 
of  the  articles  produced  by  the  labour  of 
the  country,  if  they  looked  solely  at  the 
question  of  price  as  a  matter  between  the 
supply  and  demand  for  those  articles,  and 
knew  nothing  of  the  relation  of  the  medium 
of  exchange  to  articles  which  were  to  be 
exchanged ;  for  price  consisted  of  two  ele- 
ments :  the  relation  of  the  articles  to  be 
exchanged  to  each  other ;  and,  secondly, 
of  their  relation  to  the  medium  of  exchange 
— of  the  value  to  be  given  by  each  party 
for  the  use  of  it.  Those  who  considered 
price  without  reference  to  this  second  ele- 
ment, saw  only  half  its  bearing. 
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Mr«  SPOONER  did  not  wish  to  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division.  He  only  desired 
to  point  out  the  real  aspect  of  matters,  and 
in  some  degree  to  point  attention  to  the  in- 
jury which  had  arisen  from  measures  that 
had  hitherto  heen  passed.  He  would, 
therefore,  withdraw  the  Motion  he  had 
proposed. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  Resolutions  to 
be  read  a  second  time. 

On  the  Question  that  Bronze  Manufac- 
tures not  enumerated,  be  charged  with  a 
duty  for  every  lOOi.  value,  10^., 

Mr.  SPOONER  said,  that  if  the  pro- 
posed  reduction  of  duty  with  regard  to 
articles  of  bronze  of  foreign  manufacture 
were  agreed  to,  several  valuable  manufac- 
tories in  Birmingham  would  be  destroyed, 
end  a  great  many  men  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment. He  would  move  the  omission  of 
the  article,  and  that  the  present  duty  be 
retained. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  hoped  his  hon.  Colleague 
would  withdraw  his  Motion.  He  could  not 
understand  upon  what  principle  they  could 
abolish  protection  as  regarded  land,  and  not 
as  regarded  manufactures^  He  had  told 
his  constituents  that  if  the  duty  on  foreign 
com  were  taken  off,  they  would  have  to 
submit  to  the  duty  on  foreign  manufac- 
tures being  reduced,  or  perhaps  abolished. 
He  had  called  upon  them  to  deliberate 
upon  the  subject,  and  to  decide  one  way  or 
the  other,  and  they  had  accordingly  de- 
cided on  trying  the  policy  of  reduction. 
The  only  fault  which  he  found  with  that 
policy  was,  that  the  whole  of  the  protective 
duties  were  not  equally  reduced,  and  upon 
that  point  he  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  whether  he  would  take 
measures  at  the  end  of  three  years  for  ac- 
complishing that  object  ? 

Sir  R.  peel  would  answer  the  ques- 
tions of  both  hon.  Gentlemen.  The  first 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  had  stated 
that  if  the  protective  duty  on  foreign 
bronze  articles  were  reduced  from  15?.  to 
10?.  several  bronze  manufacturers  in  Bir- 
mingham would  be  ruined.  Now  what  had 
been  the  effect  of  the  present  duty  ?  The 
whole  amount  of  duty  paid  on  the  importa- 
tion of  articles  of  bronze  of  foreign  manu- 
facture during  the  last  year  M-as  only  78Z. 
They  were  now  going  to  continue  a  duty 
of  10  per  cent,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  undertaken  to  prophesy  that  the 
bronze  manufacturers  of  Birmingham  would 
be  ruined.  He  hoped  that  prediction  would 
be  recorded,  for  it  would,  perhaps,  be 
worth   whUe  to  remember  it.     lie  would 


venture  to  say,  that  with  a  duty  on  the 
foreign  article  of  10  per  cent,  the  bronze 
manufactures  of  Birmingham  would  not 
be  ruined ;  and  that  in  a  year  hence  the 
amount  of  duty  paid,  though  it  might  ex- 
ceed 78/.,  would  not  be  such  as  to  cause 
the  sUghtest  apprehension.  With  respect 
to  the  question  of  the  other  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  he  thought  he  had  very 
wisely  dissented  from  the  opinion  of  his 
Colleague.  The  hon.  Member  had  asked 
him  the  question  which  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite hskd  asked  him  the  other  night — 
viz.,  whether  he  was  prepared  to  fix  any 
particular  period  when  the  protection  now 
continued  should  terminate  ?  That  was  a 
question  for  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who  re- 
presented the  manufacturing  interest  should 
come  forward  and  say  that  there  should  be 
a  particular  time  at  which  such  protection 
should  absolutely  cease,  he  was  not  at  all 
sure  that  he  would  not  acquiesce  in  their 
views. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  wished  for  free  trade  in 
the  true  sense  of  the  word,  and  thought 
that  as  the  duty  had  been  reduced  on  the 
manufactured  article,  the  duty  on  copper 
ore,  a  raw  material,  should  also  be  reduced. 

Mr.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  that  upon  the 
question  now  before  the  House,  he  wished 
to  observe  that  he  had  consulted  a  portion 
of  his  constituency  residing  in  Birmingham, 
because  he  had,  of  course,  been  desirous  of 
not  advancing  opinions  on  matters  on  which 
he  did  not  possess  the  opinions  of  practical 
persons ;  and  he  could  assure  the  House 
that,  day  by  day,  as  the  measure  was  more 
fully  seen,  so,  day  by  day,  did  the  opinion 
gain  ground  that  distress  must  follow,  if 
passed  into  a  law ;  and  that  those  who  felt 
its  effects  would  not  easily  be  able  to  reco- 
ver the  injury  it  must  do  them.  In  support 
of  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  he  would  read  a  letter  to 
the  House  he  had  received  from  a  person  to 
whom  he  had  applied  for  information :  not 
feeling  himself  capable  of  affording  a  prac- 
tical opinion,  he  had  obtained  the  judgment 
of  one  far  better  versed  than  himself  in 
the  matter.  This  letter,  as  he  had  before 
observed,  would  support  the  statement  made 
by  one  of  the  Members  for  the  town  of 
Birmingham ;  and  it  had  emanated  from 
one  of  the  largest  manufacturers  in  the 
place,  who  said  he  had  also  consulted 
several  of  the  principal  merchants  there, 
and  their  conviction  was,  that  in  those 
cases — 

*♦  Whei'e  much  manual  labour  was  required,  free 
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some  equivalent  should  be  giren  to  them  ; 
and  as  bronze  powder  was  an  article  much 
used  in  paper-staining,  he  would  propose 
that  it  should  be  allowed  to  come  in  duty 
free.  With  regard  to  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  foreign  paper,  he  believed  that  the 
rich  alone  would  be  benefited  by  it.  On 
the  common  paper  the  duty  would  be  pro- 
hibitory, and  the  only  paper  that  would 
come  in  would  be  that  which  would  be  used 
in  such  houses  as  those  in  Grosvenor- 
square.  At  the  present  moment,  he  was 
sorry  to  state,  that  a  great  number  of  the 
employers  of  these  paper-stainers  had 
given  notice  to  their  men,  that  they  did 
not  intend  that  any  loss  which  might  arise 
from  the  proposed  reduction  shoidd  come 
out  of  their  profits,  but  that  it  should 
come  out  of  the  wages  of  those  whom  they 
employed.  A  manufacturer  at  Islington, 
who  employed  about  sixty  hands,  had  given 
such  a  notice;  and  in  another  establish* 
ment  conditional  orders  had  been  accepted, 
the  employers  holding  back  one-fifth  of  the 
men's  wages  until  ^e  Tariff  was  settled. 
In  the  event  of  its  being  passed,  one-fifth 
would  be  deducted  from  the  wages  of  these 
parties,  and  that  he  thought  would  be  very 
unfair  towards  them.  In  1842  the  duty 
was  Is,  It  was  then  proposed  to  reduce  it 
to  3d, ;  but,  in  consequence  of  representa- 
tions which  were  made  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  it  was  allowed  to  remain 
unaltered.  It  was  now  proposed  to  re- 
duce it  to  2d.,  and  with  such  a  duty  the 
paper-stainers  of  this  country  believed  that 
they  would  not  be  able  to  compete  with  the 
foreigner.  On  the  best  sort  of  paper  made 
in  this  country  there  was  an  excise  duty  of 
2^d.,  while  the  foreigner  paid  no  excise 
duty  at  all ;  and  he  thought  that  if  any 
alteration  was  to  be  made,  the  paper- 
stainers  should  at  least  be  allowed  to  im- 
port bronze  powder  duty  free,  it  being,  as 
he  had  stated,  much  used  in  their  trade. 

Sir  Gt.  clerk  said,  he  had  recently 
received  a  deputation  from  the  paper* 
stainers  on  the  present  subject,  to  whom 
he  had  explained  that  what  they  had  to 
pay  in  this  country  in  the  way  of  excise 
duties  did  not  by  any  means  act  as  an  in- 
jury to  them,  in  consequence  of  the  extent 
of  the  virtual  protection  which  their  manu- 
facture enjoyed.  With  respect  to  the 
bronze  powder  of  Birmingham,  it  had  been 
admitted  that  that  article  had  recently  so 
much  improved  that  it  was  now  generally 
used  in  this  country  in  preference  to  that 
of  foreign  production.  That  body  had  also 
allowed  that  with  respect  to  design,  the 
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oompetition  with  France,  Belgium,  and  Prussia, 
would  be  very  injurious,  and  unless  we  obtained  re- 
ciprocal favours,  would,  in  many  instances,  be  ruin- 
ous," the  labour  there  being  so  much  cheaper.  The 
writer  added — **  The  greater  part  of  the  Birming- 
ham and  SheiBeld  articles  are  now  prohibited  from 
entering  France;  and  on  the  remainder  the  du- 
ties are  so  great  that  very  few  of  any  kind  are 
sent ;  pretty  nearly  the  same  is  the  case  in  Prussia 
and  Belgium ;  the  duties  on  all  English  manufac- 
tured articles  have  been  increased  within  the  last 
few  years  in  every  country  in  Europe,  and  the 
greatest  possible  efforts  are  being  made  by  each 
Government  to  supply  their  own  wants." 

The  document  he  had  read  might  be  taken 
as  a  true  index  of  the  opinion  held  by  his 
constituents  in  the  town  of  Birmingham, 
and  fully  corroborated  the  statement  made 
by  one  of  the  hon.  Members  for  that  town. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
would  not  press  his  Amendhient.  At  the 
same  time  he  must  say,  that  the  Resolu- 
tion recognised  a  principle  which  by  right 
should  be  extended  to  the  farmer.  Al- 
though the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
say  when  he  would  take  off  the  remaining 
duties,  he  must  ask  what  chance  any  other 
duty  had  of  being  maintained  merely  as  a 
protection,  and  not  as  a  revenue  duty,  now 
that  the  keystone — ^as  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite called  it — of  protection  was  gone. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  he  expected 
to  see  the  time  when  the  manufacturers 
woidd  come  and  ask  him  to  take  off  all  re- 
maining protective  duties  ;  but  even  there 
he  showed  more  regard  to  the  manufac- 
turers than  he  had  done  to  the  farmers, 
for  he  had  not  heard  that  the  farmers  had 
yet  gone  up  in-  procession  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  implore  him  to  take  away  their 
protection.  As  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
claimed  credit  for  being  so  far-sighted, 
perhaps  he  was  also  clear-sighted;  in  that 
case,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
conferring  an  obligation  upon  him  (Mr.  S. 
O'Brien),  and  his  friends,  by  explaining  by 
what  process  he  proposed  to  distinguish 
buck-wheat  meal  from  wheat  meal.  He 
would  challenge  any  man,  even  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Stamford, 
who  generally  saw  as  far  into  a  millstone 
as  any  man,  to  distinguish  the  one  from 
the  other  by  their  appearance. 

On  the  Question  that  the  duty  on  Bronze 
Powder  be  102 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  said,  it  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  he 
had  presented  a  petition,  signed  by  500  of 
the  paper-stainers  of  the  metropolis,  com- 
plaining of  the  proposed  reduction  of  duty 
on  foreign  paper.     It  was  but  fair  that 
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foreign  manufacturers  generally  excelled 
them;  and  the  acknowledgment  of  infe- 
riority  in  this  respect,  on  their  parts,  was 
calculated  to  encourage  the  public  to  pa- 
tronise the  foreign  manufacture  in  pre- 
ference to  the  home.  But  he  considered 
that  the  beat  mode  by  which  the  manufac- 
,  turers  of  this  country  would  improre  in  the 
matter  of  design,  was  by  exposing  them  to 
Compete  with  the  foreign  manufacturer. 

Mr.  Alderman  THOMPSON  considered 
the  silk  weavers,  the  hatters,  the  boot  and 
shoe  makers,  as  well  as  the  paper-stainers 
and  every  other  home  manufacturer,  would 
have  equally  to  complain  of  this  foreign 
competition. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Upon  the  Question,  that  **  Butter  the 
cwt.  lOs,  stand  part  of  the  Resolution," 

Mr.  GROGAN  objected  to  any  reduc- 
tion of  the  import  duties  upon  butter.  He 
said  it  formed,  if  he  might  so  speak,  almost 
the  staple  manufacture  of  many  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  that  even  with  the  present 
rate  of  duty  the  Irish  farmers  were  barely 
able  to  compete  with  foreigners.  How, 
then,  he  would  ask,  could  they  expect  to 
do  80  when  the  duty  was  reduced  from  21  s, 
to  I0«.,  as  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ?  He  argued  that  the  effect  of 
this  reduction  would  be  to  drive  Irish  but- 
ter almost  entirely  out  of  the  market ;  and 
he  could  not  conceive  how  any  Irish  Mem- 
ber could  with  propriety  support  the  pro- 
Sosition  of  the  Government  to  receive  the 
uty.  From  the  years  1827  to  1841, 
the  exportation  of  Irish  butter  into  Por- 
tugal had  decreased  from  29,909  cwt.  to 
5,900  cwt.,  whilst  the  importation  of  fo- 
reign butter  into  this  country  during  the 
same  period  had  increased.  Under  these 
oircumstances  he  thought  it  was  not  unrea- 
sonable to  ask,  that  protection  should  be 
continued  upon  butter  and  cheese.  In 
1842,  when  the  Tariff  was  under  considera- 
tion in  that  House,  it  was  considered  as  an 
act  of  justice  to  Ireland,  that  the  articles 
of  butter  and  cheese  should  not  be  inter- 
fered with.  He  could  not  see  now,  why, 
under  a  pretext  of  impending  ftimine,  the 
Government  should  endeavour  to  deprive 
Ireland  of  one  of  her  most  desirable  sources 
of  industry.  He  was  surprised  that  Irish 
Members  had  not  raised  their  voices  against 
this  proposition;  but  as  they  had  not,  he 
should  GO  BO,  and  should  endeavour  to  ex- 
clude both  cheese  and  butter  from  the  Ta- 
riff.    He  should  oppose  the  Motion. 

Sir  G.  clerk  was  not  surprised  at 
the  oppoaition  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the 


proposed  reduction  of  duty  upon  cheese 
and  butter,  especially  when  he  considered, 
as  had  been  observed  by  the  hon.  Member, 
that  they  formed  the  staple  manufacture 
of  Ireland.     The  hon.  Member  had  stated 
that  no  reduction  was  made  in  the  duties 
upon  these  articles  in  the  Tariff  of  1842, 
because  it  would  have  been  considered  an 
act  of  injustice  to  Ireland  to  have  done  so. 
Now,  he  begged  to  state,  that  the  sole 
ground  upon  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  resisted  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  was  solely  upon 
the  ground  of  revenue,  the  amount  of  duty 
being  200,0002.  per  annum.     He  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member,  however,  to  the 
state  of  the  butter  trade  up  to  the  year 
1816,  when  the  duty  upon  foreign  butter 
was  not  more  than  3$,  per  cwt.,  and  up  to 
which  iuhe  the  butter  trade  in  Ireland 
flourished  ;  and  looking  to  the  increase  in 
that  trade  in  Ireland  since  1816,  he  could 
not  see  reason  to  apprehend  danger  from 
the  importation  of  foreign  butter.      ThB 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the  exporta- 
tion of  Irish  butter  to  foreign  coimtries  had 
decreased;  but  he  had  not  stated  the  quan* 
tity  which  had  been  sent  from  Ireland  into 
Great  Britain.     Now  the  fact  was,  that 
the  article  of  butter  being  one  of  prime  and 
necessary  consumption  in  this  country,  had 
increased  in  a  greater  proportion  than  the 
increase  of  population.     Unfortunately,  in 
1825  there  was  no  official  account  of  the 
quantity  of  butter  import^  into  this  coun- 
try from  Ireland ;  but  it  had  been  ascer- 
tained upon  data  on  which  perfect  reliance 
might  with  safety  be  placed,  that  the  quan- 
tity of  butter  imported  into  Great  Britain 
from   Irehmd,  from   1825  to   1837,  had 
nearly  doubled,  being  not  less  at  the  pre- 
sent time  than  1,000,000  cwt.     The  price 
of   foreign    butter    imported    into    Eng- 
land was,  and  always  had  been,  regulated 
entirely  by  the  price  of  the  Engli^  mar- 
kets.    It  was  well  known  that  when  trade 
was  prosperous  generally  throuf^out  the 
manufacturing  districts,  that  a  larger  quan- 
tity of  butter  was  required  than  this  coun- 
try  was  able  to  produce ;  it  was,  therefore, 
necessary  for  them  to  get  a  supply  from 
other  sources  ;   but  he  thought,  that  in- 
stead of  the  competition  of  the  foreigner, 
in  the  article  of  butter,  having  an  injurious 
effect  upon  the  Irish  producer,  it  would 
tend  to  stimulate  him  to  greater  exertiona 
to  improve  by  every  means  in  his  power 
the  maaufactoro  of  so  ncceasaiy  an  article 
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of  life ;  and  if  this  was  the  result,  he  could 
only  Bay,  that  the  Irish  would  have  no- 
thing to  apprehend  from  foreign  compe- 
tition, more  especially  with  a  protectire 
duty  of  10«.  per  cwt.,  which  he  considered 
quite  ample.  He  helieved  the  result  of 
this  proposition  would  he,  that  Irish  hutter 
would  he  so  improved  as  to  he  ahle  to  com- 
pete with  the  hest  foreign  butter  produced. 
He  admitted,  however,  that,  considering 
the  article  of  hutter  to  he  one  of  necessity, 
the  duty  was  only  to  he  justified  on  ac- 
count of  the  large  amount  of  revenue. 

Mr.  J.  TOLLBMACHE  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  would  press  the  ques- 
tion to  a  division ;  and  if  he  did  not,  he 
should  himself  feel  it  necessary,  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  proposed  duty. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  had  stated  that,  after  all, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  need  not  be 
alarmed,  for  no  great  deal  of  butter  would 
be  imported.  This  reduction  involved  the 
alternative,  that  if  no  more  butter  was 
imported  than  last  year,  there  would  be  a 
loss  of  revenue  ;  but  if  there  was  double 
the  quantity  imported,  it  woidd  compete 
successfully  with  our  own  production,  which 
was  deprived  of  protection. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
only  considered  the  producers,  but  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  forget  the  consumer. 
By  this  reduction  revenue  was  risked,  but 
he  was  confident  that  it  would  be  made  up 
by  increased  consumption  ;  nor  would  the 
increased  importation  injure  the  agricul- 
tural interest,  for  such  an  injury  depended 
on  the  quantity  produced  at  home,  as  com- 
pared with  the  importation ;  but  when 
the  quantity  of  butter  consumed  was 
considered,  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Baronet 
M'ould  feel  that  care  should  be  taken  that 
there  should  be  no  scarcity  of  that  article. 
It  was  one  of  those  articles  which  consti- 
tuted a  comfort  of  the  lower  classes,  and 
no  such  importation  would  ensue  as  would 
injure  the  agricultural  interest.  When  he 
resisted  the  reduction  of  this  duty  on  for- 
mer occasions,  he  did  so  distinctly  on  the 
ground  of  revenue,  which  was  so  large  that 
he  could  not  afford  to  lose  it,  but  now  that 
there  was  a  relaxation  of  duties,  it  ought 
to  be  among  the  first. 

Lord  G.  BBNTINCK  said :  If,  Sir,  one 
argument  more  conclusive  than  another 
could  have  been  produced  why  we  should 
have  rejected  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  this  article;  it  was 


that  of  the  right  hon.    Gentleman  (Sir 
G.  Clerk)  who  be^ns  by  telling  you  that 
it  is  the  staple  manufacture  of  Ireland  on 
which  it  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  existing 
protection  by  one-half;  and  of  which,  as 
he  believes,  incredible  as  the  statement 
appears,  1,000,000  cwt.  are  annually  im- 
ported from  Ireland   into    this   country. 
Why,  good  God  !   Sir,  the  price  of  butter, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  is  80;. 
per  cwt. ;  and,  if  you  are  going  to  decrease 
the  protection  by  10«.  on  l,W)0,000cwt. 
of  butter,  the  amount  lost  to  Ireland — if 
Ireland  suffers  the  whole  loss — will  amount 
to  500,000?.     Well,  Sir,  and  if  you  are 
not  going  to  reduce  the  price  of  butter  by 
taking  off  protection,  of  what  good  will  the 
reduction  be  to  the  consumer  ?  If  the  re- 
duction is  to  be  productive   of  any  ad- 
vantage to  the  English  consumer,  you  must 
reduce  the  price  by  reducing  the  protec- 
tion.    Therefore,  I  have  a  right  to  pre- 
sume that  the  object  of  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, and  the  object  of  this  House  in 
giving  up  an  amount  of  duty  little  short  of 
125,000e.  per  annum,  must  be  to  reduce 
the  price  of  butter;  and,  if  you  do  that, 
you  must  injure  Ireland  in  a  corresponding 
degree.     I  should  have  thought.  Sir,  that 
this  was  not  the  time  when  we  shoidd  be 
disposed  to  carry  any  measures  that  could 
by  possibility  prove  injurious  to  Ireland. 
We  are  told.  Sir,  that  Ireland  is,  if  not  in 
a  state  of  actual  famine,  at  least  in  great 
distress  ;  and  we  are  called  upon,  and  we 
willingly  respond  to  that  call,  to  vote  a  sum 
of  230,000c.  for  the  purpose  of  relieving, 
by  public  expenditure,  the  people  of  that 
portion  of  the  Empire.     If  the  position  of 
the  sister  country  is  then  so  critical  a  one, 
is  this  the  moment,  I  ask,  in  which  we 
ought  to  carry  measures  that  may  injure 
her  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million  sterling 
per  year  ?   Which  are  the  counties  that 
produce  the  greatest  quantity  of  butter  in 
Ireland  ?  The  county  of  Cork  is,  I  believe, 
more  celebrated  than  any  other.     [Hon. 
Membeius:    Kerry  and   Carlow.]      Well, 
Kerry,  Cork,  and  Carlow.    Now,  what  has 
been  the  statement  made  a  few  days  ago, 
by  one  who  ought  to  be  a  ^ood  authority 
upon  Irish  matters — ^the  "  Times  Commis- 
sioner ?"    We  see  it  stated  by  the  "  Times 
Commisnoner,*'  that  he  had  it  from  the  au- 
thority  of  the   secretary  to  the  savings 
bank  at  Cork,  that  the  small  agriculturists 
— the  conacre  farmers,  I  believe  they  are 
called — the  *•  frieze-coats"  of  the  county 
of  Cork,  within  a  circuit  of  twenty  miles 
round  the  city,  have  laid  by  no  less  a  sum 
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than  200,0002.  in  savings  alone  in  the 
course  of  the  last  year.  Upon  this  au- 
thority, we  find  that  the  small  fanners  of 
the  county  of  Cork  have  saved  200,0002., 
which,  we  are  told,  amounts  upon  an 
average  to  341.  each.  So  that  such  is 
the  flourishing  state  of  the  county  of  Cork 
under  protective  laws — under  protection  to 
the  agriculture  of  Ireland,  and  protection 
to  Irish  produce  of  all  descriptions — ^whoat, 
oats,  and,  ahove  all,  hutter — that  no  less  a 
number  than  6,000  small  farmers  have 
been  able  to  lay  by  from  their  savings 
Sil,  each  within  a  year.  And  are  you 
now  going,  by  making  an  alteration  in 
those  laws,  to  check  the  prosperity  of  that 
large  number  of  industrious  agriculturists  ? 
I  think,  Sir^  it  would  be  unwise  to  choose 
this  as  the  moment  in  which  to  withdraw 
protection  from  Irish  butter.  What  says 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  ?  Why,  he  tells  us  what- 
ever may  be  the  duty  upon  butter,  that 
exactly  l^e  same  amount  of  Dutch  butter 
will  be  imported?  In  God's  name,  then, 
why  not  take  the  duty  from  the  Dutch  ?  I 
cannot  understand  the  principle  upon  which 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  proceeding. 
They  fling  duties  away  in  large  sums — 
125,0002.  on  butter,  and  70,0002.  on 
cheese — ^without  any  object  that  I  can  un- 
derstand, unless  it  is  to  bring  foreign  pro- 
duce into  competition  with  English  and 
with  Irish  produce.  I  could  understand 
them  if  they  flung  away  the  malt  duty — a 
tax  amounting  to  60  per  cent  on  the  raw 
material ;  but  they  seem  to  be  in  no  hurry 
to  reduce  that.  The  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  malt  would  be  a  measure  of  relief  ex- 
clusively conferred  upon  the  English  pro- 
ducer and  consumer.  Yes,  the  drinxers 
of  beer  and  the  barley  growers  would 
divide  the  entire  benefit,  and  therefore  it  is 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  not  for 
the  world  touch  the  Malt  Tax.  If  the  ob- 
ject of  reducing  duties  is  to  relieve  the 
consumer,  I  beg  of  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
whether  they  do  not  think  a  reduction  of 
the  duty  upon  tea  would  not  be  as  advan- 
tageous to  the  consumer  as  a  reduction  of 
duty  upon  butter.  Yet  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  do  not  propose  to  reduce  the  duty 
upon  tea  ;  and  why  have  they  not  made 
such  a  proposition  ?  Why,  for  no  reason 
that  I  can  see,  except  that  tea  does  not 
come  into  competition  with  the  produce 
of  Great  Britain.  Well,  then.  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  **  Oh,  depend 
upon  it,  the  reduction  will  not  injure  Ire- 
land ;  Ireland  has  a  protective  duty  of  3i« 


per  cwt."  Why,  has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman forgotten  that  Great  Britain  was  at 
war  with  almost  the  whole  of  Europe  for 
twenty  years  before ;  and  was  not  that  a  . 
sufficient  protection  to  Ireland  ?  Was  there 
an  opportunity  of  importing  butter  from 
Holland,  or  from  any  other  country?  These» 
Sir,  are  the  reasons  why  I  cordicdly  concur 
in  the  opposition  to  this  article  being  ad- 
mitted into  the  schedule  now  before  us. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
Butter  lOs.  cwt.  stand  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion:— Ayes  213;  Noes  111:  Majority 
102. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
Anson,  Hon.  Col. 
Baillie,  Col. 
BaiUie,  H.  J. 
Baine,  W. 
Bannennan,  A. 
Barolaj,  D. 
Barkly,  H. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Baring,  T. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  W.  6. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bernal,  R. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Bright,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  Wm 
Bn^ce,  Ix>rd  £. 
Bnller,  C. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
CUy,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cobden,  R. 
Coehrane,  A. 
Cockhom,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Craig.  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cripps,  W. 
Currie,  R. 
Cartels,  11.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dawson,  hon.  T«  V« 


Dennistoun,  J. 
D'EyDcourt,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Divett,  £. 
Douglas,  Su*  C.  £. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Viaet. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncannon,  Visot. 
Dunoombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Eliice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Escott,  B. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  W. 
£vans,  Sir  De  L. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson.  Col. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  II. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster.  M. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Gisbome,  T« 
GiU.  T. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulbvm,  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawet,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
HeathcoattJ. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
HiU,LordM. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhovse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hogg.  J.  W. 
Ho11oim1,R. 
Hornby,  J. 
Honman,  E« 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.O. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 


1033 


Ottiiomt  and  Com  {March  13}         /niporealuHi  Bepwrt.         1034 


Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Ilumphery,  Aid. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Eari 
Jems,  J. 
Jocclyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Iioch,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lyall,  G. 

liifooaulay,  rt.  hon.  T.  B. 
Macklnnon,  W.  A. 
Maonamara,  Maj. 
McCarthy,  A. 
M*Geachy,  F.  A. 
MoTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mangles,  R.  D, 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
MarUn,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F« 
Meynell,  Capt. 
IbGldmay, H.St.  John 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitoalie,  H. 
MitcheU,  T,  A. 
Moffiitt,  G. 
Molesworthy  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Morrison,  Gen* 
Morrison,  J. 
Moystyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Ord,  W. 
Osborne,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Ptu*ker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peohell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 


Plumridge,  Capt. 
Price,  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Reid.  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  £, 
Scott,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  J.  A« 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V, 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Towneley,  J. 
Traill,  G. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
TufiieU,  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Viyian,  hon.  Capt. 
Wakley,  T. 
WaU,  C.  B. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
White,  S. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  hon.  E. 

TBLUtWI. 

Young,  R. 
Baring,  H. 


Liii  of  the  Noes. 


Acton,  Col. 
Alford,  Visct. 
AlUx,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Archbold,  R. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Austen,  Col. 
Bagge,W. 
Baillie,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bell,M. 
Benctt,  J. 
Bennett,  P, 


Bcntinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  Maj. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadlcy,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brooke,  I>ord 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Churchill,  Lord  A.  S. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Cole,  hon.  11.  A. 
Compton,  n.  C. 


Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  hon.  CoL 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Maclean,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
MUes,  W. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C. 
Newport,  Visct. 
O'Brien.  A.  S. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vyse.  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TBLLBRS. 

Grogan,  E. 
Tollemache,  J. 


Courtenay,  Lord 
Deedes,  W. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd.  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  0, 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Finch,  G. 

Fitzmaurice,  hon.  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A,  E. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Hall,  Col. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Heathoote,  G.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T, 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hudaon,  G. 
Hope,  A. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H« 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  H.  G. 

On  the  Question,  that  Button  Metal  for 
every  100^  value,  10^.  stand  part  of  tho 
Hesolution, 

Mr.  SPOONER  objected  to  a  reduc- 
tion  of  duty  on  foreign  buttons.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  unless  protection  was  con- 
tinued for  this  branch  of  manufactures, 
our  trade  would  suffer  materially  from 
German  competition.  He  would  not  divide 
the  House  upon  the  subject,  but  content 
himself  by  recording  his  opposition  to  but- 
tons being  included  in  the  schedule. 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  that  when  the  duty 
received  on  buttons  was  \5l,  per  cent,  the 
amount  of  revenue  derivable  therefrom  had 
been  9^  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
could  not  see  what  apprehensions  the  but- 
ton manufacturers  coidd  feel  by  reducing 
the  duty  to  lOZ.  If  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Spooner) 
thought  the  difference  proposed  would  in- 
jure the  trade,  he  (Sir  R.  reel)  could  not 
agree  with  him.  His  hon.  Friend  really  did 
not  give  Birmingham  fair  play. 

Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question,  that  Cotton  Articles, 
or  manufactures  of  cotton,  wholly  or  in  part 
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madB  up,  not  otherwise  charged  with  duty 
for  every  1002.  value,  lOl.  stand  part  of  the 
the  Resolution, 

Sib  H.  HALFORD  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  abatement  of  duty  on  cotton 
stockings,  from  20  to  10  per  cent,  the 
reduction  would  have  a  most  injurious  ten- 
dency upon  an  important  article  of  manu- 
facture m  the  midland  counties.  As  the 
Representative  of  an  agricultural  and  ma- 
nufacturing district,  and  connected  with 
land  in  the  midland  counties,  he  would  op- 
pose any  abatement  of  duty  on  cotton 
hosiery.  The  present  was,  he  considered, 
a  matter  deeply  interesting  to  agriculture 
in  those  counties,  because  the  operatives 
employed  in  framework  knitting  in  the 
counties  of  Leicester  and  Nottingham,  re- 
sided for  the  most  part  in  the  country  vil- 
lages in  the  vicinity  of  towns,  and  were 
dependent  upon  the  poor  rates  levied  upon 
land,  and  not  upon  manufactories,  wnen 
out  of  employment.  Thus,  any  abatemrat 
in  duty  likely  to  cause  a  less  demand  for 
home  produce,  would  have  the  effect  of  ma- 
terially injuring  this  important  branch  of 
native  industry.  He  could  r^er  to  docu- 
ments quoted  in  that  House  to  show  what 
opinion  competent  witnesses  had  formed 
with  respect  to  the  withdrawal  of  protec- 
tion from  the  framework  knitters  of  the 
midland  counties.  The  hon.  Baronet  read 
a  portion  of  the  evidence  taken  before  a 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  the  framework  knitters  in  the 
counties  of  Leicester  and  Nottingham,  and 
proceeded  to  say  that  100,000  persons 
were  employed  in  the  manufacture  of  cotton 
hosiery,  and  that  the  sum  of  2,287,0002.  was 
annually  paid  in  wages.  The  exports  for  the 
threp  years,  including  1814-15-16,  amount- 
ed to  575,872  dozen  pairs,  and  the  value  to 
1 ,156,0222. ;  while  during  the  ten  years  from 
1834  to  1843,  the  average  declared  value 
feU  from  1,136,0222.  to  410,4082.  This 
falling-off  was  to  be  traced  to  Saxon  com- 
petition ;  for  the  home  consumer,  to  meet 
the  low  prices  of  the  foreign  article,  resorted 
to  the  manufacture  of  a  fraudulent  article 
in  order  to  compete  successfully.  The 
fruits  of  this  competition  resulted  in  an 
article  of  so  inferior  a  description,  that  the 
manufacture  got  into  discrooit,  and  conse- 
quently the  demand  became  gradually  less 
and  less.  So  successful  had  the  Germans 
also  been  {n  producing  gloves  of  a  superior 
description,  that  gloves  could  be  imported 
into  England  at  half  the  price  they  sold 
for  here.  It  was  not  at  all  unusual  for  a 
ro6pe<*tablo  Loudon  and  New  York  house 


to  import  gloves  from  Germany  for  the 
wholesale  trade.  The  trade  of  tiie  frame- 
work knitters  had  declined  between  30  and 
40  per  cent  since  1815 ;  and  abundant 
evidence  could  be  adduced  to  show  the 
distress  that  prevailed  among  the  persona 
employed  in  that  branch  of  manufactures. 
If  this  abatement  of  duty  took  place, 
coupled  with  free  trade  in  com,  the  distress 
of  the  frameloom  operatives  would  be  con- 
siderably augmented  ;  because  the  experi- 
ence of  past  years  testified  that  when  the 
price  of  provisions  was  low,  wages  declined 
in  direct  ratio;  and  the  condition  of  the 
operative  population  became  much  aggra- 
vated. He  saw  nothing  in  anticipation  but 
misery — ^that  misery  and  ruin  which  would 
follow  from  the  competition  that  would 
result  from  the  proposed  measure.  There 
was  much  stud  on  the  subject  of  British 
industry,  and  on  the  skill  and  perseverance 
of  British  workmen :  that  was  all  true ;  but 
the  persons  who  indulged  in  that  species  of 
argument,  were  not  those  who  would  feel 
the  pressure — as  that  pressure  could  only 
be  fully  felt  by  the  operative,  whoso  inter- 
ests would  be  affected  by  the  removal  of 
that  protection  to  which  he  was  entiUed. 

Mr.  GISBORNE  did  not  rise  for  die 
purpose  of  contradicting  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  misery 
of  the  framework  knitters;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  fully  concmred  with  him  that 
their  situation  could  not  be  worse ;  but  for 
many  years  previous  he  knew  it  had  not 
been  better.  Thb  knowledge  he  obtained 
from  a  long  residence  among  them;  and  he 
feared  that  no  measure  could  be  introduced 
that  would  cause  that  branch  of  trade  again 
to  flourish.  If  anything  could  alleviate  tlie 
misery  which  the  hon.  Baronet  so  truly 
described,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  opening 
of  the  ports,  and  giving  to  those  suffering 
tradesmen  food  at  the  lowest  price.  He 
did  not  believe  they  were  adverse  to  tlio 
proposed  measures  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  he  could  say,  that  neither  from 
his  constituents,  nor  any  other  parties  eon* 
nected  with  the  hosiery  trade,  had  he  re- 
ceived any  remonstrance  against  those 
measures ;  and  he  was  firmly  convinced 
that  the  only  chance  left  for  the  revival  of 
that  branch  of  manufacture,  was  the  carry* 
ing  into  immediate  and  full  effect  the  system 
of  unshackled  free  trade. 

C0L09BL  ROLLESTON  could  not  un- 
derstand the  ai^ument  that  if  the  operatavet 
of  the  hosiery  trade  had  suffered  so  mueli 
under  protection,  the  reduction  of  protertion 
one-half  could  remctly  the  evil  which  all 
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admitted  to  exist.  He  could  not  think  hov 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  adopted  suoh  an  argu- 
ment, could  reconcile  to  their  own  minds 
what  inrolved  so  apparent  a  contradiction. 
But,  however  thej  might  reconcile  it  to 
their  own  minds,  or  endeavour  at  present 
to  explain  it  away  to  the  operatives,  the 
time  would  come  when  their  interests  would 
be  80  materially  affected  as  to  convince  all 
parties  of  their  mistake.  The  subject  then 
before  the  House  was  one  of  no  ordinary 
interest,  as  it  concerned  a  very  large  class 
of  the  community ;  and,  being  so,  it  should 
not  be  hastily  legislated  on.  It  demanded 
serious  attention — it  required  due  consider* 
ation — especially  when  it  was  well  known 
that  of  the  working  classes  in  manufac- 
turing districts,  even  in  a  single  town, 
there  were  no  less  than  one  thousand  farni* 
lies  totally  dependent  for  relief  either  on 
public  charity  or  the  workhouse.  Under 
such  circumstances,  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  be  well  considered 
before  ultimately  decided  on;  a  proposition, 
the  tendency  of  which  would  be  to  effect  a 
greater  depression.  For  his  part,  after 
giving  the  subject  due  consideration,  and 
Knowing  the  injurious  effects  which  must 
follow,  he  would  enter  against  the  reduc- 
tion  of  the  present  protection  his  most 
decided  protest. 

Mr.  B.  M.  MILNE S  would  feel  it  his 
duty  to  divide  the  House  on  the  subject. 
An  unjust  accusation  had  been  thrown  out 
against  those  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
that  because  they  were  themselves  deprived 
of  protection  they  were  indifferent  about 
the  interests  of  others.  He  was  quite  sure  so 
unworthy  a  sentiment  never  passed  through 
their  minds.  Before,  therefore,  they  would 
give  up  the  cause  of  the  hosier  and  the 
handloom  weaver;  before  they  would  de- 
clare their  case  hopeless,  they  should  make 
an  effmrt  for  the  continuance  of  that  pro- 
tection which  they  now  enjoyed. 

Sir  6.  CLERK  said,  that  the  House 
must  regret  to  hear  of  the  melancholy 
picture  that  had  been  drawn  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  behind  him  (Sir  H.  Halford);  but 
they  must  still  remember  that  this  was  the 
state  of  things  as  they  had  existed  under  a 
system  of  complete  protection.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicestershire  had  stated  that 
the  number  of  persons  employed  in  the 
hosiery  trade  was  100,000;  and  that,  a 
vety  short  time  ago,  they  had  exported 
goods  to  the  value  of  one  million  sterling. 
[Sir  H.  Halford:  In  1815.]  That  in 
1815  they  had  exported  goods  to  the  value 
of  one  nuUion  stCTliog ;  but  that  their  ex- 


ports had  since  been  reduced  to  four  hun* 
dred  thousand  pounds.     He  had  attributed 
that  falling-off  to  the  fact  of  fraudulent 
goods  having  injured  the  character  of  Eng- 
lish goods  in  the  foreign  market.     But 
the  House  would  observe  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  trade  depended  on  its  competition 
with  the  foreign  trade ;  for  if  the  laboura 
of  the  framework  knitters  of   Leicester 
and  Nottingham  were  confined  to  the  homo 
market,  they  must  remain  in  the  greatest 
state  of  destitution ;  100,000  persons  being 
employed  in  the  trade.     The  only  chance 
of  improving  their  condition  would  be  by 
giving  them  a  foreign  trade.   It  was  useless 
to  prevent  the  introduction  into  this  country 
of  hosiery  goods,  unless  means  were  taken 
to  give  them  a  foreign  market ;  otherwise 
they  would  do  no  good  to  the  framework 
knitters  of  Leicester  and  Nottingham.  The 
House  must  consider  whether  these  mea« 
euros  would  have  a  tendency  to  extend  the 
foreign  trade.     If  so,  thev  would  confer  a 
benelt  on  the  framework  knitters,  as  well 
as  on  the  other  manufactures  of  this  couni 
try.   For  it  was  not  competition,  whioh  the 
hon.  Memberfor  Leicestershire  saidhad  been, 
the  cause  of  their  misery,  but  their  exclusion 
from  foreign  markets.     Under  these  cir« 
cumstances,  even  if  a  complete  protection 
were  given  them,  and  they  were  satisfied 
with  the  monopoly  of  the  home  market, 
they  would  be  effectually  prevented  from 
introducing  those  improvements  into  the 
manufacture  by  which  only  they  would  be 
enabled  to  compete  with  foreigii  manufac- 
tures.   The  whole  amount  of  duty  received 
under  the  20  per  cent,  had  been  only  700^., 
showing  that  it  was  quite  insignificant. 
Believing  that  the  continuance  of  the  pro- 
tection would  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
benefit  the  operatives,  he  could  not  consent 
to  any  alteration  in  the  proposal. 

Mr.  STRUTT  had  attended  a  great 
meetmg  of  the  manufacturers  of  the  mid- 
land counties,  a  few  years  ago,  at  Derby, 
at  which  statements  were  made  a«  to  the 
condition  of  their  trade;  and  those  state- 
ments were  equally  unfavourable  with 
those  the  House  had  now  heard ;  and  yet 
the  object  of  that  meeting  waa  to  petition 
for  the  abdition  of  the  Com  Laws,  and 
the  general  freedom  of  trade.  The  ground 
the  mannfiietttres  took  on  that  occasion 
was  this.  They  said — ''We  are  now 
placed  under  certain  disadvantages,  com* 
pared  to  fpreign  countries,  by  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Com  Laws,  combined  with 
the  restrictions  laid  on  onr  trade :  we  have 
thus  been,  from  year  to  year,  driven  out  of 
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foreign  markets ;  our  profits  hare  been 
therebj  reduced,  and  our  operatiyes  have 
been  brought  to  the  melancholy  state  in 
which  they  now  are."  Their  object  was 
not  to  petition  for  any  protection  what- 
erer,  but  simply  to  ask  that  they  should  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  manufac- 
turers of  other  nations ;  that  they  should 
bare  the  same  means  of  obtaining  food, 
and  be  placed  exactly  on  the  same  footing; 
and  then,  they  stated,  they  should  not  be 
afraid  of  entering  into  fair  competition. 

Mb.  WYNN  ELLIS  said,  he  had  pre- 
sented  a  petition  signed  by  7,000  frame- 
work knitters,  praying  for  the  adoption  of 
the  measure  of  Government.  He  quite 
agreed  in  the  statements  that  had  been 
made  as  to  the  effect  of  those  measures 
on  the  trade.  In  1829  he  had  canvassed 
all  parts  of  the  town  of  Leicester,  and 
noUung  could  exceed  the  misery  and  po- 
verty which  then  everywhere  prevailed. 
The  tales  told  him  were  perfectly  horrible: 
all  this  existed  under  a  state  of  protection, 
the  great  panacea  of  the  day. 

Su  J.  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  had  pre- 
sented  a  petition  from  the  mayor  and  town- 
council  of  Nottingham,  which  had  been 
agreed  to  unanimously — also  a  petition 
signed  by  12,000  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Nottingham — ^in  favour  of  the  measure ; 
and  such  was  their  confidence  in  those 
measures,  that  though  they  considered 
Government  had  not  carried  the  principle 
to  the  full  extent,  namely,  immediate 
repeal,  yet,  for  the  sake  of  the  benefit 
which  the  measure  would  confer  on  the 
country  generally,  they  begged  that  their 
own  protection  might  be  taken  away. 
Though  he  (Sir  J.  Hobhouse)  had  received 
no  communication  on  the  subject,  he  was 
far  from  denying  that  distress  prevailed  at 
Nottingham.  Since  his  connexion  with 
that  town,  he  had  not  known  a  single 
year,  or  portion  of  a  year,  in  which  such 
complaints  had  not  been  made;  but  this 
had  been  during  the  continuance  of  the 
protective  system.  There  was  something 
vicious  in  the  system  under  which  these 
attempts  of  the  frame-work  knitters  had 
been  carried  on ;  they  had  been  seeking  to 
force  a  species  of  manufacture  which  could 
not  be  carried  on  advantageously  under 
that  system ;  and  when  the  measures  of 
Government  were  carried,  they  would  at 
least  have  no  more  to  complain  of  than 
any  person  engaged  in  other  manufactures. 

Mr.  W.  miles  asked,  if  when  the 
amount  of  protection  was  20  per  cent, 
Saxon  hosiery  came  into  this  country,  how 


mnch  more  would  come  in  when  that  pro- 
tective duty  would  be  reduced  to  10  per 
cent?  Would  not,  he  would  ask,  a  veiy  large 
quantity  be  imported  ?  Would  not,  then, 
the  Saxon  trade  deprive  this  country  even 
of  the  advantage  of  a  home  market? 
Would  not  the  natural  consequence  be  the 
total  ruin  of  the  operatives  in  Nottingfaam 
on  its  reduction  to  10  per  cent  ?  Total 
free  trade,  or  the  proposed  reduction  in  the 
present  protective  duty  for  hosiery,  must 
almost,  if  not  altogether,  drive  the  home 
manufacture  out  of  the  market.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  an  effort  would  be  made 
on  that  occasion  to  allow  tiiose  operatives 
to  remain  as  they  were;  for  if  now  they 
were  not  able  to  compete  witii  the  fo- 
reigner with  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  would 
it  not  be  totally  impossible  for  them  to 
compete  with  him  when  it  would  be  reduced 
one  half? 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  thought  th^e 
should  be  a  great  distinction  made  be- 
tween the  state  of  tiie  trade  and  tiie  state 
of  the  operative.  Nothing  could  be  more 
frightful  than  the  condition  of  the  operative* 
How  came  it  to  be  so  bad  ?  Beeause  he 
did  not  receive  his  full  share  of  the  profits. 
Did  people  suppose,  were  the  duty  raised 
to  40  per  cent,  it  would  at  all  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  operative,  that  while  the 
master  manufacturer  received  ISs.  a  dozen, 
the  operative  only  received  his  8«.  Was 
that  a  fair  share  for  him  to  receive  ?  Last 
year  there  was  a  law  passed  called  tiie 
**  Ticket  Act,"  the  carrying  out  of  which, 
he  thought,  would  be  of  great  advantage; 
and  believing  it  would  be  useful  in  its  ope- 
ration, he  would  caQ  on  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Government  to  en- 
force that  law,  which,  if  properly  adminis- 
tered, would  confer  great  benefit. 

Viscount  INGE  STRE  wished  toknow,  if 
at  the  meeting  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Strutt),  there  had  been 
a  single  operative  present  to  assert  the 
claims  of  his  class;  if  not,  and  the  meeting 
consisted  only  of  capitalists,  he  could  view 
the  proceedings  only  as  an  attempt  to  re- 
duce yet  further  the  miserable  pittance  the 
men  still  had. 

Mr.  FREWEN,  in  allusion  to  the  re- 
mark  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
declared  his  belief  there  was  not  a  magis- 
trate in  the  county  of  Leicester  who  would 
not  do  his  utmost  to  carry  into  effect  the 
law  of  last  Session. 

Lord  G.  BENTINCKsaid.that  that  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  them  believe  that 
all  the  distress  had  originated  in  the  pro- 
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tection  wliich  was  given  to  the  stockingers; 
but  he  would  like  to  know,  if  protection 
were  that  bane  to  the  stockingers,  how 
came  it  that  the  Saxon,  under  protection 
the  most  stringent,  was  able  to  enter  into 
competition  with  the  stockingers  of  Eng- 
land, so  as  to  be  able  almost  to  drive  them 
out  of  the  market  ?  He  apprehended 
there  was  no  country  in  which  manufac- 
tures were  more  stringently  protected  than 
in  Sazonj,  and  jet  the  result  was,  that 
Saxony  was  able  to  rival  England,  not  only 
at  home  but  in  all  the  markets  of  the  world. 
He  recollected  the  account  which  was 
given  by  Mr.  M'Gregor,  of  the  manufac- 
tures of  Saxony,  He  stated  that  there 
stockings  were  made  for  3d,  a  pair;  while 
the  Member  for  Nottingham  told  the  House 
that  there  the  charge  was  Ss.  a  dozen.  He 
wanted  to  know  how  the  stockinger  of  Not- 
tingham and  of  Leicestershire  could,  under 
a  productive  duty  of  10  per  cent,  and  charg- 
ing 8#.  a  dozen  for  stockings,  compete  with 
the  Saxon  who  could  sell  his  stockings  at 
3J.  a  pair,  or  3s,  a  dozen  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicestershire  had  stated  to 
the  House  that  100,000  persons  were  en- 
gaged in  the  stocking  business.  Was  his 
noble  Friend  who  asked  protection  for 
agriculture,  prepared  to  try  the  experi- 
ment of  free  trade  on  the  100,000  stock- 
ingers? 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question — 
Ayes  190;  Noes  102  :  Majority  88. 

List  of  the  Ayeb. 


AeUmd,  T.  D. 
A*Coart,  Gftpt. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
Aivhbold,  R. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baine,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
BarUy,  H. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  W.  B. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin,  W.  U. 
Botfield,  B. 
BooTcrie,  H.  E.  P. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brijirht,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carrndish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 


Chiehester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
CUy.SirW. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockbum.  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Craig.  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cripps,  W. 
Carrie,  R. 
Curteis,  U.  B. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
D'Eyncourt,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Dickinson,  F.  11. 
DougUw,  Sir  C.  £. 
Drummond,  IL  H. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duneannon,  Visct. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Kbrington,  Visct. 
EUice,  rt.  hon.  E. 


EUice,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
Elphinstone,  II. 
Escott,  B. 
EtwaU,  R. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fitsroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gill,  T. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R« 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H, 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V, 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hindley,  C. 

Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hornby,  J. 
Horsman,  £. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  J. 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
KeUy,  Sir  F. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Loch,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  £. 
Lyall,  G. 
Macnamara,  Maj. 
McCarthy,  A. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
McTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
MarshaU,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MofEdtt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  hon.  £•  M.  L. 


Munti,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Korreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Counell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  CoL 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel.  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.' 
Peel,  J. 

Plumridge,  Capt. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Reid,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  £. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
SmoUett,  A. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
SUnton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Tufiiell,  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
White,  S. 
WUliams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLXRS. 

Toung,  R. 
Baring,  H. 


Acton,  Col. 
Alford,  Visct 
AUix.  J.  P. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Antrobus,  E. 
Arkwright,  G. 
.\ustcn,  CoL 
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BMge.W. 

BftHUe^W. 

Bftoket,  G. 

Barrington,  VUet. 

Bateson,  T. 

Benett,  J. 

Bennet,  P. 

Bentinck,  Lord  6. 

Bentiock,  Lord  H 

Beresford,  Major 

Borthwiek,  P. 

Bramston,  T.  W. 

Bntedley,  H. 

Broadwood,  H. 

Brocklehurst,  J. 

Brooke,  Lord 
.Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 

Buck,  L.  W. 

Chandos,  Marq.  of 

ChurchUl,  Lord  A.  S. 

Chute,  W.  L.  W. 

Clayton,  R.  R. 

CUfton.  J.  T. 

Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Deedes,  W. 
Duraeli,  B. 
Bodd,  6. 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Dunoombe,  hon.  0. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Finoh,  G. 

Fitiinauri«e,  hon.  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grogan,  £. 
Uall,  Col. 
Ilalsey,  T.  P. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Heathoote,  G.  J. 
Henley.  J.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinde,  J.  H, 
Hodgson,  R. 

Further  consideration  of  the  Tariff  ad- 
jumed  till  Monday. 
House  adjourned. 


Hope,  A. 
Heuldsworth,  T. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Irton,  S. 

Jolliife,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  H.  G. 
LiddeU,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Maclean,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  G. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Sejrmer,  H.  K. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemaohe,  J. 
Vyso,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
WUUams,  T.  P. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

Halford.  Sir  U. 
Packe,  0.  W. 


HOUSB    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  March  16,  1846. 

Mm nrssO  Pirrrtoirs  PassBirrBD.  From  Dinninghsm, 
and  the  Committw  of  tht  Sodity  Ibr  Promoting  the  Due 
Ohmrwwam  of  tbs  I«oid^  Dsy,  fcr  the  Befetw  Olwnraafle, 
and  agalnit  the  TmsaetiBf  of  Burinan  on  the  Sab- 
bath. 


HOUSB    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  March  16,  1846. 

MiifVTi8.1  Navr  Mnnaaa  Swour.  For  Staflbrd,  the 
Hon.  Svynftn  Thomas  Cvasflei  Ibr  Wtndior,  Ralph 
Nerllle.  Km|. 

PrBLir  Bii.u.^1*-  ConsoiWatiid  Fuod  (£8,000,000). 
r-  Fef«r  (briud). 


Oot  ffsiistoiieis'  Payment  (Giesawteh  and 
Chebca). 
Psntioiia  Paaasirrso.    By  serenl  hon.  Memben,  ftwa 
an  immenae  number  of  plaee^  asaiost  Repcsl  of  Che  Cois 
LswBi  and  ako  ftom  a  great  mmsf  in  Ihvoar  «f  Bapcal 
of  the  Com   Lawt^— By   Mr.  Frmdi,  l^om  the  Rev. 
Browning  Drew,  Curate  of  Ballycahaae,  eomplainhig  of 
the  DiftribntiaD  of  Church  Petraoage  (IrdaBd).— By  Sir 
Robert  llarry  lagtts,  ftom  InhafaitaoH  of  Sydenham,  and 
Memben  of  the  Committee  of  the  Society  for  Promociqg 
the  DneObMrrance  of  the  Lord**  Day,  for  Better  Obwrr- 
anee  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  GooBmm,  ftom  ChaneeOor, 
Master,  and  Sdwlais  of  the  Univenity  of  Cambridge;  by 
Sir  Robert  Harry  Inglis,  ftom  Cleigy  of  the  Deanery  of 
Chdke,  and  Inhabatanti  of  the  Pariih  of  UandriUo-yn- 
riKM  I  and  by  Mr.  Sotheron,  fttmi  Oeigy  of  the  nmneif 
of  Aubury,  agafaiit  Unkn  of  Saint  Aufh  and  Bangor 
Dioeewi.— By  Lord  George  Bentin^,  ftom  Grand  Juror* 
of  the  County  of  Tippenry.  against  the  Com  Impurtatkm 
Bill.— From  Etaeton  of  the  Borough  of  Biidpoft,  fat 
Commercial  Refonn. — ^By  Sir  Robert  Peel,  ftrom  Mer> 
dianfci,  Brokert,  and  Traders  of  the  City  of  London,  for  a 
Speedy  A<yuftment  of  the  propoeed  Measure  lesperting 
Customs  and  Com  Importatioo.  —By  Sir  Robert  Peel* 
ftom  Penoos  engaged  in  Uncn  Manufhetoie  (Inland), 
for  Free  Trade.— From  Dealers  in  Tea  and  Inhabitants  of 
Tooting,  for  Alteration  in  Duties  on  Tea.— By  Sir  Hov. 
aid  Douglas,  ftom  the  Liverpool  ShipoernenT  AaiociatioB* 
against  the  proposed  Measure  respecting  Timber.— By  Mr. 
Hume,  ftom  Dealers  in  Tobacco,  in  Ryde,  for  Reductioo 
of  DutyoQ  Tobeeco.    By  Lord  John  Manneis,  horn  Mae* 
ter,  Wardens,  and  CommonaKy  of  Watermen  and  pght- 
ermen,  in  IkTOur  of  the  Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitalilo 
Purposes  Bill.— By  Mr.  Hume,  ftom  Inhabitants  of  the 
Parish  of  Marylebone.  Air  Allaratioa  of  Law  of  Blae. 
phemy.— By  Sir  lieq)amln  Hall,  ftom  Vestrynsen  of  tho 
Parish  of  St.  Pancras,  against  Union  with  other  Parishes. 
—By  Mr.  Thomas   Duncombe,  from   MDIworlcera   in 
Dundee,  for  Inquiry  into  lU  Treatment  of  Ghrls  fai  Facl»> 
ries.— By  Mr.  Thomas  Duoeoaabe,  ftom  Inhabitants  of 
the  City  of  London,  for  Alteration  of  the  Funding  Sy». 
tem.— By  Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe,  ftom  Laaarus  Jakes, 
for  Inquiry  into  Proceediugi  against  him  as  Overseer  of  thn 
Parish  oi  Swalfham.— By  Mr.  Hume,  ftom  Membcta  of 
the  Society  of  Master  Carpenters,  for  Alteration  or  Repeal 
of  the  Metropolitan  Buildfa^  Act— By  Vlieount  Alfoid« 
ftom  Protestant  Dissenters  of  RIdgmount,  egahist  Enrol- 
ment of  the  Militia. By  Viscount  Alford,  ftom  Wik 

liaro  Cole,  for  a  Superannuation  Fund  for  Poor  Law  OfR- 
osrs.— By  Mr.  Omuby  Gore,  ftom  Grand  Jury  of  SUgo. 
for  Alteiatlaa  of  Law  nspeetlng  Railwaya  (Irdand).— By 
Mr.  French,  flrom  Trustees  of  the  Dafttngtoa  BavtegsT 
Bank,  for  Alteration  of  the  Saving**  Banks  Act. 


IRISH  ARMS  ACT. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  begged  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Seens 
tary  for  the  Home  Department  whether  tho 
attention  of  the  Qovemment  had  been  di» 
rccted  to  the  facilities  which  the  Irish 
Arms  Act  afforded  to  the  ill-disposed,  to 
possess  themselves  unlawfuUy  of  arms;  and 
if  the  Qovemment  had  it  in  contemplation 
to  bring  in  any  measure  to  anend  that  Act, 
especially  as  regarded  the  provisions  for 
registering  arms. 

Sir  J.  6RAIIAM  was  understood  to 
observe,  that  the  Irish  Arms  Act  would 
expire  in  the  course  of  the  present  Sesmon, 
lie  certainly  admitted  that  all  the  benefit 
anticipated  from  the  passing  of  that  Act 
had  not  been  realized;  nor  was  it,  on  the 
other  haod,  attended  with  the  evils  that 
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some  hon.  Gentlemen  apprehended.  He 
was  afraid  that,  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  it  would  not  be  poasihle 
to  leave  that  country  without  some  enact- 
ment with  regard  to  the  possession  of  arms; 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Government 
should  not  propose  its  renewal  (so  we  un- 
derstood) with  proper  amendments. 

PROTECTION  OF  LIFE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  SHAW  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government  a 
question  in  respect  of  the  Bill  for  the  pre- 
vention of  crime  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  the  other 
night,  at  the  request  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Connell),  and  contrary 
to  the  usual  course,  agreed  to  follow  the 
precedent  set  by  Lord  Althorp,  with  re- 
ference to  a  BiU  of  a  similar  nature;  and 
instead  of  reading  the  BiU  a  first  time,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  on  coming  from  the  House 
of  Lords,  to  have  it  printed,  and  then  give 
notice  of  the  first  reading.  In  that  case, 
the  BiU  had  been  passed  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  Friday  Uie  22nd  of  February, 
1833;  and  Lord  Althorp  at  once  moved 
that  it  should  be  printed,  and  gave  notice 
that  he  would  move  the  first  reading  on 
the  Wednesday  foUowing,  the  27th,  and 
ho  moved  it  accordingly  on  that  day.  In 
1833,  Parliament  had  not  met  till  the 
29th  of  January.  In  the  present  year. 
Parliament  met  on  the  22nd  of  January. 
The  BiU  passed  not  tiU  Friday  last,  the 
13th  of  March;  and  the  question  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  would  then  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel),  was,  whether  in  point 
of  the  time  of  proceeding  with  the  Bill,  he 
would  follow  the  precedent  of  Lord  Althorp; 
or  at  what  time  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  would  proceed  with  the 
BUI? 

Sir  R.  peel  believed,  that,  on  the  oc- 
casion referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  introduced  the 
BiU,  and  immediately  moved  that  it  should 
be  printed.  It  was  true  that  in  answer  to 
a  question  put  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork,  the  other 
evening,  he  stated  that  he  thought  it  de- 
sirable that  the  precedent  which  had  been 
so  recently  estabUshed  should  in  the  pre- 
sent case  be  followed.  He  also  stated  that 
it  was  his  earnest  wish  to  name  the  earliest 
day  for  the  consideration  of  this  measure. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
heard  the  prayer  of  the  petition  which  he 
presented  this  very  evening,  statbg  that 


the  greatest  inconvenience,  was  experienced 
from  the  measures  of  the  Government  not 
being  decided  upon.  He  was  most  anxious 
to  proceed  with  those  measures,  though  he 
was  far  finom  imputing, any  wish  on  the 
part  of  any  hon.  Member  to  occasion  un- 
necessary delay.  He  had  already  stated 
that  he  was  wiUing  to  postpone  the  consi- 
deration of  the  sugar  duties,  in  order  to 
give  precedence  to  the  Irish  BiU.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  House  would  conclude 
the  debate  on  the  Tariff  to-night.  He  had 
hoped  they  might.  He  had  fixed  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Com  BiU  for  to-morrow 
(Tuesday) .  He  would  then  name  the  earUest 
possible  day  for  the  first  reading  of  the 
Irish  Life  Protection  BiU,  and  he  was  de- 
termined to  proceed  with  it  as  rapidly  as 
he  could. 

ERROR  IN  ENLISTING  SOLDIERS. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBB  was  desirous  of 
asking  a  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  at  War.  He  under- 
stood that  a  soldier  of  the  8th  Regiment 
had  been  brought  to  court-martial  ^r  de- 
sertion, and  that  he  in  his  defence  pleaded 
that,  strictly  speaking,  he  was  not  a  soU 
dier;  that  he  had  not  been  duly  and  le- 
gaUy  enUsted;  because  by  the  Mutiny  Act 
it  was  provided  that  when  a  man  was  en- 
Usted he  must  be  attested  by  a  magistrate 
acting  in  and  for  that  dbtrict.  In  the  case 
he  was  mentioning,  it  appeared  that  the 
soldier  had  been  enlisted  in  one  county; 
and  was  attested  in  another.  It  was  con- 
sidered that  this  enUstment  was  not  legal, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  he  was  im- 
mediately discharged.  It  appeared  that 
there  were  no  less  than  5,000  or  6,000 
men  in  the  same  position.  No  less  than 
400  out  of  1,500  of  the  Grenadier  Guards 
had  been  liberated  on  that  ground.  Other 
soldiers  had  also  left  their  regiments — ^for 
he  could  not  call  it  desertion — on  the  same 
ground — namely,  that  they  were  not  le- 
gally soldiers  at  all.  Now  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
at  War,  what  was  the  course  of  conduct 
which  the  Horse  Guards  meant  to  pursue  ? 
and  to  submit  the  question  to  him  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  desirable  to  bring  in  a 
short  BiU  to  confirm  these  enUstments? 
He  understood  that  another  course  had 
been  suggested,  which  was  to  compel  the 
men  who  had  thus  been  brought  into  the 
army  to  refund  the  money  they  had  re- 
ceived, and  to  make  them  pay  for  their 
accoutrements.  But  that  was  a  course 
which  he  believed  would  not  be  so  effectual 
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aa  tKe  pass'iDg  a  short  Bill  to  make  the  At- 
testations legal.  By  the  present  law  a 
man  who  had  seired  iu  the  annj  twentj- 
one  years  was  entitled  to  a  pension ;  and 
some  of  these  men  who  had  been  impro- 
perly attested,  bnt  having  served  a  consi- 
derable tenn  of  jcan,  were  slormed,  lest 
they  shonld  lose  their  penaions.  He  did 
not  believe  the  Government  would  take  any 


BQch  advantage;  but  the  fear  existed,  be- 
cause what  was  good  for  one  was  good  for 
the  other,  and  it  might  be  urged  against 
the  men  that  they,  not  having  been  legally 
enlisted,  were  not  entitled  to  any  pension. 
Many  of  these  men  had  already  served  ten, 
and  in  some  cases  fifteen  years,  and  they 
were  afraid  that  all  that  period  of  service 
woold  be  lost,  in  consequence  of  their  hav- 
ing been  enlisted  in  one  county,  and  attest- 
ed in  another.  He  was  quite  sure  that  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  set  these 
things  square  on  the  best  plan  possible, 
which  he  believed  would  be  by  bringing  in 
a  short  Bill.  It  was  quite  clear  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  for  the  sake  of  those 
men  who  had  already  fsithfully  served  a 
great  number  of  yews  in  the  serrice  of 
^eir  conntry. 

Hb.  S.  HERBERT  sud,  tt  was  perfectly 
tme  that  within  the  last  few  days  a  great 
number  of  appUcations  from  soldien  in  the 
Horse  Onaids  had  been  received,  which 
had  been  correctly  described  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  Bnt  it  was  not  the 
case  that  any  soldier  had,  upon  such  ap- 
plication OS  stated,  been  informed  that  the 
parties  alladed  to  would  be  deprived,  after 
years  of  bard  service,  of  their  future  pen- 
sions. On  the  contrary,  every  soldier, 
notwithstanding  his  enlistment  might  be 
illegal,  by  continuing  in  the  service,  would 
have  the  full  benefit  of  his  past  services, 
and  would  receive  his  pension  under  the 
reguUtions  that  now  existed.  With  re- 
spect to  the  request  which  had  been  made, 
that  a  claim  should  be  advanced  against 
BoMiers  who  were  abont  to  leave  the  army, 
he  thought  that  nothing  eonld  posubly  be 
more  unjust  to  the  soldiers.  Whether 
there  were  or  were  not  in  the  army 
great  a  number  of  persons  >a  the  bi 
Gentleman  thought  could  claim  thi ' 
charge  on  the  ground  of  this  te 
flaw,  he  was  not  prepared  to  sav 
subject  was  one  of  very  great  imp 
it  was  under  the  eonsideration  of  I^ 
jesly's  Government;  and,  at  a  fuU 
riod,  ho  shoold  be  able  to  state  whi 
decision  was. 

:4ubject  at  an  end. 


{COMMONS}        GoHfwMDf  ifaowref.       I(H8 

FEVEB  (lEELAM))-GOVERNliENT 
blEASURES. 

Hr.  W.  smith  O'BRIEN  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Seeretorj 
of  State  fi>r  the  Hcnne  Department,  who 
had  brought  in  «  Bill  with  reference  to  the' 
fever  prevailing  in  Ireland,  whether  he 
had  any  objection  to  state  when  the  dts- 
CQsaion  on  that  Bill  would  be  taken,  and 
whether  the  second  reading,  wluch  was 
fiied  for  this  evening,  would  come  on. 

SiB  J.  GRAHAM  was  nndwstood  to 
say  that  he  reallv  hoped  the  seeond  reodir^ 
of  this  Bill  would  come  on  to-night,  even 
if  it  were  after  twelve  o'clock.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  M  ember  would  allow  the  seemtd 
reading  of  the  Bill  to  proceed.  It  was  bis 
earnest  de»re  to  give  the  House  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  BilL 

MB.W.SHITHO'BRIENsaid,his  object 
was  notsomuchto  discuss  the  Bill,  as  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  measursa 
which  were  required  on  other  groonda  than 
the  representations  <^  Government.  The 
obvious  course  to  be  adopted  was  that  re- 
commended by  the  h<Ki.  Member  for  Pins- 
bury,  to  send  the  starving  pee[Je  supplies 
of  food,  and  thereby  avert  uie  necessity  sT 
sraiding  them  physic. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  said,  be  had  resd  tlw 
Papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the  TsUe 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
and  since  printed;  and  the  inference  be 
drew  from  them  certainly  was,  first,  that 
what  the  Irish  people  wanted  was  not 
physic,  but  food,  to  prevent  the  impending 
famine,  and  what  arose  aa  a  eonseqwaee; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  that  no  time  was 
to  be  lost.  If  they  were  to  go  thrangh 
the  debate  on  com,  and  the  TwifT,  bcAini 
they  had  an  opportniuty  o(  discnssiug  the 
quntion  whether  any  further  messsres 
besides  fever  hospitals  were  required,  tbe 
delay  would  be  s  most  unfortunate  one. 
He  must  ask  the  right  boa.  Baronet  la 
give  the  House  the  opportonitT,  when  Ibe 
Bill  went  into  Committee,  of  diactMMng 
whether  any  nltetior  messores,  with  .the 
view  of  giring  food  talber  than  pfaTmc, 
were  not  desirable.  He  should  then  move, 
either  ai 
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to  proyed  to  demonstration  that  no  time 
should  be  lost  in  providing  a  suitable  re- 
medy to  prevent  the  progress  of  fever  in 
Ireland ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  concur  in  thinking  that  this  mea- 
sure was  most  pressing,  however  important 
and  necessary  other  measures  might  be  to 
which  he  had  referred.  The  alteration  of 
the  Irish  Poor  Law  was  certainly  a  very 
important  question;  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wished  it  to  be  discussed,  it  might  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  future  and  substan- 
tive Motion.  But  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  allow  it  to  interfere  with  this 
question  of  providing  the  means  of  arrest- 
ing the  progress  of  fever — ^a  measure  in 
which  there  ought  to  be  no  delay  whatever. 
He  might  state,  in  reference  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
with  respect  to  the  supply  of  food,  that  in 
cases  of  urgent  necessity,  very  ample  ar- 
rangements had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  meet  that  necessity;  and  when  the 
proper  time  arrived,  Government  would 
ask  for  the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  the 
steps  which  had  been  taken,  availing  them- 
selves of  their  responsibility  to  make  such 
provision. 

Mr.  HUME  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  think  of  distributing  food:  what 
the  Irish  people  wanted  was  employment. 
He  hoped  ;that  no  gratuitous  distribution 
would  be  made,  except  in  cases  of  very 
urgent  necessity;  and  the  line  might  be 
drawn  pretty  accurately.  He  wished  strongly 
to  protest  against  the  idea  of  making  the 
whole  populace  of  Ireland  a  nation  of  pau- 
pers. Let  employment  be  given  them: 
tliat  was  what  was  wanted. 

Sir  J.  GRAB  AM:  What  the  Govern- 
ment proposes  to  do  is  to  give  them  labour 
whereby  an  opportunity  wiU  be  afforded 
them  of  obtaining  wages;  and  in  addition 
to  that,  facilities  will  also  be  given  them 
for  obtaining  food  for  the  wages  so  earned, 
at  a  very  reasonable  price. 

Mr.  O'CONNELL  :  That  is  just  what 
the  Irish  Members  desire ;  but  I  must 
also  remind  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
not  a  shilling  of  the  sums  voted  for  public 
works,  or  of  the  money  subscribed  for  the 
construction  of  railways,  has  as  yet  been 
laid  out. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  it  appeared  from 
all  the  Reports  that  the  fever  owed  its 
origin  to  want  of  food.  To  provide  labour 
must  be  a  work  of  time  ;  and  he  wanted  to 
know  why  the  poor  Irish  and  the  poor 
English  should  receive  different  treatment 
iui4er  the  same  Govenunent?  In  England, 


if  a  number  of  the  labouring  people  were 
destitute,  the  law  provided  them  a  mainte- 
nance at  once  ;    and  if  a  poor  man  died 
from   starvation,  after  his  application  for 
relief  was  refused,   the   officers   refusing 
were,  in  the  eyes  of  the  law,  guilty  of  mur- 
der.    But  in  Ireland  it  appeared  that  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  destitute  people 
might  die  from  starvation,  and  no  law  was 
violated.  He  was  astonished  that  the  Irish 
Members  could  be  quiet  under  such  circum- 
stances ;  if  he  were  an  Irish  Member,  the 
English  Parliament  should  have  no  rest 
so  long  as  such  a  state  of  things  existed. 
So  far  from  condemning  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  (Mr.  W.    S.   O'Brien) 
who  gave  vent  the  other  night  to  his  feel- 
ings in  terms  which  the  occasion  demanded, 
he  admired  him  for  the  spirit  he  had  dis- 
played.    He  wished  it  to  be  explained  why 
a  different   course    of  policy  should    be 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  two  countries. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  as  to  the  desirableness  of 
giving  the  people  work,  and  he  would  sup- 
port any  measure  having  that  object.    But 
it  was  now  apparent,  from  the  official  returns 
which    Government    had    received,    that 
throughout  Ireland  the  most  frightful  dis- 
tress prevailed  ;    and  from  whom  did  this 
information   come?       From  the  medical 
officers  of  the  poor-law  districts  in  Ireland, 
who  had  opportunities  not  only  of  obtain- 
ing information  from  the  infirmaries  and 
dispensaries  in  the  country,  but  were  well 
acquainted  with  the  state  Of  the  poor  in  the 
various  districts  in  which  they  practised. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's   Government  stood  better 
with  the  people  of  England  in  respect  of 
this  subject  than  any  other  Member  of  the 
House.     In  the  first  week  of  November, 
foreseeing  what  was  likely  to  arise,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  proposed  that  the 
ports  of  the  country  should  be  opened ;  and 
because  he  could  not  carry  such  a  proposal, 
he  resigned  his  office  in  the  Government. 
Such  conduct  was  in  the  highest  degree 
commendable  ;    and  he  for  one  envied  the 
feelings  the  right  hon.  Baronet  must  ex- 
perience at  that  moment.     The  public  ex- 
pected that  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  London  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  forming  an  Administration,  he 
would  have  done  so,  and  would  have  acted 
upon  the  principles  which  he  propounded  in 
his  letter  to  his   constituents.     Instead, 
however,   of  doing  so,   after  some  petty 
squabble,  the  noble  Lord  abandoned  the 
prospect  of  forming  an  Administration,  and 
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the  predictions  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net made  at  the  close  of  the  last  year  had 
since  been  fulfilled.  Now,  he  should  like 
to^'ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Recorder  for 
Dublin,  whether  he  was  satisfied  that  the 
accounts  with  regard  to  the  deplorable  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  Ireland  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  given  to  the  House  were 
not  exaggerated  ?  He  should  propose  that 
the  Poor  Law  should  be  at  once  amended 
in  preference  to  their  passing  anj  fever 
Bills.  If  that  were  not  done,  or  if  it  were  not 
distinctly  stated  why  a  different  rule  of  con- 
duct was  to  be  observed  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament towards  the  poor  of  the  one  country 
and  of  the  other ;  imtil  that  statement  were 
made,  he  for  one  (although  he  acknow- 
ledged that  what  thie  Government  was 
doing  with  respect  to  supplying  the  Irish 
poor  with  fever  hospitals  was  very  right 
and  proper),  thought  that  one  paramount 
duty  was  being  neglected,  namely,  that  the 
law  should  be  made  to  provide  for  the  poor 
of  Ireland.  It  was  admitted  by  nearly 
every  one  who  had  furnished  these  sta- 
tistics, that  the  cause  of  fever  was  to  be 
found  in  the  deficiency  of  food,  or  the  bad 
quality  of  it.  He  had  stated  on  a  previous 
night  that  prevention  was  better  than  cure, 
and  he  considered  it  the  Government's 
boimden  duty  to  adopt  such  measures  as 
would,  for  the  time  coming,  render  the 
sister  country  less  liable  to  the  visitations 
of  famine,  and,  consequently,  of  fever. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Sir,  I  do  hope  that 
the  House  will  not  be  led  into  a  debate, 
the  effect  of  which  must  necessarily  be  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  that  measure 
which  it  is  understood  is  to  occupy  our 
attention  this  evening.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  House  will  recoUect  that  the 
Tariff  provides  for  the  remission  or  the  re- 
peal of  duty  on  many  articles  of  subsistence 
— and  that,  so  soon  as  the  Tariff  shall  have 
received  the  sanction  of  this  House,  that 
is  to  say,  so  soon  as  the  Resolutions  affirmed 
by  the  Committee  shall  have  been  reported, 
there  will  be  the  opportunity  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  with  respect  to  every 
article  excepting  those  in  the  Com  Bill,  of 
immediately  making  an  order  for  remitting 
the  duty  on  those  articles  in  bond.  There- 
fore, the  more  haste  we  can  make  in  pas- 
sing the  Tariff,  the  more  are  we  prepared 
to  provide  the  people  of  Ireland  with  free 
access  to  many  articles  of  subsistence; 
and  I  do  hope,  therefore,  that  however  im- 
portant or  interesting  this  subject  may  be, 
the  House  will  not  allow  itself  to  be  led 
away  from  the  debate  which  ia  ' 


connected  with  bur  progress  in  supply- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  with  food.     I  do 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Scrope), 
that  there  cannot  be  a  matter  of  higher  im- 
portance than  that  to  which  he  has  ad- 
verted, namely,  what  shall  be  the  claim  or 
rights  on  the  part  of  the  destitute  poor  of 
Ireland  to  relief.     I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  recollect  what  difficulty  the 
noble    Lord    had  in   passing    the    Irish 
Poor  Law  Bill,  in  applying  those  quali- 
fications which  that  Bill  imposes;    and 
how  many  persons  there  were  professing, 
and  I  believe  feeling,  the  deepest  interest 
in  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  who  did  offer  to 
that  Bill,  even  with  all  its  qualifications 
and  restrictions,  their  most  strenuous  oppo- 
sition, thinking  that  the  tendency  of  it  was 
rather  to  interfere  with  the  current  of  pri- 
vate charity,  and  to  lower,  rather  than  to 
improve,  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people. 
If  you  are  to  go  on  the  ground  of  the  ab- 
solute right  to  relief  of  the  destitute  in 
Ireland,  I  can  only  say,  that  you  will  be 
opening  a  question  which,  as  regards  their 
social  condition,  will  be  attended  with  the 
most  serious  consequences.    In  the  present 
case,  I  would  strongly  advise  the  House 
not  to  attempt  any  legislative  rule  as  to 
the  principles  on  which  relief  is  to  be  given. 
It  requires  very  great  tact  and  discretion 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive;  and,  if  you  at- 
tempt to  apply  any  general  principle  aa  to 
the  relief  you  will  give,  or  the  r^^ations 
on  which  you  wiH  give  it,  you  will  find  that 
utterly  impossible.     In  the  ease  of  a  num- 
ber of  rich  landed  proprietors  living  to- 
gether, surely  Government  has  a  right  to 
throw  upon  them  the  duty  of  providing  re- 
lief, and  the  responsibility  of  refusing  to 
do  so,  supposing  they  did  refuse.     But,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  may  be  in  remote 
districts,  as  in  Galway  or  Nenagh,  an  ab- 
solute necessity  for  Government  interfer- 
ence, neglecting  all  such  other  modes  of 
relief.    The  circumstances  of  different  dis- 
tricts and  parishes  are  so  various,  that  no 
legislative  rule  can  be  laid  down.     Yon 
had  much  better  trust  Government  with 
the  discretion.     You  had  much  better  not 
ask  them  what  the  principles  are  on  which 
they  propose  to  act  m  this  matter,  in  order 
that  persons  may  not  take  advantage  of 
that  knowledge  when  applying  for  relief. 
Let  us,  in  some  cases,  encourage  private 
liberality ;   in   others,   dispense  wHh  it ; 
hoping  that  there  will  be  no  abuse  of  the 
authority  ♦**  — -Mne;  and   hereafter  we 
shall  n  Parliament,  lay  the 

wholf  "n,  and  ask  for  a»  ' 
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demnitj,  if  indemnity  be  required.  That 
is  the  course  which  has  been  pursued  in 
former  cases.  There  was  no  jealousy  on 
the  part  of  the  Executive  Government;  and 
if  the  emergency  was  one  requiring  so 
much  tact  and  loc%l  knowledge  in  the  ap- 
plication of  a  remedy*  for  the  purpose  of 
not  establishing  a  precedent,  and  prevent- 
ing dangerous  abuses,  the  House  was  in- 
duced to  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment. I  assure  the  House  that  the  fullest 
information  with  reference  to  every  farthing 
that  is  granted  will  be  hereafter  given 
them.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  consider- 
ing what  effect  the  passing  of  these  Reso- 
lutions, which  embody  so  many  articles  of 
food,  will  have  upon  trade,  upon  employ- 
ment, and  upon  the  supply  of  articles  of 
food,  I  hope  that  GenUemen  will  have 
some  control  upon  those  feelings  of  sym- 
pathy which  do  them  so  much  honour;  and, 
seeing  the  advantage  that  is  to  be  gained 
by  the  House  deciding  upon  the  great  com- 
mercial questions  that  are  now  before  it,  I 
hope  we  shall  endeavour  to  abstain  from 
being  needlessly  led  aside  from  their  con- 
sideration. 

CAPTAiif  JONES  believed  that  no  ap- 
plications for  relief  in  Ireland  had  been  re- 
fused. In  the  beginning  of  January,  the 
uimaber  of  persons  in  the  poor  house,  re- 
ceiving relief,  was  smaller  than  it  was  at 
the  same  period  in  the  year  before,  by  at 
least  five  per  cent ;  and  it  had  been  gra- 
dually falling  off. 

Mb.  W.  SMITH  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
did  not  see  how  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  butter,  silks,  and  other  articles  in  the 
Tariff,  could  have  any  effect  on  the  relief 
of  the  Irish  poor.  He  did  not  believe  the 
measures  of  Government  were  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  in  view.  Of  course,  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
he  took  on  himself  the  full  responsibility  of 
making  provision  for  the  distress,  he  was 
not  entitled  to  make  any  further  observa- 
tions ;  but  he  must  enter  his  protest 
against  the  House  considering  anything  of 
more  importance  than  the  relief  of  the  Irish 
destitute  poor. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

RECENT  REDUCTIONS  OF  DUTY. 

Lord  G.  BENTINGK  had  given  notice 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  he  would  ask  a  question 
with  reference  to  the  discussion  coming  on 
that  night.  From  a  recent  return  to  the 
House,  as  to  the  effect  of  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  excise  duties  on  auctions  and 


g^ass,  it  appeared  that  there  had  been  a 
reduction  of  450  excise  officers,  and  a  re- 
duction in  the  cost  of  the  excise  of  52,636^. 
The  total  amount  of  excise  duties  on  auctions 
and  glass  had  been  estimated  at  900,000^. 
in  round  figures — 308,000^  in  auctions, 
and  642,0002.  in  glass.  The  question  he 
had  to  ask  was  one  very  pertinent  to  the 
matter  now  before  the  House— whether 
similar  happy  results  had  ensued  from  the 
reduction  upon  customs  duties  which  had 
taken  place  between  1842  and  the  present 
time ;  and,  further,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  estimated  that  a  reduction  of  Cus- 
tom-house officers  and  of  the  expense  of 
maintaining  them  might  be  fairly  expected 
from  the  reductions  in  customs  duties  now 
under  consideration  ? 

Sib  R.  feel  :  Perhaps  the  House  will 
recollect  that  when  I  proposed  the  entire 
reduction  of  the  auctions  and  glass  duties, 
I  gave  as  a  reason  for  the  total  reduction 
of  those  duties  not  only  the  immense  ad- 
vantage that  there  would  be  in  the  case  of 
the  excise  duties  on  the  total  abolition  of 
all  interference  with  the  ordinary  course  of 
business  by  the  Excise,  thus  permitting  the 
freest  scope  to  the  ingenuity,  and  skill, 
and  capital  of  all  men  engaged,  and  all 
others  who  might  be  inclined  to  engage  in 
the  manufacture  of  glass ;  but  I  stated 
that  there  would  also  be  this  advantage  from 
the  total  repeal  of  the  existing  excise  duty, 
namely,  that  you  could  altogether  dispense 
with  that  establishment  of  excise  officers 
who  have  been  employed  in  the  superin- 
tendence of  the  traoe  and  the  duties.  And 
that  result  has  followed  in  the  case  of  the 
auction  and  glass  duties.  My  noble  Friend 
has  quoted,  very  correctly,  the  number  of 
officers  whose  services  have  been  dispensed 
with,  and  the  saving  that  has  been  made 
upon  their  salaries  ;  and  I  must  say,  that 
that  document  is  a  conclusive  proof  of  the 
advantage,  when  the  revenue  will  admit  of 
it,  of  making  a  total  reduction  of  certain 
duties,  rather  than  in  spreading  your  re- 
ductions over  many,  which  continues  the 
interference  of  the  Excise  with  the  ordinary 
occupations  of  manufacturers,  and  also 
makes  it  necessary  to  keep  up  nearly  the 
same  amount  of  officers  for  the  purpose  of 
superintending  the  trade  and  collecting 
a  diminished  amount  of  revenue  ;  and, 
therefore.  Sir,  I  think  nothing  can  be 
more  satisfactory  than  that  document,  in 
so  far  as  the  excise  is  concerned.  Then 
my  noble  Friend  asks  me  this  ques- 
tion: as  customs  duties,  of  at  least  an 
equal  amount,  have  been  either  materially 
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reduced  or  repealed^  has  there  been  a  sav- 
ing in  the  establishment  of  the  Customs, 
both  in  respect  to  the  number  of  officers 
and  their  salaries,  at  all  equivalent  in 
amount  to  the  reduction  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  Excise?  I  am  bound  at 
once  to  tell  my  noble  Friend,  there  has 
not  been  a  corresponding  reduction,  and 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  from  the  course 
of  trade,  there  cannot  be  such  a  cor- 
responding reduction.  Because,  when  you 
reduce  a  customs  duty,  even  if  you  re- 
peal it  altogether,  you  do  not  at  all  dis- 
pense with  the  obligation  of  the  ship  bring- 
ing in  the  duty-free  article  reporting  itself, 
being  placed  in  charge,  and  an  entry  being 
made  of  the  duty-free  goods,  equally  with 
the  entry  which  is  required  for  goods  sub- 
ject to  duty.  You  require  it  for  two  pur- 
poses. Firstly,  for  a  statbtical  purpose ; 
for  a  correct  account  of  consumption  and  of 
the  amount  of  the  goods  imported  into  this 
country.  And  when  we  proposed  in  1844 
a  total  repeal  of  the  duties  on  many  arti- 
cles of  customs,  it  was  objected  to  us  that 
there  would  not  be  the  same  opportunity  as 
before  existed  of  ascertaining  the  consump- 
tion of  food.  We  saw  then  that  we  should 
take  a  correct  account  of  the  articles  of 
food  brought  into  this  country.  Another 
reason  why  this  superintendence  should 
continue  was,  that  they  should  take  precau- 
tion lest  any  articles  repealed  be  imported 
without  notice.  For  instance,  they  could 
not  permit  cotton  to  be  brought  in  without 
some  superintendence.  The  ship  bringing 
in  the  goods  must  be  taken  under  charge, 
and  an  entry  of  the  goods  taken.  In  the 
case  of  the  repeal  of  the  customs  duties 
there  has  not  been,  and  there  cannot  be, 
the  same  reduction  of  the  establishment 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  Excise.  But 
I  will  administer  some  consolation  to  my 
noble  Friend,  by  showing  him  what  has 
been  the  increase  of  trade  in  consequence 
of  the  reduction  of  the  duties.  That  in- 
crease of  trade  implies  an  increase  in  the 
Customs  establishment,  and  although  we 
do  not  gain  the  advantage  which  we  give 
in  the  Excise,  yet  we  have  an  equivalent 
advantage  of  very  great  importance;  and  I 
hold  in  my  hand  an  account  with  respect 
to  the  principal  ports  in  this  country  of  the 
number  of  ships  with  cargoes  from  abroad, 
which  entered  into  these  ports,  and  the 
number  of  entries.  So  desirous  am  I  of 
affording  every  information  on  a  subject  of 
this  kind  that  1  would  rather  move  for  a 
return  of  the  number  of  ships  and  of  the 
number  of  entries.    But  the  following  ac- 


count will  show  what  has  taken  place  with 
regard  to  the  increase  or  suspension  of 
trade.  Contemporaneously  with  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Customs  Duties,  here  is  an  ac- 
count of  the  number  of  vessels  which  en^ 
tered  into  the  principal  porta  with  car- 
goes from  foreign  countries,  and  the  number 
of  entries  at  the  Custom-house : — 


Ports. 

Tears. 

London  ...  4 

1843 
1845 

Liverpool...  < 

1843 
1845 

Newcastle  .  4 

1843 

1845 

DubUn 1 

1843 
1845 

Dundee  ...  < 

1843 
1845 

Glasgow  ...  i 

1843 
1845 

Ships  with 
goes  firom  foreign 
ports. 


Nomber 

oT 
entries. 


0370 

7531 

3385 

3000 

613 

008 

361 

307 

313 

415 

380 

418 


484,000 

567»000 

188,000 

330,000 

23,000 

30,000 

21,700 

30410 

7,700 

0,600 

33,000 

30,700 


Therefore,  my  noble  Friend  wiU  see  that 
there  has  been  an  immense  increase  of 
trade  in  the  country,  that  there  was  a  much 
greater  number  of  ships  and  entries  in  the 
latter  year  than  in  the  former,  a  circum- 
stance which  prevents  anv  decrease  in  the 
Customs  establishment,  because  a  much 
greater  number  of  officers  are  required  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  entries.  But 
though  there  may  not  be  tbat  advantage  in 
reducing  the  customs  duties  which  we 
have  in  reducing  the  excise  duties,  yet  I 
pi-ove  that  we  have  a  corresponding  ad- 
vantage. 

CUSTOMS  AND  CORN  IMPORTATION 

REPORT. 

The  further  proceedings  on  the  Report 
of  the  Customs  and  Com  Importation  Re- 
solutions was  resumed. 

On  the  Question,  that  Hops,  the  cwt.» 
21.  Ss.,  stand  part  of  the  Resolution, 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  said,  this  was  a  sub- 
ject of  deep  and  paramount  importance  to 
the  county  he  had  the  honour  to  represent^ 
and  with  which,  of  course,  he  was  princi« 
pally  conversant,  though  he  had  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  matter  was  of  equal. 
if  not  of  greater  magnitude,  as  respited 
Sussex  and  other  hop-growing  counties.  In 
1842  the  dutv  on  the  import  of  hops  had 
been  reduced  from  SI.  10«.,  or  9/.»  to 
4Z.  10#.;  but  the  latter  sum  was  certainly 
acceded  to  by  the  hop-growers,  as  not  an 
inadequate  amount  of  proteetion.  It  waa 
now  proposed,  however,  to  reduce  tha  duty 
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^m   H.  lOy.  to  '21.  5$. ;  and  the  hop- 
growers  were  tiniversally  of  opinion,  that 
under  such  a  duty  thej  would  be  utterly 
unable  to  maintain  a  competition  with  the 
foreign  producer.     It  shoidd  be  recollected 
the  home  Jiop-grower  had  to  pay  an  excise 
duty  of  11,  per  cwt.,  a  burden  which,  of 
course,  the  foreign  producer  had  not  to 
bear,  and  which,  therefore,  operated,  pro 
tamto,  in  favour  of  the  foreigner,  and  against 
.the  home  producer.     The  real  amount  of 
protective  duty  on  the  English  hops  was 
therefore  reduced  to  25$,  per  cwt. ;  a  duty 
ttitirely  inadequate  to  protect  the  hop  plan- 
ter of  this  country.     Those  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  growth  of  hops  knew 
that  it  required  some  time  to  bring  the 
article  to  perfection;  and  that  bringing  a 
plantation  into  a  state  fit  for  production 
was  attended  with  heavy  preliminary  ex- 
penses.     Moreover,  large  sums  were  in- 
vested in  the  building  of  vast  houses  in 
which  to  dry  the  hops,  so  that  a  great 
amount  of  capital  was  invested  in  the  rais- 
ing of  hops.     There  were  from  20,000  to 
30,000  acres  occupied  in  the  raising  of 
hops  in  Kent  alone.   And  it  was  a  most  im- 
portant consideration  in  connexion  with  this 
subject,  and  showed  how  inseparable  from 
the  question  of  protection  were  the  inter- 
ests of  labour — ^that  in  the  growth  of  hops, 
at  least  SI.  more  per  acre  were  expended 
than  in  the  cultivation  of  any  other  species 
of  arable  land;  that  is,  that  where  102.  per 
acre  was  expended  in  the  wages  of  labour 
in  the  growth  of  hops,  only  22.  per  acre 
would  be  expended  in  the  same  way  in  the 
cultivation  of  wheat  or  any  other  grain. 
The  labour  likewise  engaged  in  the  raising 
of  hops  was  not  that  of  men  alone,  but  of 
women  and  children.     So  that,  in  fact,  in 
the  hop  districts,  large  populations  had 
grown  up  around  and  arisen  from  the  hop 

?lantation8  in  which  they  were  engaged, 
'he  reduction  of  the  duty  would,  by  ex- 
posing the  hop  planters  of  this  country  to 
a  ruinous  competition,  inflict  irreparable 
injury  on  their  interests.  It  was  but 
justice,  thisrefore,  that,  under  such  circum- 
stances, if  the  customs  duty  were  to  be  thus 
ruinously  reduced  in  favour  of  the  foreigner, 
at  least  the  excise  duty  should  be  propor- 
tionally reduced  in  favour  of  the  home 
grower,  who  then  might  have  some  chance 
of  success  in  an  otherwise  hopeless  com- 
petition. It  was.  of  great  importance  to 
bear  in  mind,  in  this  question,  that  the 
consumer  would  not  be  benefited  one  jot 
by  the  reduction  of  duty.  So  small  was 
the  quantity  of  hops  employed  in  brewing 
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of  beer,  that  when  the  effect  of  the  duty 
was  taken  in  detail,  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  could  not  have  the  effect  of  lowering 
the  price  in  any  perceptible  degree— cer- 
tainly not  more  than  one  farthing  per  gal- 
lon; while,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was 
the  certainty  of  irreparable  injury — the 
prospect  of  utter  ruin  to  an  interest  which 
proved  the  source  of  abundant  employment 
to  the  poor,  and  in  which  large  sums  were 
invested.  '  He  pressed  these  considerations 
humbly,  but  earnestly,  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government. 

Sib  R.  peel  did  not  know  that  he 
could  add  anything  to  that  which  he  stated 
when  this  subject  was  brought  under  con- 
sideration by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex^ 
in  the  year  1842.  It  was  stated  that  the 
duty  being  91,  per  cwt.  in  1842,  it  was  re«> 
duced  to  4tl,  14«.  Qd.  per  cwt.  Alarms  of 
the  same  nature  as  those  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kent  were  then  expressed, 
that  hops  would  then  cease  to  be  cultivated, 
and  that  the  people  would  cease  to  be 
employed.  But  it  appeared  that,  during 
the  three  years  which  had  elapsed  since 
1842,  only  two  cwt.  of  foreign  hops  had 
been  brought  in,  while  the  duty  which  had 
been  paid  had  not  exceeded  IQl,  in  the 
three  kingdoms.  He  apprehended  that 
the  countries  from  which  any  formidable 
competition  could  be  expected  were  very 
distant  from  this.  Some  hops,  'he  believed^ 
were  grown  in  the  United  States;  but 
they  could  not  stand  a  long  voyage,  and 
were  very  much  inferior  to  those  grown 
in  Kent.  The  produce  of  Kent,  with  the 
duty  of  11,  per  cwt.,  could  enter  into  com- 
petition wi^  the  produce  of  America,  or 
any  foreign  country.  The  introduction  of 
hops  into  this  country  from  any  other  had 
been  hitherto  a  bad  speculation,  though 
sometimes  the  price  was  exorbitant.  But 
if  in  dear  years  a  moderate  quantity  were 
brought  in,  controlling  the  exorbitant  prices^ 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  thought  it  would  oe  for 
the  general  advantage  of  the  consumer, 
and  he  very  much  doubted  if  it  would  not 
be  advantageous  to  the  hop-growers  them- 
selves. He  could  not  consent  to  repeal 
theexcise  duties  on  hopR,  and  lose  170,00M, 
revenue,  or  200,000^  in  prosperous  years. 
The  question  was,  whether  the  hop-grow«r 
in  this  country,  with  a  protection  of  25^., 
that  is,  deducting  the  iT.  excise  duty  from 
the  21,' 5s,  protection  duty,  could  not  enter 
into  competition  with  the  foreign  grower, 
except  when  the  prices  were  so  exorbitant 
as  to  render  it  for  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumer that  they  should  have  a  foreign  sup* 
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ply.  He  could  not  add  anything  to  that 
which  had  heen  said  upon  what  had  been 
brought  before  them  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sussex.  He  could  not  then  consent  to 
a  reduction  of  the  excise  duties;  and  he 
could  not  think  it  desirable  to  maintain  so 
high  a  duty  as  had  been  paid  on  foreign 
hops  for  the  last  three  years,  during  which 
time  only  two  cwt.  had  been  imported,  and 
102.  duty  had  been  paid. 

Mr.  fuller  said,  to  repeal  the  Com 
Laws  was  bad  enough,  but  to  reduce  the 
duty  on  hops  was  worse.  It  would  ruin 
all  the  landowners,  tenants,  and  labourers 
of  Sussex  and  Kent,  and  it  would  throw 
thousands  out  of  employ.  It  was  irnpos* 
Bible  to  estimate  the  cUstress  that  must 
arise.  At  least  the  excise  duty  ought  to 
be  reduced.  Foreign  hops  would  be  sold 
here  for  less  than  they  could  be  raised  at 
in  Sussex.  English  capital  would  soon  be 
directed  to  the  increased  production  of 
foreign  hops.  The  repeal  of  the  malt  duty 
which  pressed  so  heavily  on  the  agricul- 
turists and  the  country,  would  be  a  great 
benefit  to  the  entire  community  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  might 
recollect  his  own  declaration,  that  the  re- 
peal of  the  malt  tax  must  follow  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  represented  that  the  hop-planters 
had  made  a  great  opposition  to  the  last  re- 
duction of  duty:  it  was  true,  and  they  had 
only  agreed  to  the  41,  10«.  duty,  on  being 
assured  that  it  should  remain  as  a  perma- 
nent and  efficient  protection. 

CoLOKEL  AUSTIN  concurred  in  what 
had  been  expressed  by  the  hon.  Members 
for  Sussex  and  Kent.  The  growth  of  hops 
stood  in  peculiar  need  of  protection;  and 
that  it  was  totally  tumecessary  to  reduce 
that  protection  on  account  of  the  consumer, 
was  evident  from  this,  that  the  prices  had 
been  moderate  on  an  average.  The  fallacy 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  in  assuming, 
that  because  41.  lOs,  might  be  adequate 
protection,  21.  Si,  eould  be  so.  But,  in 
truth,  it  was  only  a  protection  to  the  ex- 
tent of  11,  5s,  f  when  1{.  per  cwt.  was  de- 
ducted for  the  excise  duty,  to  which  our 
hop-growers  were  exclusivdy  subjected.  If 
the  Government  persisted  in  their  resolu- 
tion to  reduce  the  duty,  the  most  ruinous 
results  must  ensue  in  the  hop-growing 
counties.  He  feared  that  no  reasoning 
and  no  appeals  would  induce  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  modify  his  proposition; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  teach 
the  farmers  of  England  a  bitter  lesson  they 
would  not  readily  f orget<*that  they  were  to 


expect  permanence  in  no  measures  but 
such  as  operated  to  their  detriment  and 
disadvantage.  Such  were  the  fruits  of 
that  free-trade  mania  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  unhappily  inoeulatad 
fh>m  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Had 
he  any  influence  with  the  House,  he  would 
not  hesitate  to  use  it  to  induce  them  to  inp 
crease  the  proteetive  duty  on  hops,  rather 
than  diminish  it.  But,  as  he  knew  that 
the  hop-£p*owing  was  carried  on  in  few 
counties,  and  ^t  Members  for  other  dis- 
triots  were  not  acquainted  with  the  in* 
portanoe  of  the  subject,  he  despaired  of 
making  any  impression  on  the  House,  and 
could  only  express  an  earnest  hope  that,  on 
some  future  occasion,  ihey  would  be  in* 
duced  to  reconsider  a  matter  so  moment* 

OUB. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood, that  when  the  hopgrowers  remon* 
strated  with  the  Government  on  the  last 
reduction  of  the  duty,  they  did  so  nnder 
the  impression  that  it  was  to  be  a  reduo* 
tion  to  22$.  instead  of  41,  lOt.,  with  which 
latter  sum  they  were  satisfied,  and  ex* 
pected  that  it  would  be  maintained.  It 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that  extra  tithes 
and  poor  rates  were  charged  on  hop  grounds 
to  the  extent  of  some  i$,  or  5t,  per  ewt, ; 
which  was  of  course  a  proportionate  draw* 
back  on  the  protective  duty.  Then  agun 
another  circumstance  operated  very  unia> 
vourably  to  the  Englidi  hop*grower2  h« 
had  to  pay  the  duty  when  his  hqM  were 
dry;  whereas  the  foreign  produoer  oonld 
keep  his  hops  in  bond  till  they  were  r»» 
quirad  for  consumption ;  meanwhile  the 
ESnglish  hop-grower  lost  the  interest  of  his 
money.  Smce  1842  foreign  hops  (B^ 
gian  for  instance)  had  been  offered  freely 
m  the  river  at  21.  2s.  per  owt.,  free  of 
duty;  the  hop  dealers  in  London  <^fered 
6{.  6«.  per  owt.  including  duty;  and  wiUi  e 
41,  10s.  duty,  the  foreign  hops  were  ex- 
cluded; but  with  a  II.  fii.  duty,  of  eoorse 
at  that  price  they  would  come  into  eompe* 
tition  with  our  own  hops.  He  had  been 
infomed  on  good  authority  that  hops  eonld 
be  brought  from  America  at  21.  per  ewt.« 
and  the  freight  would  be  only  2$.  or  St. 
more;  so  that  they  would  be  nearly  en  the 
same  footing  as  the  Belgian  hops.  The 
Report  of  tiie  Commissionen  of  Excise 
Inquiry  (Sir  H.  PameU,  Mr.  Baring,  and 
Mr.  Wiekham),  all  staaeh  firee  tndevs, 
recommended  that,  concurrently  with  the 
reduction  of  the  import  duty,  there  shedd 
be  a  repeal  of  the  excise  duty.  The  ater* 
sge  price  of  British  hops  hed  besa  Si.  8t« 
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per  owt.*^not  at  all  a  high  price — whereas 
foreigii  hops  could  he  sold  for  41.  7s,  per 
cwt,,  incluaiye  of  the  21,  5$,  duty  now  pro> 
poaed.  He  understood  that  the  proposed 
alteration  in  the  law  of  settlement  in  the 
hop  districts  was  to  he  retrospective  instead 
of  proapectiTe,  This  woula  he  felt  as  a 
yery  hard  case  in  the  hop-growmg  districts. 
Supposing  the  hop  grounds  were  hroken 
up,  what  would  hecome  of  the  poor  people 
who  had  heen  located  in  those  parishes  ? 
It  was,  in  fact,  like  hreaking  up  a  manu- 
picturing  town,  and  leaving  all  the  work* 
men  to  he  maintained  hv  the  owners  of  the 
destroyed  factories:  tne  population  was 
aa  much  crowded  together.  He  sincerely 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  throw  prices  so  low  as  to  prevent  the 
English  gp-ower  of  hops  continuing  his  cul* 
tivation.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said,  the  precarious  crop  introduced  a  kind 
of  gamhling  into  agricultural  pursuits.  The 
hop-grower  must  have  a  certain  capital  to 
go  on  with  in  case  of  a  had  year;  and  when 
diey  had  districts  in  England  where  there 
were  men  of  capital,  and  who  were  capaUe 
of  carrying  on  the  cultivation,  he  really 
did  not  see  why  they  should  he  interfered 
with  in  their  speculations.  The  question, 
then,  was,  should  Government  ruin  those 
men,  or  should  it  not  ?  There  was  another 
thing.  In  these  hop  districts  a  great 
quantity  of  coarse  Imen  was  consumed 
yearly  in  making  hop  hags,  while  the  coals 
for  drying  amounted  to  at  least  10,000  tons 
annuidly.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
take  this  into  consideration,  and  would 
either  consent  to  let  the  foreigner  pay  a 
higher  duty,  equivalent  to  the  excise  duty 
on  hops,  or  would  take  off  the  duty  on  hops 
altogether.  The  hon.  GentiemantheMem^i 
her  for  Kent  had  clearly  showed  that  a  re- 
duction would  have  no  real  effect  in  lower- 
ing the  price  to  the  consumer,  and  there* 
fore  it  would  he  needless  to  touch  upon 
that.  He  thought  if  the  right  hon.  ba- 
ronet wished  to  give  cheap  heer  to  the 
people,  he  should  take  the  duty  off  malt. 
Mb.  Aldbbmak  HUMPHERY  thought 
the  proposed  reduction  would  he  advantage- 
ous to  the  puhlic,  and  he  douhted  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  calculations  which  had  heen 
made  hy  the  hon.  Memher  who  had  just  sat 
down  with  respect  to  the  average  price  of 
hops  in  England.  He  recollected  one  year, 
the  year  1817,  in  which  the  price  was  as 
high  as  381.  per  cwt.  He  did  not  think  it 
at  all  likely  that  the  cost  of  carrying  Ame- 
rican hops  to  this  country  would  not  exceed 
Swt  Qt  five  shillings  per  bag;  nay,  he  held 


it  to  he  quite  impossible,  for  it  cost  as 
much  to  convey  them  from  Oanterbury 
and  Maidstone  to  London.  Even  though 
many  of  the  hop  gardens  were  to  be  thrown 
out  of  cultivation,  the  consequences  would 
not  be  very  disastrous,  for  there  was  no 
description  of  ground  which  grew  better 
wheat  than  that  which  had  previously  been 
cultivated  under  hops. 

Mb.  a.  J.  B.  HOPE  said,  he  thought 
the  present  question  had  not  been  put 
strongly  enough  in  favour  of  the  hop- 
growers.  Hop-growers  were  not  merely 
agriculturists,  but  they  were  at  once  agri- 
culturists and  traders,  and  therefore  might 
suffer  the  casualties  which  attend  both  the 
traders  and  the  agriculturists.  A  bad 
crop  of  wheat  or  oats  was  a  rarity ;  but 
the  hop-grower  could  not  insure  himself 
from  casualties  even  from  one  year  to  ano^ 
ther.  Formerly,  they  looked  to  a  surplus 
of  one  year  to  supply  the  deficiency  of 
another.  They  knew  that  high  prohibitoiy 
duties  would  prevent  foreign  hops  from 
coming  in.  The  course  of  nature  generally 
brought  it  round  that  good  and  bad  har- 
vests were  just  sufficient  to  make  up  in 
good  years  the  deficiency  of  bad  years* 
Any  hop-grower  having  capital  could  sell 
his  hops,  because  he  was  enabled  to  store 
it  up  to  meet  the  demands  of  scarce  years; 
but  if  the  facility  which  Government  gave 
at  present  were  removed,  that  could  not  be 
the  case  in  future.  He  thought  there  were 
peculiar  circumstances  to  prove  that  hop» 
ought  to  be  treated  with  particular  leni- 
ency, especially  when  they  remembered 
that  hop-growers  paid  the  enormous  ex- 
cise duty  of  2d,  in  the  pound.  They  were 
also  put  to  the  annoyance  of  having  an 
excise  officer  to  stamp  every  bag  of  hops, 
and  compelled  to  pay  toU  before  it  could 
be  taken  out  of  the  store.  When  all  this 
was  considered,  besides  the  uncertainties 
of  time  and  season,  he  did  think  it  was  a 
very  great  hardship  for  the  hop-growers  of 
Kent  to  have  their  protection  taken  from 
them  while  an  expensive  and  burdensome 
excise  duty  was  still  levied  upon  their  pro- 
duce. He  thought  that  if  there  was  to  he 
free  trade,  there  should  be  free  trade  be- 
tween Maidstone  and  London.  He  under- 
stood there  was  at  the  present  moment  a 
large  London  brewer  who  had  ordered  a 
quantity  of  hops  from  America,  which  at 
once  went  to  prove  that  they  could  be 
brought  into  England.  The  hop  trade  in 
Kent  supported  and  provided  food  and 
sustenance  for  numbers  of  the  labouring 
classes  of  that  county.    It  had  been  said 
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that  A  great  spirit  of  gambling  was  abroad; 
bnt  if  the  excise  dnty  were  taken  awaj, 
there  would  be  none.  TLe  trade  would  then 
be  carried  on  without  any  of  that  spirit  of 
gambling  which  was  now  comphuned  of. 
He  thought  that,  considering  hops  were 
subject  to  a  heavy  excise  duty,  it  demanded, 
if  anything,  a  much  greater  protection. 

Mr.  FREWEN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  alluded  to  the  great  pro- 
fit which  had  been  made  by  the  hop-grow- 
ers. It  was  Tery  true  that  some  large 
capitalists  had  made  much  money,  but  it 
was  not  the  case  generally  speaking ;  for 
so  great  was  the  spirit  of  competition  in 
this  countiy,  that  ^e  profit  was  lowered 
yery  considerably.  The  small  hop-grower 
invariably  lost  money  after  a  series  of 
years,  while  the  large  grower  made  great 
profits.  The  year  1817  had  been  alluded 
to  in  the  course  of  the  evening;  but  there 
was  a  very  great  blight  during  that  year, 
and  therefore  it  ought  not  to  be  quoted  as 
a  precedent,  as  it  was  a  very  extraordinary 
year.  Hops  could  not  be  grown,  he  was 
informed,  under  401.  an  acre,  of  which  121. 
went  to  pay  the  wages  of  men,  women, 
and  children.  He  could  assure  the  House 
that  a  large  number  of  hop  grounds  would 
be  thrown  out  of  cultivation  in  consequence 
of  this  measure.  The  hop-grower,  how- 
ever, would  not  object  to  the  protective 
dnty  being  lessened,  if  the  Government 
would  at  the  same  time  take  off  a  portion 
of  the  excise  duty. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  he  was  very  glad  he  gave 
way  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House,  as  he  had  told  them 
that  although  the  system  of  protection 
amounted  to  a  prohibition,  yet  the  effect 
of  it  upon  the  hop-grower  was  such  as  to 
make  hop  grounds  for  the  most  part  losing 
concerns.  He  thought  no  argument  could 
be  stronger  than  that,  for  attempting  some 
change  in  the  system  which  had  proved  so 
detrimental  to  small  people  engaged  in  the 
growth  of  that  particular  article.  When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  a  perfectly 
free  trade  in  hops,  he  should  consider 
what  the  proposition  was  before  the  House. 
The  Government  did  not  put  the  English 
hop-grower  on  the  same  footinff  as  the 
foreigner,  but  it  put  double  the  duty  upon 
the  foreigner  to  what  it  did  on  the  home 
grower.  The  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone 
had  said,  that  wore  they  not  deprived  of 
their  present  advantages,  they  could  hold 
their  hops  over  against  a  deficiency ;  but 
WM  such  a  modo  of   gainior 


what  the  Government  ought  to  support,  as 
fair  to  the  consumer?  The  hon«  Gentle- 
man had  also  expressed  great  fear  that  we 
should  have  American  hops  introduced 
into  this  country;  but  on  that  head,  he  had 
been  sufficiently  answered  by  one  of  his 
own  party.  He  wished  the  hon.  G^xkle- 
maa  would  mention  the  name  of  the  large 
brewer  who  had  sent  to  America  for  hope ; 
because  if  his  name  were  once  known,  he 
would  undoubtedly  lose  all  his  custom. 
Much  had  been  said  against  the  excise 
duty.  It  had  been  siud,  that  the  foreign 
hops  would  not  require  to  have  the  dnty 
paid  till  they  were  taken  out  of  bond, 
while  the  duty  on  home-grown  hops  mosi 
be  paid  when  they  were  dned.  Such  was 
not  the  &ct ;  the  excise  duty  was  not  paid 
until  a  considerable  time  afterwards.  He 
believed  the  excise  duty  was  considered  by 
many  hop-growers  to  be  a  protection  to 
them. 

LoBD  G.  BENTINCK  siud,  that  there 
were  other  gambfing  speculations  going  on 
in  this  country  than  gambling  in  hops. 
There  was  a  httle  gambling  gmng  on  in 
railway  speculations  just  now;  but  he  was 
not  exactly  of  opinion  tiiat  any  trade  ought 
to  be  put  down  because  gamblers  chose  to 
specuLEkte  upon  the  honest  pursuits  of  other 
persons.  He  apprehended  that  the  hop- 
growers  themselves  were  not  the  gambkra 
— ^it  was  the  London  speculators  who  were 
the  gamblers.  It  had  been  stated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
House  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  that  hop-growing  had  been  a  losing 
concern  for  some  years  past ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  a  difiTerent  re- 
medy to  that  which  he  should  propose. 
He  should  propose  that  the  excise  duty  be 
taken  off.  He  was  glad  to  hear,  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening,  the  strongest 
proof  of  the  advantage  of  the  abolishment 
of  the  excise  duties.  The  abolition  of  the 
excise  duties  upon  glass  had  brought  a 
considerable  reduction  of  outlay  to  the 
Government,  by  the  employment  of  a  less 
number  of  excise  officers ;  and  he  thought 
they  had  a  reasonable  g^und  for  supposing 
that  one  hundred  excise  officers  might  come 
off,  and  upwards  of  10,000{.  a  year  be 
saved,  by  abolishing  the  present  hop  dn^. 
That  would  be  a  means  of  giving  assist- 
ance to  the  hop-growers.  A  gentleman 
had  called  upon  him  that  morning  and  as- 
sured him  that  in  the  year  1836,  under 
the  regulations  of  the  Excise,  he  had  paid 
18#.  8d  fifteen  tons  and  a  naif 

"f  hop  -own  in  1 836,  wb?-^ 
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was  a  good  year ;  the 'result  was,  he  was 
obHged  to  hold  his  hops  till  1840,  when 
he  was  tired  of  holding  them,  and  then 
he  sold  the  hops,  with  that  duty  of  IBs.  Sd, 
paid  upon  them  for  1 6«.  It  had  been  stated 
that  in  1817  or  1818,  hops  were  381  the 
cwt.  Would  they  admit  foreign-grown 
hops  to  remedy  such  disastrous  effects  as 
this  ?  He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  bench 
to  one  thing.  Suppose  they  were  to  throw 
the  hop-grounds  out  of  cultiTation,  what  did 
the  GoTemment  mean  to  do  with  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act?  He  understood  that 
while  wheat  land  paid  Is,  an  acre  towards 
the  tithes,  hop  land  paid  29s,  He  admit- 
ted that  a  duty  of  42.  IO5.  a  cwt.  was  a 
higher  duty  than  was  required ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  he  thought  that  duty  reduced 
as  it  was  now  proposed  to  be  reduced,  was 
too  small ;  but  the  forms  of  the  House  pre- 
vented him  from  proposing  any  interme- 
diate duty ;  and,  therefore,  whilst  he  pro- 
tested against  his  Tote  to-night  being  con- 
sidered as  a  Yote  in  fayour  of  a  duty  which 
was  abnost  prohibitory,  yet  he  had  no 
other  option  than  to  propose  that  that  part 
of  the  Resolution  be  omitted. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
Hops  the  cwt.  21.  5s,  stand  part  of  the 
Resolution:— Ayes  91;  Noes 44:  Majority 
47. 

LUt  of  the  Ates. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Baine,  W. 

Bftring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  6. 
Denial,  R. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Botfield,  B. 
BouTerie,  hon.  £.  P. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Broiberton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Butler,  hon.  Col. 
Gardwell,  E. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capi. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G, 
Cobden,  R. 
Gollett,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cnpps,  W. 
Sabymple,  Capt. 
0ickiD8on,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 


EUice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
Escott,  B. 
EtwaU,  R. 
Fitsgerald,  R.  A. 
Fitsroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Hanmer,  Sir' J, 
Hatton,  Capt. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Bindley,  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hnme,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Viact. 
Kelly,  Sir  F. 
Kirk,  P. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
McCarthy,  A. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Masterman,  J. 
MltoheU,  T.  A. 
Mo&tt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Moetyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Munts,  G.  F. 


NeTille,  R. 
Osborne,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.* Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
PhiUps,  J.  R. 
PhiUpotto,  J. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Somers,  J.  P. 
SUunton,  SirG.T. 
Stewart,  J. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F.  • 


Thomely,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Tui&iell,  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  U. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
White,  S. 
WillUms,  W. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TBLLUW. 

Young,  J. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Allix.J.P. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Austen,  CoL 
BaiUie,  W. 
Bankes,  J. 
Benett,  J. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  J. 
Bentinok,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  li/Iajor 
Borthwick,  P. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Deedes,  W. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,G. 
Finch,  G. 
Frewen,  C.  U. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
HaU,  Col. 
Hodgson,  R. 


Hope,  A. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
LiddeU,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Miumers,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
MUes,W. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  G. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  £. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 

TBLLBRS. 

Plumptre,  J. 
Knight,  F.  W. 


On  the  article  Leather, 

Mb.  knight  said,  that  with  respect  to 
hoots  and  shoes,  he  understood  that  great 
distress  had  ensued  among  the  hoot  and 
shoemakers,  consequent  upon  the  last  reduc- 
tion in  the  Tariff  affecting  these  articles.  He 
knew  that  many  houses  in  London,  which 
had  paid  500^  a  week  wages,  had  shifted 
their  establishments  to  Botdogne.  One  of 
these  houses  had  exported  a  great  number 
of  shoes  and  boots.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  reductions  would  not  only  injure 
the  trades  which  they  affected  in  the  me- 
tropolis, but  press  witii  still  greater  sererity 
on  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  towns 
and  hamlets.  He  thought  that  the  electors 
of  Stafford  had  made  a  bad  bargain  for 
themselyes  by  the  recent  election.  He 
would  not  divide  the  House  on  the  question. 

On  the  Question  that ''  Platting  of  Straw 
the  lb.,  55.," 

Mb.  repton  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  made  this  article  the 
subject  of  still  further  reduction.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  he  regretted  that  he 
had  not  in  the  Tariff  of  1842  proposed  a 
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BtQ]  lower  rata  of  dotj ;  bnt  he  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  anj 
reason  for  regret,  except  that  he  had  re- 
dneed  the  dot;  at  alL  Before  1842,  the 
dotj  was  10(.;  tiiit  it  h&d  bj  that  measure 
been  reduced  to  7t.  6<f.  The  Honse  might 
not  perhaps  be  aware  that  there  were  from 
30,000  to  40,000  people  employed  in  the 
mannfactnre  of  straw  plait  in  the  coontios 
of  Hertford,  Essex,  Bnckingfaam,  and  Bed- 
ford. It  appeared  to  him  that  one  of  the 
groat  advantages  derived  by^ose  employed 
in  that  bnisiness  was,  that  the;  were  able 
to  plait  Uie  etnw  in  their  own  homes. 
Manj  children  and  girls  were  emplojed 
under  the  ejes  of  their  own  parents.  In 
Tiucanj  B  particular  sort  of  grau  woa  cnl- 
tivated  for  this  purpose,  which  he  was  told 
did  not  grow  in  this  coontry.  He  had  him- 
self seen  it  growing  near  Florence.  Fmn 
ioqniriee  me^e  he  was  led  to  believe  there 
were  three  kinds  of  plait — one  was  of  a 
Tety  fine  nature ;  the  second  fine,  bat  less 
BO  than  the  first ;  and  the  third  of  a  ooarser 
sort.  It  was  onlj  concerning  the  two  for- 
mer kinds  that  apprehenuons  were  enter- 
tained. Fine  straw  wa«  of  great  use  to 
the  retailers  in  London ;  but  that  particn- 
lorlj  fine  quality  was  used  entirely  hj  the 
upper  classes.  He  put  it  to  the  House,  if 
it  were  not  a  hard  case  that  the  poor  oper- 
atives should  -suirer,  to  make  this  kind  of 
plait  somewhat  eheaper.  The  feapie  of 
this  conntiy  would  find  it  impoasible  to 
compete  wi^  those  of  the  north  of  Italy. 
The  article,  as  he  bad  already  said,  was 
exclusively  used  by  Qie  opper  classes,  and 
he  was  sony  to  say  that  his  countrywomen 
gave  it  the  preference  over  the  produce  of 
Uieir  own  oonntry ;  but  as  it  was,  he  thought 
that  when  these  ladles  would  wear  »a  fine 
an  article,  they  ought  to  be  made  to  pay 
for  it.  Much  bad  been  said  about  improv- 
ing the  condition  of  the  lower  classes ;  but 
he  thought  reduced  wages,  that  would  fol- 
low from  this  measure,  was  a  bad  step 
towards  it,  Uo  thought  it  would  operate 
injuriously  upon  the  poor  women  and  chil- 
dran  employed  in  this  trade.  It  must  be 
known  tnat  plait  was  an  article  of  which  a 
great  qnautity  could  be  wrapped  in  very 
small  bimdloa ;  and  that,  eonsequentiy,  the 
A^ghtage  was  trifling.  He  would  be  slad 
to  know  the  number  of  cc 
smuggling  this  straw  plait,  fo 
gling  of  this  article  had,  in  1  ^ ' 
as  one  of  the  reasons  for  low- 
SlH  G.  CLERK  was  sorry 
had  baen  done  to  the  straw-n 
turon  by  tha  nwaanre  of  1& 


time  the  dnty  waa  t7j.  64.  [Hr.  Bsmui: 
Ten  shillingBj  No;  lit.  6d.,  and  that. 
too,  be  it  reedlected,  upon  a  gniaeft's  worth 
of  the  artiele.  It  was.  in  1842,  redwad 
toadutyof  7(.  6)1;  and  they  now  pt^jwaad 
to  reduce  it  t«5(.;  atOl  Igaving  a  protection 
of  20  per  cent  np(M)  an  artiele  whioh  cooU 
be,  and  had  bem,  amn^ad  with  the 
greatest  facility.  Since  the  rednction  «f 
1842,  he  was  proad  to  say  the  straw-plait 
workers  had  introdnced  ana  inqKorenmitB 
in  the  plaiting  of  the  aitiele,  as  to  be  «» 
aUed  to  produce  a  soperior  qnali^;  bd  that 
there  was  no  gronnd  for  the  sppnihrmrinsi 
entertained  by  the  Uembcr. 

Qneetion  agreed  to. 

On  the  Qneation,  that  all  the  artieles  in- 
cluded under  the  bead  Silk  Manafaetaw 
stand  part  of  the  Qneation, 

Mk.  BANKES  said,  he  would  frafo*^ 
the  omisaon  of  iteata  tq»on  whiA  it  waa 
proposed  to  reduce  the  doty  to  a  Teiy 
large  extent.  In  dung  so  he  would  meet 
the  challenge  of  the  right  hen.  Baronat  at 
the  head  of  the  Govemmeot,  who  chal> 
lenged  any  one  to  show  that  any  material 
interest  had  beoi  injured  by  the  Lowoiag  of 
duty  for  any  lengu  of  time.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  assumed,  not  only  that  no 
interest  had  been  injured,  bat  that  all  had 
been  benefited,  either  immediateljr  or  with- 
in a  very  short  period  of  the  tmie  when 
such  an  alteration  was  made.  He  should 
have  felt  some  hesitation  in  taking  np  a 
subject  on  which  he  could  not  pretend  to 
any  practical  knowledge  or  infonuatioiif 
neither  could  he  say  it  was  <Nie  in  vliicli 
his  constituent*  were  especially  intenatedt 
but  he  felt  for  the  many  weavers  wfaoaa 
interests  wonld  be  injured  by  the  redoe- 
tion  of  duties,  and  he  had  obtMned  a  de- 
gree of  infcmnatioo  which  reached  to  a 
certain  period,  was  foil  and  accurate,  and 
of  an  authority  that  could  not  be  diapoted. 
Within  six  years  of  the  alteration  made  in 
the  silk  trade  by  Hr.  Hoskisaon,  circum- 
stances  had  occnired  which,  so  far  from 
showing  any  improvement,  erineed  that 
ineonvonience  and  suffering  had  bean  tht 
result — in  foot  ao  much  so  ibat  Pariianwnt, 
then  under  the  control  of  a  Whig  Govern- 
ment,  felt  itedf  ctmstruned  to  yidd  to  tha 
demaix'-  af  those  enflaffed  in  that  mda, 
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the  head  of  the  GoTemment  was  »  Mem- 
ber of  that  Committees  but,  so  far  as  his 
recolleotion  extended,  attended  it  rerj  seU 
dom.  He  (Mr.  Bankes)  had  since  thought 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Barcmet  had  attended 
it  more  frequently»  he  would  not  have 
tiirown  out  the  challenge  he  hadgiveni  be- 
cause he  must  hare  felt  that  the  mass  of 
endenoe  there  tendered  was  entirely  oppo- 
site to  his  present  views.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  was  also  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  and  a  constant  attendant 
«t  the  sittings;  and  that  hon.  Member 
would  not  dispute  the  authority  of  the  evi- 
dence it  recdved.  The  sittings  of  the 
Committee  extended  over  a  period  of  five 
ittonthst  from  March  until  August.  It 
was  appointed^ 

'*  To  exsmind  into  the  pretent  state  of  the  iilk 
trade,  and  to  inqniM  what  effeeta  had  been  pro* 
dtMsed  hf  the  ohiuigei  in  the  Uws  reUiting  to  the 
Bilk  trade,  ainoe  1S24,  and  whether  any  legiaUtive 
measure  could  be  devised  compatible  with  the  ge- 
neral interest  of  the  country,  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  promoting  it ;  at  the  same  time  to 
prevent  smuggling  in  Snik.  maaufiwtnre,  and  to  r^ 
port  thereon  to  the  House." 

The  Committee  sat  almost  incessantly,  and 
only  closed  its  labours  with  the  Session. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  was  only 
laid  on  the  Table  the  last  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  was  in  these  words:— 

'*  Tonr  Committee  regret  that  they  are  unable 
to  make  any  general  or  full  report  on  several 
matters  committed  to  their  consideration ;  but  the 
Tarious  interests  included,  and  the  extent  of  the 
subject  brought  before  tlM  Committee,  as  well  as 
the  great  number  of  witnesses  they  had  to  exa- 
mine, and  the  knowledge  that  many  others  still 
remain  to  be  examined,  compel  us  at  this  late  po- 
riod  of  the  Session  only  to  lay  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  House." 

Had  he  (Mr.  Bankes)  been  a  Member  of 

the  ensuing  Pariiament,  he  would  certainly 

have  moved  for  the  re-appointment  of  the 

Committee;  but  he  had  not  been  in  that 

House  for  several  years  after.     When  the 

Committee  drew  near  to  a  close,  the  late 

Sir  Fowell  Buxton,  who  was  one  of  its 

Members,  prepared  a  Resolution,  which  he 

sulmiitted  to  the  Committee  as  a  founda- 

tion  for  its  Report.    He  had  the  honour 

of  asmsting  him,  and  Alderman  Waithman 

also  took  part  in  preparing  it.     A  day  was 

fixed  upon  which  this  Resolution  was  to  be 

discussed.     When  the  day  came,  one  of 

*he  Members,  the  then  Member  for  Coven- 

f  ,  as  he  believed  (Sir  H.  Bulwer),  did 

""■  attend,  from  illness  or  some  other 

%•    Tha  omsequance  was,  that  tiie 

*«»  of  the  Ooomittea  ware  divided 


equally  for  and  against  the  Resolution. 
The  chairman  (Mr.  Sanford)  was  known 
to  be  in  favour  of  the  views  of  the  suppor- 
ters of  the  Resolution,  and  his  casting  vote 
would  have  decided  it  in  their  favour.  Be- 
fore the  division  took  place,  however,  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  was  sent  for, 
who  had  never  been  at  any  previous  sitting 
(Sir  Henry  Pamell),  and  he  voted  against 
them.  This  was  the  reason  why  no  other 
than  the  meagre  Report  which  they  saw  on 
the  Table  had  been  produced,  and  which 
was  sufficient  to  assure  them  that  no  com- 
plete inquiry  had  taken  place ;  but  a  mass 
of  facts  had  been  recorded  which  indispu- 
tably proved  that  the  complaints  of  the  peti- 
tioners were  well  founded,  and  that  the 
silk  trade  had  experienced  severe  depres- 
sion from  the  measures  introduced  by  Mr. 
Huskisson.  There  might  be  still  a  very 
large  capital  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
of  silk;  but  it  had  been  proved,  and  he 
would  forthwith  direct  their  attention  to 
the  evidence,  that  the  lowering  of  the  duty 
had  had  the  effect  of  lessening  the  wages 
of  the  operatives  engaged  in  that  trade 
more  than  half — ^that,  from  a  state  of  com- 
parative ease  and  comfort — he  had  ahnost 
said  indulgence,  in  which  they  were  before 
the  change  was  made — they  had  been 
thrown  into  fearfrd  and  general  distress 
during  the  six  years  that  intervened  be* 
tween  the  passing  of  the  measure  and  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Member  then  proceeded  to  read  extracts 
fh>m  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  questioik  Mr.  William  Bruns- 
kell  after  one  or  two  observationB  made  by 
him,  was  questioned  as  follows : — 

"  How  do  you  think  the  measure  has  affected 
the  ribbon  tnde? — ^I  think  great  distress  has 
taken  place  in  the  ribbon  trade  from  foreign  oom- 
petition. 

"Do  yon  consider  that  smuggling  has  in- 
creased in  this  period  as  compared  with  the  pe- 
riod prior  to  1826  f — Amazingly. 

"Are  you  aware  of  any  manufacturers  who 
thought  well  of  the  scheme  ipdien  first  proposed, 
and  who  have  since  altered  their  ophiion  ? — ^Tes.  I 
have  reason  to  think  there  are  soToral,  and  I  will 
name  them  if  the  Conunittee  wish  (witness  did 
name  them). 

"What  difference  is  there  between  the  wages 
of  the  English  and  the  foreign  workman? — ^I 
should  think  the  English  workman  has,  generally 
speaking,  very  nearly  double. 

**Are  yon  not  aware  that  a  great  number  of 
weafers  in  Spitalfields  are  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment by  the  same  article  being  manu&otured  in 
Manchester  ? — I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

"  Is  it  not  a  fact,  that  taking  the  whole  of  the 
goods  now  made  in  Spitalfields,  that  a  quality  is 

mads  mieh  better  than  it  was  a  few  yters  ago  f-^ 
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J  should  nr  not :  I  think  thej  made  bettw  goods 
t«D  je»n  igo  than  Uiejr  nuke  now. 

"  Tou  state  that  wages  in  SpttaUelda  have  been 
reduced  SO  per  eeU  since  1626 1— Tea  i  from  10 
to  50  per  ocDt. 

"  Do  jon  attribute  that  to  the  introdnotion  of 
goods  tnm  France. — Yet ;  moiol;  I  do. 

There  would  be  fonod  in  another  p&rt  of 
the  Report,  an  estimate  of  the  sverage 
weekly  earnings  of  wearers  in  full  employ- 
ment, in  the  plun  ribbon  trade,  including 
utins  and  sarsenets.  Prom  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Benjamin  Foole,  it  appeared  that 
in  1S15  the  wages  was  18f.  i^d.  per 
week;  in  1816.  I7».i  in  1818,  14«.  6d.; 
in  1819,  18f.  IJd.  agun;  in  1824,  17(.; 
in  1826,  the  year  after  the  reduction, 
lit. ;  in  182d,  three  years  after  the  altera- 
tion, they  fell  to  lOf.  lOd..  from  18«.  l^d. 
He  also  found  in  that  Report  an  account 
of  the  money  actually  paid  for  poor  rates 
in  CoTOntry — the  pariah  of  CoTentry,  for 
the  support  of  permanent  casual  poor.  Ai 
Lady-day,  1824,  the  amount  paid  for  pooi 
rate  in  tiiat  parish  for  permanent  ana  ca- 
sual poor,  was  1,3071.  lOx.  3d.  In  1830, 
six  years  after,  the  poor  rate  roae  to 
2,1921.  19(.  2d.  Then,  as  regarded  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Brocklehurtt,  he  gave  a 
statement  respecting  Macclesfield;  he  men- 
tioned the  number  of  epindlea  in  employ, 
which  were,  in  1824,  276,000,  and  10,000 
people  employed;  in  1828,  four  years  after, 
and  two  years  after  the  alteration  of  duty, 
the  number  of  working  spindlei  in  that 
town  was  reduced  from  276,000  to  159,000 
— whilst  the  people,  who  in  1824 
10,000,  were  reduced  to  5,254.  B 
the  vear  1S31,  a  reduction  still  more  re- 
markable occurred:  the  number  of  spm- 
dles  was  reduced  to  120,000,  and  the  peo- 
ple employed  to  3,000,  having  been  10,000 
in  1824.  Then  as  to  wages.  In  1824, 
the  wages  of  the  able  man  in  this  trade 
was  \8i.  a  week,  the  wages  of  young  men 
14f.,  of  young  women  12i.  a  week,  of 
children  from  ft.  6d.  to  3*.  6d.  lu  1828, 
four  years  after,  the  wages  of  able  men, 
which  had  been  18f.,  were  reduced  to 
8(.  M.;  the  wages  of  young  men,  which 
had  been  14*.,  were  reduced  to  7t.  Zd.; 
the  wages  of  women,  which  bad  been  12*., 
were  reduced  to  6*. ;  the  waees  of 
which  had  been  from  7t.  6d,  U 
were  reduced  to  3j.  6d.  and  1«.  ' 
in  1831,  still  further  reductions  tn 
for  the  wages  of  able  men  were 
it.  Id.  which  had  been  18«.,  the 
young  men  to  4*.,  of  women  t 
children  to  li.     Then  let  them 


poor  rates  of  Uaccleefield.  In  1824.  tin 
gross  expenditure  of  poor  rates  was  4,2011. 
]8«.;  in  1829,  five  years  after  the  poor 
rate  was  more  than  doubled — it  amounted 
to  8,6701.  Then  let  them  take  the  nom- 
ber  of  families  receiving  rdief.  In  182f^ 
there  were  fifty-six  families  in  that  towm 
receiving  relief;  in  1831,511.  Now,  oonU 
any  one  withstand  such  facta  as  theee? 
Was  he  to  be  told  now,  even  supposing  the 
statement  was  true,  which  he  could  prore 
it  WAS  not,  that  it  was  tnie  the  nlk  we«- 
suffer  for  five  or  rax  joarv,  bnt 
that  they  had  now  recovered  *  That  would 
not  meet  his  case.  He  had  answered  the 
challenge  which  had  been  thrown  out,  to 
produce  a  single  case  where  mischief  had 
resulted  from  the  reduction  of  protection ; 
and  he  had  shown  that  great  and  enormooa 
mischief  had  been  the  result  of  a  rash  al- 
teration in  those  duties— an  alter«tioD  of 
the  effect  of  which  the  House  was  warned, 
but  which  being  sanctioned  by  the  great 
name  of  Mr.  Huskisson,  w^s  carried  as 
triumphant  as  any  of  those  alteratknu 
which  the  House  was  now  achieving.  Be 
would  not  say  hut  the  great  mann&ctnrera 
might  be  ready  to  try  this  great  expe- 
riment, and  to  share  in  the  glory  which 
was  anticipated  from  the  new  system,  and 
which  was  to  find  imitaton  in  every  part 
of  the  world.  Bat  they  could  afford  to 
stand  the  risk  of  five  or  six  years  of  depre- 
ciation, and  Bustun  the  disadvantage  whieh 
unrestricted  competition  would  cause  them; 
but  he  begged  the  House  to  remanber  that 
that  which  was  a  mere  temporary  disadvan- 
tage to  them,  was  ruin  to  the  poorer  classee. 
The  Honse  could  not  re-establish  than— It 
coidd  not  indemnify  them  for  the  injury 
which  was  brought  upon  tfaem.  Hethoi^i, 
therefore,  they  ought  to  pause,  and  give 
the  operatives  time  to  recover  from  tho 
bjuries  which  had  already  been  inflietad 
upon  them.  The  mannfactorers  would  no 
doubt  speak  for  themselves — Bune  of  tboa 
were  present  in  the  Honse ;  bnt  he  should 
be  surprised,  indeed,  if  any  of  them  would 
rise  and  tell  him  that  the  operatives  were 
in  favour  of  this  change,  or  that  they  did 
not  look  forward  with  great  and  reaaouUe 
dread  to  the  farther  misohief  which  tbcee 
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that  the  weavers  had  no  hnsiness  to  settle 
there.  Others  said,  ''True,  the  husi- 
ness  had  disappeared  from  Spitalfields,  hut 
it  had  risen  in  other  parts  of  the  country." 
Then,  where  was  it?  He  had  not  heen 
ahle  to  discoyer  it  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  It  was  not  the  same  sort  of 
trade  it  was — not  the  trade  which  gave 
the  high  wages — ^it  was  not  the  trade 
which  wrought  the  valuahle  kind  of  manu- 
factures, which  hranch  of  trade  alone 
gave  the  high  wages  ;  and  when  he  was 
met,  as  he  had  no  douht  he  would  he, 
with  returns  £rom  the  Board  of  Trade, 
showing  a  great  increase  in  the  weight 
and  hulk  of  the  silk  exported,  he  hegged 
to  say  that  would  not  meet  his  argu- 
ment in  regard  to  wages — it  rather  con- 
firmed his  apprehensions,  that  they  had 
lost  the  manufacture  of  those  fine  and  va- 
luahle  fahrics  which  were  hought  hy  the 
rich,  till,  in  consequence  of  the  change 
they  were  enahled  to  huy  them  from  fo- 
reigners ;  which  were  hought  hy  the  rich 
who  could  afford  to  pay  high  prices : 
and  for  the  fahrication  of  which  the 
master  manufacturers  were  enahled  to 
pay  high  wages.  Those  fahrics  ought 
to  hare  heen  encouraged,  and  not  to 
hare  heen  surrendered  in  despair  of 
heing  ahle  to  compete  with  the  taste  or 
with  the  dyes  of  France.  At  the  very 
moment  the  change  took  place,  they  were 
in  the  act  of  surmounting  these  ohstacles ; 
they  were  discoyering  the  means  of  heing 
ahle  to  compete  with  foreigners  hoth  with 
respect  to  the  dyes  and  to  taste ;  so  much 
BO,  that  it  was  stated  hefore  the  Commit- 
tee that  a  fahric  was  seized  at  the  Cus- 
tom-house as  French,  which  was  after- 
wards proved  to  he  an  English  one.  The 
quantity  of  silk  now  manufactured  might 
be  as  much  as  before ;  hut  what  he  con- 
tended was,  that  those  expensive  fahrics 
which  alone  gave  high  wages,  were  now 
given  up  in  a  great  measure.  Therefore, 
when  it  was  said  that  the  persons  formerly 
employed  in  Spitalfields  had  now  gone  to 
Manchester  and  Nottingham,  he  said  it 
was  not  to  work  those  fine  and  beautiful 
fahrics.  They  were  engaged  in  the  ma- 
nufacture of  silk  it  was  true ;  but  it  was 
silk  of  an  inferior  nature — what  was  called 
^e  husks  and  knubs.  [Cfteer*.]  Hon. 
Members  cheered  him.  Was  it  a  matter 
f  indifference  to  the  operatives?  did  they 
ink  what  wages  they  got?  That  was 
case.  It  was  nothing  to  prove  to  him 
the  same  number  of  people  were  em- 
i  who  would  have  been  employed  un- 


der other  circumstances.  His  case  was, 
that  great  numbers  of  them  were  employed 
at  wages  so  low  as  hardly  to  provide  suffi- 
cient subsistence  for  themselves  and  their 
families.  It  required  no  intimacy  with  the 
feeling  of  the  working  classes  to  know 
that  they  were  not  agreeable  to  the  pro- 
posed change.  Reports  of  meetings  had 
been  published  in  the  public  jounuds:  one 
of  these  was  held  at  Manchester,  and  the 
report  described  it  as  numerous  and  en- 
thusiastic. Mr.  Cann  was  unanimously 
called  to  the  chair ;  and  he  stated  that  the 
proposed  Tariff  would  have  the  effect  of 
lowering  their  present  low  rate  of  wages. 
Then  ^e  meeting  was  addressed  by  Mr. 
Bennet,  who  declared  to  the  meeting — 

"  That  he  had  been  a  weaver  for  fifty-seven 
years,  and  he  found  by  bitter  experience  that 
every  advance  towards  free  trade  only  lowered 
their  wages ;  he  would  ask  who  they  were  who 
were  now  the  leaders  of  hee  trade  ?  Not  the  ma- 
nu&cturers,  but  great  capitalists  who  could  buy 
goods  anywhere,  and  would  buy  them  where  they 
oould  get  them  the  cheapest,  never  oaring  about 
the  labourer.  He  would  ask  who  were  Cobden 
and  Bright  ?  Two  men  who  had  amassed  large 
fortunes  by  getting  work  done  cheap,  and  only 
wanted  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  for  their  own 
benefit.  But  he  was  sure  that  neither  the  weavers, 
nor,  in  fiM)t,  any  body  of  working  men,  when  the 
matter  was  properly  explained  to  them,  would  be 
led  away  by  the  cry  of  cheap  bread.  But  then  ^&. 
Cobden  said  bread  would  not  fihU  much  in  this 
country,  but  would  rise  on  the  contrary  abroad ; 
but  the  manufacturers  there  would  not  raise  their 
workmen's  wages  any  more  than  our  manufiietn- 
rers,  because  their  foiod  was  dearer ;  and  thus  we 
should  make  the  poor  there  worse  off  than  they 
were  at  present,  and  do  no  good  to  ourselves.  For 
our  manufiu>turers  and  capitalists  took  care,  when 
bread  was  cheap,  to  make  that  an  excuse  to 
lower  wages ;  but  they  also  took  care,  when  food 
was  dear,  not  to  raise  them.  Huskisson's  mea- 
sures had  brought  ruin  upon  numbers  of  poor 
fiunilies,  and  Sir  Robert's,  he  was  sure,  would 
prove  worse  still. 

'*  Mr.  Jones  said  he  quite  agreed  with  the  pre- 
vious speaker,  and  he  thought  the  best  thing  they 
could  do  was  to  petition  against  the  measure,  be- 
cause he  was  sure  that  they  could  not  compete 
with  the  French  unless  we  had  taxation  as  low, 
and  wages  still  lower. 

**  Mr.  Field  then  moved  the  following  Resolu- 
tion : — *  Resolved  that  we,  the  weavers  of  Man- 
chester, in  public  meeting  assembled,  are  of  opin- 
ion that  the  reduction  of  duties  upon  foreign  oiks 
will  be  a  very  great  injury  to  the  silk  trade  of  this 
country ;  and  we,  therefore,  resolve  to  oppose  it 
by  every  legal  and  constitutional  means.'  He 
(Mr.  Field)  could  also  recollect  the  vast  amount 
of  misery  which  Huskisson's  measure  had  inflicted 
on  the  silk  trade  of  this  country,  and  the  misery 
and  starvation  which  that  measure  had  brought 
upon  the  weavers  generally.  It  had  had  the  effect 
of  lowering  their  wages  one-half^  and  Peel's 
measure  would,  if  pasMd,  do  the  same ;  and  he 
was  sure  it  would  benefit  no  class  of  persons  but 
the  fundholder,  the  lai^  capitalist,  and  the  fixed 
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reduced  or  repealed,  has  there  been  a  sav- 
ing in  the  establishment  of  the  Customs, 
both  in  respect  to  the  number  of  officers 
and  their  salaries,  at  all  equivalent  in 
amount  to  the  reduction  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  Excise?  I  am  bound  at 
once  to  tell  my  noble  Friend,  there  has 
not  been  a  corresponding  reduction,  and 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  from  the  course 
of  trade,  there  cannot  be  such  a  cor- 
responding reduction.  Because,  when  you 
reduce  a  customs  duty,  even  if  you  re- 
peal it  altogether,  you  do  not  at  all  dis- 
pense with  the  obligation  of  the  ship  bring- 
ing in  the  duty-free  article  reporting  itself, 
being  placed  in  charge,  and  an  entry  being 
made  of  the  duty-free  goods,  equally  with 
the  entry  which  is  required  for  goods  sub- 
ject to  duty.  You  require  it  for  two  pur- 
poses. Firstly,  for  a  statistical  purpose ; 
for  a  correct  account  of  consumption  and  of 
the  amount  of  the  goods  imported  into  this 
country.  And  when  we  proposed  in  1844 
a  total  repeal  of  the  duties  on  many  arti- 
cles of  customs,  it  was  objected  to  us  that 
there  would  not  be  the  same  opportunity  as 
before  existed  of  ascertaining  the  consump- 
ti(m  of  food.  We  saw  then  that  we  should 
take  a  correct  account  of  the  articles  of 
food  brought  into  tiiis  country.  Another 
reason  why  this  superintendence  should 
continue  was,  that  they  should  take  precau- 
tion lest  any  articles  repealed  be  imported 
without  notice.  For  instance,  they  could 
not  permit  cotton  to  be  brought  in  without 
some  superintendence.  The  ship  bringing 
in  the  goods  must  be  taken  under  charge, 
and  an  entry  of  the  goods  taken.  In  the 
case  of  the  repeal  of  the  customs  duties 
there  has  not  been,  and  there  cannot  be, 
the  same  reduction  of  the  establishment 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  Excise.  But 
1  will  administer  some  consolation  to  my 
noble  Friend,  by  showing  him  what  has 
been  the  increase  of  trade  in  consequence 
of  the  reduction  of  the  duties.  That  in- 
crease of  trade  implies  an  increase  in  the 
Customs  establishment,  and  although  we 
do  not  gain  the  advantage  which  we  give 
in  the  Excise,  yet  we  have  an  equivalent 
advantage  of  very  great  importance;  and  I 
hold  in  my  hand  an  account  with  respect 
to  the  principal  ports  in  this  country  of  the 
number  of  ships  with  cargoes  from  abroad, 
which  euterea  into  these  ports,  and  the 
number  of  entries.  So  desirous  am  1  of 
affording  every  information  on  a  subject  of 
this  kind  that  I  would  rather  move  for  a 
return  of  the  number  of  ships  and  of  the 
number  of  entries.    But  the  following  ac- 


count will  show  what  has  taken  place  with 
regard  to  the  increase  or  suspension  of 
trade.  Contemporaneously  with  the  Re- 
port of  the  Customs  Duties,  here  is  an  ac- 
count of  the  number  of  vessels  which  en- 
tered into  the  principal  ports  with  car- 
goes from  foreign  countries,  and  the  number 
of  entries  at  the  Custom-house : — 


Ports. 

Years. 

Ships  with  car- 
goes from  foreign 
ports. 

Number 

of 
entries. 

London    ...  4 
Liverpool...  < 
Newcastle  .  i 

DubUn 1 

Dundee    ...  i 
Glasgow  ...  i 

1842 
1845 
1842 
1845 
1842 
1845 
1842 
1845 
1842 
1845 
1842 
1845 

6370 

7521 

3285 

3900 

612 

008 

261 

307 

312 

415 

280 

418 

484,000 

567,000 

188,000 

220,000 

22,000 

30,000 

21,700 

30,219 

7.70O 

9.600 

22,000 

30,700 

Therefore,  my  noble  Friend  will  see  that 
there  has  been  an  immense  increase  of 
trade  in  the  country,  that  there  was  a  much 
greater  number  of  ships  and  entries  in  the 
latter  year  than  in  the  former,  a  circum- 
stance which  prevents  any  decrease  in  the 
Customs  establishment,  because  a  much 
greater  number  of  officers  are  required  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  entries.  But 
though  there  may  not  be  that  advantage  in 
reducing  the  customs  duties  which  we 
have  in  reducing  the  excise  duties,  yet  I 
prove  that  we  have  a  corresponding  ad- 
vantage. 

CUSTOMS  AND  CORN  IMPORTATION 

REPORT. 

The  further  proceedings  on  the  Report 
of  the  Customs  and  Com  Importation  Ke- 
solutions  was  resumed. 

On  the  Question,  that  Hops,  the  cwt.* 
21.  58,,  stand  part  of  the  Resolution, 

Mb.  PLUMPTRE  said,  this  was  a  sub- 
ject of  deep  and  paramount  importance  to 
the  county  he  had  the  honour  to  represent* 
and  with  which,  of  course,  he  was  princi- 
pally conversant,  though  he  had  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  matter  was  of  equal, 
if  not  of  greater  magnitode,  as  respected 
Sussex  and  other  hop-growing  counties.  In 
1842  the  dutv  on  the  import  of  hops  had 
been  reduced  from  8/.  I0«.,  or  91.,  to 
4{.  I0#.;  but  the  latter  sum  was  certainly 
acceded  to  by  the  hop-growers,  as  not  aa 
inadequate  amount  of  protection.  It  waa 
now  proposed,  howerer,  to  reduce  the  dot/ 
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from  41.  lOs,  tO'2Z.-5«. ;  and  the  hop- 
growers  were  universally  of  opinion,  that 
under  such  a  duty  they  would  be  utterly 
unable  to  maintain  a  competition  with  the 
foreign  producer.  It  shoidd  be  recollected 
the  home  Jiop-grower  had  to  pay  an  excise 
duty  of  11.  per  cwt.,  a  burden  which,  of 
course,  the  foreign  producer  had  not  to 
bear,  and  which,  therefore,  operated,  pro 
tanto,  in  favour  of  the  foreigner,  and  against 
the  home  producer.  The  real  amount  of 
protective  duty  on  the  English  hops  was 
therefore  reduced  to  255.  per  cwt. ;  a  duty 
entirely  inadequate  to  protect  the  hop  plan- 
ter of  this  country.  Those  who  were  ac- 
Suainted  with  the  growth  of  hops  knew 
lat  it  required  some  time  to  bring  the 
article  to  perfection;  and  that  bringing  a 
plantation  into  a  state  fit  for  production 
was  attended  with  heavy  preliminary  ex- 
penses. Moreover,  large  sums  were  in- 
vested in  the  building  of  vast  houses  in 
which  to  dry  the  hops,  so  that  a  great 
amount  of  capital  was  invested  in  the  rais- 
ing of  hops.  There  were  from  20,000  to 
30,000  acres  occupied  in  the  raising  of 
hops  in  Kent  alone.  And  it  was  a  most  im- 
portant consideration  in  connexion  with  this 
subject,  and  showed  how  inseparable  from 
the  question  of  protection  were  the  inter- 
ests of  labour — ^that  in  the  growth  of  hops, 
at  least  SI,  more  per  acre  were  expended 
than  in  the  cultivation  of  any  other  species 
of  arable  land;  that  is,  that  where  101,  per 
acre  was  expended  in  the  wages  of  labour 
in  the  growth  of  hops,  only  21,  per  acre 
would  be  expended  in  the  same  way  in  the 
cultivation  of  wheat  or  any  other  grain. 
The  labour  likewise  engaged  in  the  raising 
of  hops  was  not  that  of  men  alone,  but  of 
women  and  children.  So  that,  in  fact,  in 
the  hop  districts,  large  populations  had 
grown  up  around  and  arisen  from  the  hop 

?lantations  in  which  they  were  engaged. 
*he  reduction  of  the  duty  would,  by  ex- 
posing the  hop  planters  of  this  country  to 
a  ruinous  competition,  inflict  irreparable 
injury  on  their  interests.  It  was  but 
justice,  therefore,  that,  under  such  circum- 
stances, if  the  customs  duty  were  to  be  thus 
ruinously  reduced  in  favour  of  the  foreigner, 
at  least  the  excise  duty  should  be  propor- 
tionally reduced  in  favour  of  the  home 
grower,  who  then  might  have  some  chance 
of  success  in  an  otherwise  hopeless  com- 
petition. It  was.  of  great  importance  to 
bear  in  mind,  in  this  question,  that  the 
consumer  would  not  be  benefited  one  jot 
by  the  reduction  of  duty.  So  small  was 
the  quantity  of  hops  employed  in  brewing 
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of  beer,  that  when  the  effect  of  the  duty 
was  taken  in  detail,  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  could  not  have  the  effect  of  lowering 
the  price  in  any  perceptible  degree— cer- 
tainly not  more  than  one  farthing  per  gal- 
lon; while,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was 
the  certainty  of  irreparable  injury — ^the 
prospect  of  utter  ruin  to  an  interest  which 
proved  the  source  of  abundant  employment 
to  the  poor,  and  in  which  large  sums  were 
invested.  '  He  pressed  these  considerations 
humbly,  but  earnestly,  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government. 

Sib  R.  peel  did  not  know  that  he 
could  add  anything  to  that  which  he  stated 
when  this  subject  was  brought  under  con- 
sideration by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex^ 
in  the  year  1842.  It  was  stated  that  the 
duty  being  91.  per  cwt.  in  1842,  it  was  re* 
duced  to  41,  lis,  6d,  per  cwt.  Alarms  of 
the  same  nature  as  those  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kent  were  then  expressed, 
that  hops  would  then  cease  to  be  cultivated, 
and  that  the  people  would  cease  to  be 
employed.  But  it  appeared  that,  during 
the  three  years  which  had  elapsed  since 
1842,  only  two  cwt.  of  foreign  hops  had 
been  brought  in,  while  the  duty  which  had 
been  paid  had  not  exceeded  10^.  in  the 
three  kingdoms.  He  apprehended  that 
the  countries  i^m  which  any  formidable 
competition  could  be  expected  were  very 
distant  from  this.  Some  hops,  'he  believed^ 
were  grown  in  the  United  States;  but 
they  could  not  stand  a  long  voyage,  and 
were  very  much  inferior  to  those  grown 
in  Kent.  The  produce  of  Kent,  with  the 
duty  of  11,  per  cwt.,  could  enter  into  com- 
petition with  the  produce  of  America,  or 
any  foreign  countiy.  The  introduction  of 
hops  into  this  country  from  any  other  had 
been  hitherto  a  bad  speculation,  though 
sometimes  the  price  was  exorbitant.  But 
if  in  dear  years  a  moderate  quantity  were 
brought  in,  controlling  the  exorbitant  prices* 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  thought  it  would  be  for 
the  general  advantage  of  the  consumer, 
and  he  very  much  doubted  if  it  would  not 
be  advantageous  to  the  hop-growers  them- 
selves. He  could  not  consent  to  repeal 
theexcise  duties  on  hopR,  and  lose  170,000?. 
revenue,  or  200,0002.  in  prosperous  years. 
The  question  was,  whether  the  hop-grow^ 
in  this  country,  with  a  protection  of  258. , 
that  is,  deducting  the  it.  excise  duty  from 
the  21.  5s,  protection  duty,  could  not  enter 
into  competition  with  the  foreign  grower, 
except  when  the  prices  were  so  exorbitant 
as  to  render  it  for  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumer that  they  should  have  a  foreign  sup- 
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Bilk  gfown  than  reached  this  country,  all 
of  which  the  J  consumed.  He  had  hcen 
in  the  silk  trade  thirty-five  years,  and  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  hest  de- 
scription of  silks  now  imported  from  France 
had  neyer,  at  any  time,  heen  manufactured 
in  Spitalfields,  although  there  had  heen  a 
great  improvement  in  the  manufacture  of 
this  coimtry,  and  although  in  operative 
skill  the  workmen  of  Spitalfields  were 
equal  to  the  execution  of  anything  that 
could  he  produced  in  France.  He  would, 
however,  revert  to  one  point  he  had  omit- 
ted, and  give  the  House  an  idea  of  what 
had  hecome  of  the  silk  trade.  Rihhons 
formerly  made  in  Coventry  were  now  ma- 
nufactured in  Derhy;  large  houses  had 
heen  estahlished  at  Manchester,  Battersea, 
and  Congleton.  At  Coventry  they  now 
made  a  description  of  goods  hardly  known 
there  twenty  years  ago— -gauze  rihhons. 
Broad  silks  were  manufactured  at  Leigh, 
Middleton,  Manchester,  and  other  places. 
With  regard  to  the  prices  at  which  these 
goods  could  he  imported  from  France, 
he  had  a  return  in  his  hands  from  Lyons, 
from  which  he  was  satisfied  that,  weight 
for  weight,  excluding  gauzes,  our  goods 
were  quite  as  cheap  as  those  manufactured 
in  France.  There  was  little  to  fear  from 
competition.  Let  our  inferiority  he  no 
longer  proclaimed,  hut  let  us,  hy  sound  le- 
gislation, induce  men  of  enterprise,  capital, 
and  energy,  to  emhark  in  the  trade,,  and  it 
would  soon  he  found  that  Spitalfields  would 
not  only  rival,  hut  he  superior  to,  the  ma- 
nufactures of  France.  Broad  silks — ^han- 
danas  for  instance— were  made  in  large 
quantities  hy  the  hon.  Memher  for  Mac- 
clesfield (Mr.  Brocklehurst),  excee^ng  in 
quality  and  cheapness  those  of  France,  so 
much  so  that  they  were  printed  and  ex- 
ported to  a  very  great  extent  to  France 
and  other  parts  of  the  Continent. 

Mr.  BROCKLEHURST  hegged  to  in- 
terrupt  the  hon.  Member.  The  article  of 
bandanas  were  manufactured  in  India, 
printed  in  this  country,  and  then  sent  to 
France.  They  were  not  the  manufacture 
of  Macclesfield. 

Mr.  W.  ELLIS  assured  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  Indian  bandanas  were  not  only 
printed  in  this  country,  hut  also  that  his 
(Mr.  Brocklehunt*s)  own  cloths  were 
printed,  and  then  sent  into  France,  through 
Belgium.  He  admitted  that  there  had 
been  a  diminution  in  the  wages  of  the  ope- 
ratives within  the  last  few  years;  but  that, 
he  contended,  would  have  occurred  had  the 
system  of  protection  been  continued.    If 


these  duties  were  removed,  he  fdt  con- 
vinced that  men  of  capital  would  embark 
their  money  in  the  silk  trade,  which  would 
thus  be  placed  on  a  systematic  footing,  the 
same  as  regulated  the  cotton  trade.  He 
believed  that  in  a  few  years  these  duties 
would  be  removed  altogether,  and  he  knew 
that  one  of  the  most  intelligent  manufae- 
turers  of  Spitalfields  had  provided  for  the 
anticipated  change  by  sending  his  sons  to 
the  manufacturing  towns  of  France.  * 

Mr.  brocklehurst  said,  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down-  spoke  of 
the  sons  of  a  manufacturer  being  sent 
abroad  for  the  purpose  of  being  taught  the 
modes  of  conducting  the  silk  trade  in 
France  ;  and  to  his  (Mr.  Brocklehurst *8) 
apprehension,  by  this  fact  the  weakness 
of  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
proved.  What  would  become  of  the  wea- 
vers of  Spitalfields  until  these  persons  re- 
turned with  new  notions  of  trade?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  largely  of  broad 
silks,  but  took  a  very  narrow  view  of  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also  spoke 
of  Spitalfields  being  under  the  direc- 
tion of  *' brokers  ;"  but  he  should  have 
said  **  wholesale  dealers,"  who,  in  fset, 
addressed  language  of  this  description  to 
the  manufacturers — "  These  are  our  prices: 
if  you  like  them,  take  them;  but  if  you  do 
not  choose  to  accept,  we  shall  send  our 
travellers  to  France,  and  supply  ourselves 
from  that  country."  In  the  town  of  Mac- 
clesfield was  a  population  of  40,000  to 
50,000  persons,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  de- 
fend them  on  all  occasions  from  attacks 
made  against  them.  It  might  be  argued  bj 
some  that  if  one  particular  employment  was 
destroyed,  the  operatives  of  that  employ- 
ment might  resort  to  theirs.  That  principle* 
however,  he  disregarded.  It  was  not  possible 
shoemakers  could  turn  themselves  into 
milliners,  or  other  trades  make  equaflj 
strange  metamorphoses.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  said,  he  wished  men  of 
capital  would  enter  the  silk  trade,  though 
he  (Mr.  Brocklehurst)  did  not  observe  tibe 
hon.  Member  showed  why  they  had  hitherto 
kept  away.  He  supposed,  however,  he 
wished  an  inference  to  be  drawn  that  pro- 
tection drove  them  from  that  trade.  If 
such  was  the  intended  inference,  be  could 
not  admit  its  truth.  He  had  been  entrusted 
with  a  petition  to  present  to  that  House, 
signed  by  a  large  proportion  of  the  manu- 
facturing population  oi  Macclesfield,  which 
clearly  erinced  the  feeling  of  the  operatives 
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the  remission  of  the  silk  dnties  in  1824, 
and  the  admission  of  foreign  silk  goods  in 
1826,  hod  been  regarded  as  successful 
measures,  when  their  effects,  as  the  peti- 
tioners stated,  had  been  most  disastrous  to 
them — thousands  of  them  haying  been 
thrown  out  of  work,  and  been  compelled  to 
depend  upon  the  public  kitchen  for  their 
support ;  not  the  operatives  only,  but  many 
of  the  small  manufacturers  had  in  conse- 
quence been  ruined.  The  petitioners  re- 
garded the  silk  trade  as  one  which  ought 
to  be  preserved,  in  case  of  any  depression 
in  the  cotton  trade;  and  they  therefore 
prayed  such  favoiu*able  consideration  from 
the  House  as  that  branch  of  business 
might  be  thought  worthy  of  at  their  hands. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  laid  great  stress  upon 
the  circumstance  of  our  exporting  silk  to 
France  ;  but  the  fact  was,  that  whilst  we 
exported  20,000Z.  worth  of  silk  goods,  we 
imported  from  France  150,000^.  worth. 
So  much  for  the  boasted  reciprocity.  The 
hon.  Member  proceeded  to  quote  at  some 
length  from  Mr.  Deacon  Hume's  evidence 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Silk  Trade,  in 
1832,  in  support  of  the  views  which  he  had 
entertained.  It  was  said  that  the  effect  of 
maintaining  the  duties  was  to  irive  encou- 
r.g<»nent  to  smuggling;  but  it  was  quite 
possible  to  prevent  smuggling,  tmless  it 
took  place  with  the  connivance  of  the 
officers.  It  was  quite  evident,  from  the 
returns  which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  that  the  Government  had  not 
obtained  as  great  an  amount  of  duty  under 
the  existiDg  system  as  they  would  have  ob- 
tained under  the  former  system. 

Sir  G.  clerk  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  had,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech,  promised  to  show 
that  the  silk  trade  was  a  case  in  which  not 
only  temporary  but  permanent  injury  had 
been  inflicted,  by  the  alterations  in  our 
fiscal  system  which  had  taken  place  in 
1824  and  1825.  The  hon.  Member  had 
entirely  rested  his  statement  on  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Select  Committee 
of  1832,  of  which  he  was  a  Member ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  make  it  appear 
that  the  Government  of  that  day  had  felt 
such  doubts  as  to  the  expediency  of  re- 
taining the  new  system  which  had  been  in- 
troduced two  years  previously,  that  they 
wUlingly  consented  to  inquiry.  But  the 
then  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  late  Lord  Sydenham,  distinctly  stated 
to  the  House  that  he  went  into  the  Com- 
mittee, not  entertaining  the  slightest  doubt 
.of  the  soundness  of  Mr.  Huskisson's  policy; 


without  any  intention  of  increasing  the 
duty  on  silks,  and  still  less  of  reverting  to 
the  exploded  system  of  prohibition,  but 
because  he  considered  that  the  rates  fixed 
in  1826  were  too  high,  that  they  held  out 
a  temptation  to  the  smuggler,  and  he  made 
an  addition  to  the  instruction  to  the  effect,* 
that  the  Committee  was  to  consider  what 
steps  could  be  taken  for  the  prevention  of 
smuggling.  He  admitted  that  several  wit- 
nesses had  made  statements  as  to  the  dis- 
tress among  the  operative  silk  weavers  in 
consequence  of  the  fall  of  wages.  He  did 
not  deny  that  at  particular  seasons  great 
distress  did  prevail  in  the  silk  trade,  as  in 
every  other  branch  of  our  manufactures  ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  should  have  shown 
that  such  distress  was  peculiar  to  the  silk 
manufactures,  and  also  that  it  had  arisen 
entirely  since  the  alteration  in  the  dutjT* 
The  hon.'  Member  should  have  referred  to 
the  evidence  which  had  been  taken  before 
Committees  at  former  periods,-  and  the 
statements  then  made  as  to  the  state  of  the 
silk  trade  while  enjoying  the  highest  de- 
gree of  protection.  Had  the  hon.  Member 
read  the  statement  of  Sir  Fowel  Buxton, 
made  at  the  Mansion-house  in  1816,  when 
a  meeting  was  called  to  take  into  consider- 
ation the  distressed  state  of  silk  weavers  ? 
Why,  the  distress  of  1841  was  nothing  as 
compared  to  the  distress  of  1816,  when  the 
people  were  dying  in  the  ditches  about 
bethnal  Green.  Neither  was  such  distress 
confined  to  1816.  Sir  Fowell  Buxton  re- 
ferred to  1812,  and  the  exertions  rendered 
necessary  on  that  occasion.  Then  in  1818, 
they  had  petitions  from  the  silk  weavers  of 
Coventry,  and  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  facts.  The  dis- 
tress then  was  infinitely  greater  than  in 
1832,  and  statements  were  put  forth  that 
the  best  men  were  working  100  hours  iU 
the  week,  and  only  obtaining  Ss,  9d. 
wages.  Therefore,  when  the  hon.  Member 
quoted  particular  years,  he  ought  to  admit 
that  the  distress  to  which  he  alluded  had 
not  been  caused  by  the  alteration  of  the 
duties  in  1826,  seeing  that  greater  distress 
than  had  occurred  subsequent  to  the  alter- 
ation had  previously  taken  place  under  all 
the  supposed  advantages  of  monopoly. 
The  misfortune  of  the  silk  trade  had 
always  been  that  it  was  a  manufacture  of 
an  article  of  luxury,  and  therefore  liable  to 
be  affected  by  the  wildest  caprices  of 
fashion.  Sometimes  the  operatives  were 
in  full  employment  at  high  wages,  at  others 
they  were  completely  destitute  of  employ- 
ment and  the  means  of  subsistence,    TUa 
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■tate  of  thbgB  ww  »ggnnted  kIbo  by  ab- 
mri  regul&tiDDB,  bocaiue  by  the  Spital- 
flelds'  Act  it  was  impossible  to  give  higher 
er  lower  wages  than  was  fixed  bj  the  Act, 
The  juanofactver  wan  prevented  nnder  a 
heavy  penalty  from  offering  wages  higher 
or  lower  than  aueh  u  he  found  fixed  in  a 
oert^q  table.  What  was  the  ooDsequeaae  i 
Tho  manufacturer,  who  under  other  oir- 
eumatanoei  might  continue  to  employ  the 
men  in  slack  seasoni  at  lower  wage*,  was 
obliged  to  discontinue  employment  alto- 
gether; and  the  men  were  at  onoe  reduced 
to  starvation,  while  the  trade  was  ultdmately 
dnvan  from  Spitalfields  to  Haecleifield  and 
iManoheiter,  were  they  were  not  exposed 
to  the  consequences  of  such  abeuid  r&- 
■trictionB.  In  1826  the  language  was, 
"  Qive  OB  a  few  Tears  to  get  out  of  the 
trade,  M  your  changes  wOl  deatroyitj" 
but  the  trade  had  been  in  a  more  flourish- 
ing condition  since  than  before.  What 
were  the  tests  by  which  the  state  of  a  trade 
was  to  be  ascerti^ned  J  If  they  found  that 
the  importation  of  the  raw  material  used  in 
the  manufacture,  and  that  the  export  of  the 
manufactured  article,  had  increased,  was 
not  that  a  proof  of  extension  ?  Silk  was 
now  no  longer  considered  a  luxury,  to  be 
exclusively  engroased  by  the  rich,  but  was 
extenaively  used  by  the  middle  and  even 
the  hnmbter  classes ;  and  it  was  clear  that 
if  the  duty  had  not  been  reduced,  that 
would  not  have  taken  place.  If  they  wished 
to  discourage  the  use  of  silk  goods,  they 
eould  not  adopt  a  better  means  than  by  re- 
introducing uie  system  which  had  been  in 
force  previous  to  1824.  By  that  system  a 
duty  was  imposed  on  the  raw  material,  and  a 
minimum  of  wages  was  Sied,  so  that  at  some 
periodaenormottsprofitawere  realised,  while 
at  others  complete  destitution  prevfulod. 
It  was  impossible  for  the  ttade  to  flourish 
under  such  restrictions  )  and,  accordingly, 
he  found,  on  referring  to  the  returns  made 
on  the  subject,  that  from  1765  to  1817— 
a  period  including  the  triemiial  period  after 
the  peace — that  (he  silk  trade  had  only 
doubled;  whereas  since  1817  up  to  the 
present  time  it  had  more  than  trebled. 
The  hon.  Uember  for  Macclesfield  had  re- 
ferred to  printed  papers  to  corroborate  his 
assertion  with  regard  to  the  exportation  of 
the  coarser  descriptions  of  sil 
ture.  It  was  true  that  vre 
quantity  of  silk  yam,  certunlj 
rior  description  to  the  fine  Iti 
hut  he  found  that  of  the  whol< 
raw  ulk  imported  only  about  I 
was  exported,  and  that  tlte  v 
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of  snch  tSk  was  not  7i.  6d.  a  lb.,  bat  b»- 
tweea  60s.  and  70(.  a  lb.  The  bon.  Maa- 
ber  for  Leicester  had  stated,  that  we  conU 
not  compete  with  France  in  the  manufao- 
ture  of  ughter  fabrioa.  He  believed  that 
there  was  no  doubt  that  our  silk  mannfae- 
turei  were  quite  equal  in  texture,  quality, 
and  colour,  to  any  that  could  be  manufoe- 
tared  at  Lyons,  and  that  the  only  thing 
they  were  soperior  to  ns  was  in  taste.  Ha 
felt  coDvinced,  that  the  only  way  fw  than 
to  get  over  that  difficulty,  was  hy  entraing 
upon  a  fair  oompetition  with  the  Frendi 
manufacturers.  The  hoo.  Honber  sud, 
that  the  ulk  trade  had  not  increased  to 
the  same  extent  as  the  cotton  trade.  But 
the  cotton  trade  had  never  been  protoetad 
to  the  same  extent  as  the  ulk  trade,  hot 
in  a  great  measure  had  been  left  to  rest  on 
its  own  energies.  The  ken.  Gentleinas 
had  also  refeired  to  the  subject  of  wagaa. 
Upon  no  subject  was  it  more  diffioult  to 
obtain  accurate  information.  With  r^artl 
to  the  silk  trade,  he  believed  that  oil,  with- 
out exception,  were  paid  by  pieee  vork  t 
and  nothing  could  bo  more  erroneous  than 
to  compare  the  prices  pud  to  a  weaver  for 
a  particular  piece  of  goods  twenty  yeara 
ago,  and  the  price  paid  him  at  the  present 
time  ;  for  the  improvement  made  in  looms 
enabled  a  workman  to  exeoota  now  a  far 

rater  quantity  of  work  than  he  could 
twenty  years  age  even  with  the  assist* 
ance  of  a  boy.  From  the  evideooe  token 
before  the  Committee  of  1832,  it  appeared 
that  up  to  that  time  not  the  slightest  im- 
provement had  been  made  in  the  looms  of 
Spitolfields,  and  that  they  were  in  the  saiM 
state  as  those  which  had  been  introduced 
by  the  French  refugees  more  than  a  cen- 
tury previous.  On  referring  to  the  Report 
on  the  State  of  Trade  be  found  it  stated, 
that  immediately  after  the  reduction  of  tha 
duty  in  1824  a  greater  stimulus  waa 
given  to  the  manufacture,  and  that,  during 
1824  and  1825,  the  number  of  mills  or 
spindles  were  more  thou  doubled.  Sinee 
that  time  improvements  had  been  made  by 
which  the  some  number  of  smndlea  per- 
formed double  the  work  they  did  previowly, 
and  on  that  account  there  had  not  been 
any  great  addition  to  the  number  of  mill*. 
But  the  hon.  Uember  for  Dorsetahire  had 
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Aat  large  numbers  of  hands  were  reqviFed; 
indeed,  more  mills  were  established  than 
were  required ;  for  the  improrement  in  the 
maohinery  was  such  that  the  mills  were 
enabled  to  do  double  the  work  they  did 
before ;  and,  therefore,  there  had  been  no 
neoessity  for  more  miUs ;  for  the  Report 
of  Mr.  Saunders,   the  Factory  Commis- 
Moner»  stated,  that  in  1843  the  mill  oocu* 
piers  complained  that  they  could  not  get 
nanda  enough,  and  that  in  Derby  no  fewer 
than  3,009  were  employed.    The  Report 
went  on  further  to  say,  that  in  March, 
1844f  four  additional  mills  were  set  to 
work— that  the  total  number  of  persons 
then  employed  in  Derby  amoimted  to  4,000 
persont'-^andy  that  there  was  a  difficulty 
•zperienoed  in  obtaining  a  supply  of  hands, 
in  oonsequence  of  the  millowners  showing 
a  preference  for  those  persons  whose  la- 
bour was  more  valuable  from  preyious  ex« 
Erience.     It  was,  therefore,  clear  by  this 
>port,  that,  whatever  might  have  been 
the  state  of  the  silk  trade  fifteen  years  ago, 
that  in  the  years  1843  and  1844  the  mill- 
owners  could  not  procure  enough  of  hands 
to  meet  the  demand  for  their  manufactures. 
Having  thus  referred  to  the  past  and  pre- 
sent state  of  the  silk  trade,  he  confessed 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  where  he  was  to 
look  for  evidence  to  prove  that  the  silk 
trade  was  at  this  moment  depressed.  Trade 
had  of  late  years,  beyond  all  question,  con- 
siderably increased ;  for  since  the  reduc* 
tion  upon  thrown  silk,  four  times  the  quan- 
tity of  raw  silk  had  been  manufactured; 
and,  consequently,  an  increased  number  of 
persons  had  been  employed.      The  hon. 
Members  for  Dorset  and  Macclesfield  had 
maintained  that,  because  silk  was  a  luxury, 
and  because  it  was  extensively  used  in  its 
manufactured    state    by  the  wealthy,  it 
ought  to  be  subject  to  a  high  duty,  in  or- 
der that  a  large  revenue  might  be  derived 
from  it.     He  admitted  that  silk  in  its  ma- 
nufactured state  was  in  a  great  part  con- 
sumed by  the  wealthier  classes;  but  he  did 
not  infer  from  that  fact  that  the  revenue 
would  be  benefited  by  the  imposition  of  a 
high  duty.     Under  the  former  system  an 
ad  valorem  duty  of  from  25  to  30  per 
cent  had  been  charged  upon  some  articles, 
while  upon  others  40  and  even  50  per  cent 
had  been  charged ;  but  the  imposition  of 
those  heavy  duties  failed  to  increase  mate- 
rially the  revenue,  while  it  encouraged 
smuggling,  and  tended  to  the  evasion  of 
the  duty.     It  was  his  impression  that  the 
proposed  reduced  duty  would  produce  a 
Urgw  amount  of  r^vei^ue  than  had  hitherto 


been  obtained,  because  the  imports  would 
be  greater,  and  an  effective  check  would 
be  put  upon  the  contraband  trade.  He 
was  sure  that  the  Coventry  and  Maccles^ 
field  silk  weavers  would  not  apprehend  any 
injury  frx>m  an  od  valorem  duty  of  15  per 
eent ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  imv 
petuB  which  their  trade  would  receive  from 
a  relaxation  of  the  prohibitory  law  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  that  important 
branch  of  industry  more  prosperous  than 
it  had  hitherto  been.  The  House  had 
been  tdd,  that  since  the  year  1826  the  silk 
trade  had  been  injured  by  the  reduction  of 
duties  that  had  already  taken  place ;  but  this 
was  not  so,  for  upon  the  best  authorities  it 
had  been  proved  that  the  silk  trade  was  at 
present  in  a  more  flourishing  condition  than 
it  had  been  for  many  years.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  trusted  the  House  wouldg 
by  a  large  majority,  support  the  Resolution 
proposed  by  Her  Mc^esty's  Government. 

Mr.  NEWDEOATE  remarked  that  the 
impression  among  those  connected  with  the 
silk  trade  seemed  to  be  that  of  deep  re^ 
griet  that  the  Government  felt  it  necessai; 
to  propose  a  reduction  of  duty  upon  foreign 
silks.  Such  were  the  expressions  of  Ihe 
petitions  presented  from  Coventry,  even 
when  in  favour  of  free  trade.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Clerk)  had  quar* 
relied  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorset- 
shire (Mr.  Bankes),  because  he  quoted 
from  the  evidence  taJien  before  the  Select 
Committee  in  1842  ;  but  in  his  opinion  the 
present  discussion  savoured  very  much  of 
the  spirit  of  that  Committee;  and  he 
thought  that  the  conduct  of  Sir  Heniy 
Pamdl,  who  voted  on  the  Report  of  that 
Committee  without  hearing  the  evidence, 
was  strictly  analogous  to  the  present  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
proved  that  an  increase  of  wages  had  taken 
place  since  the  relaxation  of  duty,  In  his 
opinion,  so  far  from  there  being  an  increase* 
there  had  been  a  very  considerable  reduc- 
tion. How  could  those  who  were  anxious 
for  the  relaxation  of  prohibitory  duties  im- 
prove the  state  of  the  silk  weaver,  by  re- 
moving the  slight  protection  that  was  at 
present  extended  to  his  industry,  when 
their  French  competitors  set  the  fashions 
which  ruled  the  trade,  and  had  almost  at 
their  doors  the  raw  material?  But  they 
said  the  trade  was  at  present  in  a  flourish* 
ing  condition.  He  would  grant  that ; 
and  in  doing  so  would  ask  whether  there 
could  be  any  better  argument  for  proving 
that  protection  ought  to  be  continued? 
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The  bon.  Member  for  Leicester  had  re- 
marked, th»t  in  1824  he  •dvocated  pro- 
tection for  silk,  because  the  Com  Laws 
irere  then  in  existence  ;  but  aa  they  were 
to  be  removed,  and  other  duties  on  articles 
of  food  were  also  to  be  remoTed,  there 
wonld  be  a  fairer  competition  amongst 
manufactnrers,  who  would  prosper  in  con- 
sequence. That  was  certainly  a  character- 
istic argument.  Did  it  not  prove  that  the 
hon.  Member  looked  to  the  repeal  of  the 
provision  laws  as  a  means  for  reducing 
wages  ?  Ue  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  no 
doubt  that  object  had  great  weight  with 
master  manufacturers,  and  that  they  wonld 
not  be  slow  in  the  redaction  of  wages. 
He  admitted  that  he  felt  roused  when  he 
beard  hon.  Gentlemen  mft'"*-»'"  that  the 
silk  weavers  would  not  be  affected  by  the 
reduction  of  duty  upon  foreign  Mlk  manu- 
factures. He  hved  among  them,  and  had 
con^ual  opportunities  of  knowing  their 
sentiments  upon  the  subject;  and  one  of 
those  millownera,  who  had  lately  erected  a 
largo  factory,  informed  him,  that  had  he 
known,  twelve  months  before,  the  intentions 
of  the  Government,  not  one  stone  of  that 
building  should  have  been  lud.  Ho  would 
now  allude  to  the  aggregate  quantities  of 
silk  entered  for  consumption  m  decennial 
periods,  with  a  view  to  show  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  quantity  imported,  without 
relation  to  its  quality,  was  not  the  fair  cri- 
terion of  prosperity  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  have  them 
believe.  The  right  hon.  Baronet's  (Sir 
Robert  Peel's)  explanatory  statement  of 
quantities  of  silk  entered  for  home 
sumption,  from  1814  to  1834,  showed- 
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But  of  what  qualitv  was  this  increase  con- 
stituted ?  Why,  almost  entirely  of  waste 
knuhs  and  husks,  as  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
would  show.  The  aggregate  quantities 
entered  for  consumption  for  ten  years,  ap- 
peared by  the  table  ho  held  in  his  hand 
to  be  as  follows : — 

Total  from  1831  to  1843  (3,007.118 

KduIm,  40..  1S31  to  1843 11.834^18 

Raw  and  Thrown  

Total  from  1634  to  1833  .... 
Konbi  fiwn  1S!4  10  1833.... 

Raw  and  Thrown  from  1831 1 


By  this  statement  it  appeared  that  ths 
great  increase  had  been  in  the  inferior 
article,  waste  knuhs  and  busks,  which  only 
contained  25  per  cent  of  real  ulk,  bnt 
which,  by  peculiar  indnstry,  had  bee> 
wrought  up  in  the  consumption.  Th« 
proportion  of  knubs,  iic,  as  compared 
with  raw  and  thrown  silk,  was,  in  the  tw 
years  of  the  protecting  period  ending  1823, 
l-40th  of  the  whole  quantity  ent^ed  for 
home  consumption ;  whilst  m  the  latter 
period  ending  1843,  it  had  risen  to  l-5th 
of  the  whole  quantity  entered  for  home 
consumption;  and  in  that  proportion  had 
the  value  of  onr  trade  deteriorated  since 
1823.  Those  were  the  happy  reanhs  of 
free  trade ;  and  he  would  ask  whether, 
after  this  deterioration  of  their  products, 
the  ribbon  weaver  was  in  a  fit  condition  ta 
be  exposed  to  further  competition  t  It  had 
been  asked  how  was  it  that  they  then  com- 
peted with  the  foreigner,  whilst  more  higUj 
taxed,  and  labouring  under  burdens  their 
rivals  had  not  to  bear  ?  His  answer  waa 
simply  the  fact,  that  the  English  operatire 
worked  harder  than  the  foreigner.  Thej 
thus  competed,  whilst  France  set  the 
fashions  agonal  them ;  and  in  proof  of 
their  exertions  he  adduced  this  fact,  that 
at  the  present  moment,  when  for  once  they 
had  fashion  on  thar  side  in  the  manubc- 
ture  of  the  seven-inch  ribbon,  the  Coventnr 
men  had  ontdone  their  foreign  rivals,  with 
all  their  advantages  of  home-grown  Mlk 
and  light  taxation.  Let  him  not,  then,  be 
taunted  with  the  empty  assertion,  that  the 
energies  of  the  ribbon  trade  needed  bracing 
to  exertion  by  further  exposure  to  tbe 
breeze  of  unequal  competition.  The  rig^t 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  last  addressed  the 
House  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  dwelt  upw  the 
difficulty  of  collecting  these  duties.  That 
might  well  be  the  case,  for  he  had  heard  that 
some  of  the  Custom-house  officers  wct*  bo 
ignorant  that  they  were  unable  te  aacertaia 
the  difference  between  plain  silk  and  fancy 
silk.  Ho  had  made  an  ^tplication  to 
Qovemment  upon  a  fonner  oocasion,  that 
they  would  appoint  competent  officers  to 
examine    these    goods,   but    bis  applies- 
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(towards  whicli  lie  recognised  a  leaiung  on 
the  part  of  the  Goyemment)  were  substi- 
tutea  for  indirect,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  much  more  easy  of  collection ; 
at  least,  previoos  experience  did  not  lead 
them  to  indulge  in  the  hope  that  it  would. 
He  confessed  he  felt  it  a  heavy  tax  upon 
his  patience  when  he  heard  it  asserted  that 
the  silk  and  ribbon  wearers  had  not  la> 
boured  to  improve  their  products,  when  he 
knew  of  his  own  knowledge  such  was  not 
the  truth.  In  Coyentry  and  its  neighbour- 
hood they  had  laboured  to  meet  the  spirit 
of  competition  that  was  abroad;  and  the 
manufacturers  there  had  been  eminentiy 
successful,  as  the  evidence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicestw  testified.  He  would 
not  detain  the  House  further  than  to  im- 
pk>re  the  Government,  as  it  was  about  to 
depress  the  agricultural  interests,  that  it 
would  not  add  to  the  difficulties  of  the  la- 
bourers of  his  neighbourhood,  by  removing 
protection  from  the  labour  on  which  the 
subsistence  of  his  family  depended.  The 
Government  seemed  actuated  in  tiiis  matter 
by  a  fiEtlse  feeling  of  consistency;  and  he 
thought  that  before  sacrificing  his  consti- 
tuents for  such  a  reason,  they  might  as 
well  remember  that  it  was  not  upon  their 
consistency  they  could  base  any  very  strong 
claim  to  the  ccmfidence  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HA  WES  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  any  lengthy  observations ;  for 
though  he  attached  much  importance  to  the 
inconyenience  which  delay  would  undoubt- 
edly be  productive  of  to  the  various  branches 
of  commerce  interested  in  the  settiement, 
still  he  rejoiced  at  it,  because  it  would  tend 
to  show  that  the  principles  held  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head^of  the  Go- 
vernment (Sir  R.  Peel)  were  safe  and  va- 
luable measures,  and  likely  to  promote  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  at  large.  He 
confessed  he  had  looked  forward  to  the  de- 
bate of  that  night  with  more  than  ordinary 
interest,  because  he  fully  expected  that 
the  challenge  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  offered  would  have  been  met  on  the 
silk  question.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  challenged  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
House  to  instance  a  single  case  in  which 
eitiier  the  consumer  or  the  producer  had 
been  injured  by  the  withdrawal  of  protec- 
tion; and  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  therefore  thought 
that,  in  the  course  of  a  debate  which  had 
already  lasted  three  or  four  hours,  some 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  protection  benches 
would  have  adduced  evidence  to  show  that 
either  the  consumer  or  the  producer  had 
been  injured,  and  that  the  progress  of  trade 
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had  been  retarded  by  the  relaxation  of  pro- 
hibitory duties.  But  no  hon.  Member  had 
accepted  the  challenge,  and  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment  no  fisu^ts  had  been  adduced  in 
support  of  the  protective  system,  or  tend- 
ing to  invalidate  the  assertion  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  What,  he  would  ask» 
were  the  tests  of  improving  manufactures  ? 
Were  they  observable  in  the  import  of  the 
raw  material,  or  in  the  export  of  the  manu- 
factured article  ?  If  they  were,  all  returns 
upon  the  subject  showed  that  the  imports 
of  raw  silk  had  greatly  increased,  and  that 
the  exports  of  the  manufactured  article  had 
also  increased.  Did  hon.  Gentiemen  re- 
member the  statements  that  had  beea 
made  with  respect  to  the  probable  amount 
of  injury  that  would  be  i^cted  upon  the 
silk  trade  when  Mr.  Huskisson  reduced  his 
tariff?  Upon  that  occasion  it  was  said 
that  eveiytmng  would  be  in  favour  of  the 
foreigner,  and  that  the  English  manufac- 
turer would  have  no  chance  in  competing  ; 
for  the  moment  that  the  relaxea  duties 
came  into  operation  the  French  would  take 
possession  of  the  market,  and  the  English 
manufacturer  would  be  ruined.  But  what 
had  been  the  case  ?  The  imports  had  not  de- 
creased, neither  had  the  exports  decreased; 
but  on  the  contrary,  all  the  evidence  that 
could  be  collected,  and  all  the  facts  that 
could  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  subject, 
showed  that  trade  had  prospered  more 
under  a  relaxation  of  duties,  than  ever  it  had 
done  imder  the  aystem  of  protection.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield  (Mr.  Brock- 
lehurst)  had  alluded  to  the  low  rate  of 
wages  received  by  silk  weavers  in  this 
country  as  compared  with  foreigners,  and 
had  accounted  for  it  by  the  relaxation  of 
duties  that  had  already  taken  place.  This 
was  an  important  subject,  and  deserving  of 
the  fullest  consideration.  He  was  willing 
to  admit  the  state  of  things  that  with  re- 
gard to  all  traders  which  depended  more 
or  less  on  handloom  weaving,  a  consider- 
able reduction  had  taken  place,  but  that 
distress  was  caused  by  competition  between 
handloom  weaver  and  handloom  weaver. 
If  the  hon.  Gentiemen  who  occupied  the 
protection  benches  had  read  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Muggeridge,  the  Commissioner  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
silk  weavers,  they  would  find  tiiat  the  evi- 
dence adduced  went  to  show  that  the  cause 
of  distress  was  not  foreign  competition,  but 
competition  among  themselves.  They 
were  strugg^ng  against  one  another.  The 
Report  of  the  same  Commissioner  set 
forth  that  the  loss  of  time  caused  by 
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going  to  the  masten  for  work»  rery  much 
tended  to  reduce  the  wages  of  the  opera- 
tire,  and  that  the  defectire  state  of  their 
looms  was  another  direct  cause  for  iheir 
imporerishment.  The  factory  lystem 
enabled  millowners  to  improve  their  ma- 
chinery, and  thus  successfully  to  compete 
with  the  foreigner ;  but  the  handloom 
weaver  was  not  able  thus  to  keep  pace 
with  the  improvement  of  the  age,  and  con- 
sequently suffered  materially.  Official  re- 
turns showed  that  the  declared  value  of 
British  exports  of  manufactured  silks  had 
increased  threefold  since  1826,  which  was 
a  strong  argument  for  showing  that  the  re- 
laxation of  duty  had  not  injured  the  trade. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield  had 
quoted  from  Deacon  Hume  with  respect  to 
we  state  of  trade  up  to  the  time  the  alter- 
ation in  duty  took  place  ;  but  he  had  not 
continued  the  quotation  to  the  next  sen- 
tence, where  a  statement  was  made  of  the 
effect  which  followed  in  the  three  subse- 
quent years.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Deacon  Hume, 
showing  the  amotmt  of  imports  of  raw  and 
thrown  silk  in  triennial  periods  from  1785 
down  to  1823 ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
omitted  the  following  sentence,  in  which 
Mr.  Hume  said-^''  I  then  take  the  three 
last  years,  1829,  1830,  and  1831,  and 
find  that  in  these  years  the  raw  silk  was 
3,075,000  lbs.  against  1,900,000  lbs.,  and 
the  thrown  sUk  374,000  lbs.  against 
355,000  lbs.''  He  would  venture  to  say 
that  no  trade  had  been  so  mischievously 
protected  as  the  silk  trade«  With  regard 
to  the  Spitalfields  weavers,  Mr.  Deacon 
Hume  said  they  were  invaded  by  Man- 
chester before  they  were  invaded  by 
Lyons.  The  Spitalfields  weavers  were 
ruined  by  the  competition  of  Manchester 
and  Macclesfield,  when  in  point  of  fact  they 
had  a  protected  trade.  The  whole  of  Mr. 
Deacon  Hume's  evidence  must  be  taken  as 
adverse  in  the  highest  degree  to  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield. 
Mr.  Deacon  Hume  was  a  public  officer  and 
a  disinterested  party ;  and  therefore  his 
authority  was  greater,  and  his  opinion  less 
prejudiced,  than  those  of  a  silk  manufac- 
turer. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  the  principle  on  which  hon. 
Members  wished  to'  uphold  protection  to 
agriculture,  was  at  all  applicable  to  the 
question  before  the  House.  He  had  re- 
ceived representations  from  his  own  county 
requesting  him  to  support  the  Government 

measure  of  free  trade.    Amo»g9t  them 


was  a  letter  from  a  mannfacttirer  in  Leek, 
who  stated  that  he  did  not  think  thoM 
measures  were  cakulated  to  do  any  injutyto 
the  manufacturers  of  the  country;  andtliit 
taking  them  altogether  he  thought  thej 
wouldprovehighlybeneficial.  Thewritersko 
said,  that  it  was  supposed  that  Macclesfield 
was  more  likely  to  suffer  than  other  towns, 
owing  to  the  circumstances  of  its  mami- 
faoturing  so  much  fancy  goods,  for  the  ma- 
nufacture of  which  France  was  so  renowned; 
but  having  conversed  with  several  of  the 
manufacturers  of  Macclesfield  on  the  sub- 
ject, his  correspondent  stated,  that  without 
exception  they  all  declared  that  ihej  did 
not  apprehend  any  ill  result  from  the  pro- 
posed measures  of  the  Government.  At 
the  close  of  his  eommunioation,  he  reeom- 
mended  the  adoption  of  steps  for  promotiBg 
schools  of  design ;  many  manuf aeturos,  he 
observed,  being  of  opinion  that  if  as  oneh 
pains  were  taken  in  this  country  to  de?e- 
lop  native  talent  as  in  France,  they  would 
soon  be  able  to  eoo^pete  with  the  f^ehin 
works  of  design.  He  was  in  favour  of  pi«- 
tection  to  agriculture ;  but  with  such  abet- 
ter as  that  before  him,  and  with  no  eonnter 
representation  from  the  manufacturing  in* 
est,  he  could  not  consent  to  vote  fcnr  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  ELLICE  would  not  go  minuld; 
into  the  subject  of  thia  debate,  which  h^ 
been  so  well  treated  by  those  better  vened 
in  details.  He  had  always  stated  his  be- 
lief, even  from  the  eonunenoement  of  ths 
discussions  with  regard  to  the  silk  manu- 
facture, that  it  wouU  be  necessary  to  take 
the  utmost  care  as  to  any  mcMures  that 
were  applied  to  that  trade.  He  never 
thought,  hojrever,  that  it  would  be  possihle 
to  maintain  the  prohilntion  which  many  hon* 
Gentlemen  thought  to  be  indispensably  no* 
cessary  for  the  preservation  of  the  trade  to 
this  country.  In  the  original  discussioDS 
he  had  always  hinted  it  as  his  opinion  ^^ 
the  silk  manufacturers  ought  to  look  to 
relief  rather  from  the  peculiar  burdens 
which  affected  them,  and  not  their  fordgn 
competitors,  than  to  the  farther  contina- 
ance  of  any  great  amount  of  protection. 
They  had  first  the  benefit  of  prohiUtioiif 
and  next  of  a  large  protecting  duty,  sn^ 
they  found  neither  one  nor  the  other  s&y 
security  against  the  inroad  of  the  anvg^ 
gler.  The  time  had  arrived  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  proclaimed  a  grest 
relaxation  of  the  duties  on  provisions,  and 
on  other  articles  which  particulariy  sfiset 
the  producers  in  this  as  in  all  other  Indus' 
trial  occupi^tio&A.  His  can0titue&t0|  iboag^ 
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tbjty  liftd  Aome  apprehension  aa  to  the  re- 
flulty  were  still  of  opinion  that  it  was  their 
duty,  in  conf<»mity  with  the  general  wishes 
of  &e  conntry,  raiiier  to  concur  in  the  mea- 
sures for  the  relaxation  of  the  restrictions 
on  trade*  than  to  persist  in  requiring  a 
protection  which'  it  would  be  impossible  to 
seoure  against  the  inroad  of  the  smuggler. 
It  was  very  true,  notwithstanding  the  ac- 
counts which  were  given  fVom  sereral  quar- 
ters, that  the  condition  of  the  artisans  in 
some  branches  of  the  silk  manufacture  was 
far  from  that  which  he  should  wish  to  see. 
He  was  also  aware  that  amongst  his  con- 
stituents certain  branches  of  the  ribbon 
manufacture  had  given  way  before  the  su- 
perior art  of  the  foreign  manufacturer.    In 
addition  to  that  foreign  competition,  our 
manufacturers  had  to  contend  with  a  heavy 
export  d\|ty  on  the  materials  of  finer  de- 
scriptions of  silk.    All  these  considerations 
tended  to  make  him  less  sanguine  as  to  the 
Immediate  effects  of  the  relaxation  of  duties 
on  this  peculiar  branch  of  manufaeture. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  his  constituents, 
felt  they  were  about  to  reoeive  a  great  mea- 
sure of  relief  with  respect  to  various  arti- 
cles; and  he  was  happy  to  be  able  to  assure 
the  Oovemment  that  they  were  perfectiy 
willing  to  do  the  best  they  could  to  meet 
the  new  circumstances  in  which  they  were 
placed.    They  expressed  their  general  sa« 
tisfaction  with  the  relaxation  proposed,  and 
more  particularly  for  the  removal  of  the 
duties  on  food ;   and  in   conformity  with 
their  wishes  he   should  give  his  support 
to  the  measures  of  the  GK>vemment. 

Lord  G.  BENTINGK  said :  The  right 
hott.  Gentleman  asked  us,  what  our  opinion 
18  of  the  prosperity  of  any  trade  ?  I  think 
we  may  say  on  this  side  of  the  House,  tiiat 
we  think  the  best  test  of  the  prosperity  of 
a  trade  is  a  general  rise  in  wages;  and  we 
have  it  shown  to  demonstration,  that  in 
every  branch  of  the  silk  trade  the  wages 
have  been  gradually  reduced  since  the  al- 
teration of  the  law  from  protection  to  free 
trade.  The  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Leicester  admitted  at  once  that  the 
number  of  Spitalfields  weavers  had  been 
reduced  from  14,000  to  9,000,  through  the 
effects  of  free  trade.  I  think  that  fact 
affords  pretty  strong  evidence  of  the  injury 
inflicted  on  silk  manufacturers  by  the  ope- 
ration of  free-trade  measures.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  answering"— which,  in 
ny  opinion,  he  did  not  do  in  the  slightest 
^gree— 4he  most  able  speech  by  which  my 
\  Friend  the  Momber  for  Donetflhire 


proposed  the  Amendment,  jumbled  m  the 
whole  of  the  trade  from  1816  to  1845. 
He  mixed  up  the  trade  during  the  ten 
years  of  protection  with  that  which  occur- 
red during  the  twenty  years  of  free  trade; 
and  then  he  said,  "  See  how  under  fr^e 
trade,  during  the  last  thirty  years,  the 
trade  of  the  sUk  manufacturer  has  pros- 
pered.    For  fifty  years  before  1816,  the 
silk  trade  had  only  doubled;  while  in  the 
thirty  years  subsequent  to  tiiat  period  the 
silk  trade  had  trebled."  Why,  good  God! 
the  first  fifty  years  were  years  of  war;  and 
is  it  fiur  to  compare  the  state  of  a  trade 
carried  on  during  war,  and  which  depends 
for  its  subsbtence  on  the  raw  materisd  im- 
ported from  a  country  which,   during  a 
great  portion  of  that  period,  was  in  the 
hands  of  Napoleon — in  the  hands  of  an 
enemy  of  this  country-^is  it  fair,  I  ask,  to 
compare  the  state  of  a  trade  carried  on 
under  those  circumstances  with  the  state 
of  that  trade  during  a  period  of  peace  ? 
Is  it  fair  to  compare  the  state  oi  trade 
during  a  period  of  war,  when  we  were  pay- 
ing 70,0(K),000{.  of  taxes,  with  tiie  sUta 
of  tiiat  trade  during  a  period  of  jpeace* 
when  we  were  only  paying  50,000,000{.  t 
Taking  the  nine  last  years  of  the  thirty 
referred  to,  which  nine  years  were  years  of 
protection,  and,  comparing  them  with  the 
former  years,  it  will  be  found  that,  in  six 
of  those  years,  the  silk  manufacture  had 
prospered  and  progressed  at  the  rate  of 
ninety  per  cent,  while  under  the  twenty- 
one  years  of  fr*ee  trade  that  manufacturd 
had  only  increased  a  hundred  per  cent. 
Can  any  man  contend  that  a  trade  which, 
in  twenty-one  years,  had  only  increased 
one  hundred  per  cent,  had  prospered  in  an 
equal  degree  with  a  trade  which  increased 
at  the  rate  of  ninety  per  cent  in  six  years  f 
The  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for  Lam- 
beth has  appealed  to  the  immense  increase 
in  the  exportation  of  silk  manufactures; 
but  I  cannot  ascertain  from  the  Paper 
lately  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
where  he  finds  that  great  increase  in  the 
exportation  of  silk  manufactures.     I  will 
take  two  periods  of  five  years  each.     I  will 
compare  uie  last  five  years  with  the  five 
years  preceding;  and  what  do  I  find  to  be 
the  result  ?     I  find  that  the  average  ex- 
portation of  silk  manufactures  for  the  five 
years  ending  1840  was  771,9082.  in  value; 
while  in  the  last  five  years,  during  which  the 
hon.  Gentieman  told  you  that  the  exporta- 
tion of  silk  manufactures  had  so  largely 
increased,  the  average  amount  of  exporta- 
tion was  but  709tS82{.»  shgwing  A  decrease 
2N2 
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of  62,3261.  in  the  average  value  of  silk  ex- 
ported from  this  country.      Now,  let  us 
look  how  the  matter  stands  as  regards  the 
importation  of  silk  manufactures  ^m  the 
countries  in  Europe.     And  here  I  must 
take  leave  to  say  that,  whilst  Her  Majes* 
ty*s  Government  have  given  us  the  amount 
of  the  exportation  to  aU  the  countries  in 
the  world,  when  they  professed  to  give  iis 
the  importation  of  silk  manufactures,  they 
excluded  the  importation  from  the  East 
Indies.     Notwithstanding  that,   however, 
on   comparing  the  same  periods  of  five 
years  already  mentioned,  I  find  that  the 
average  weight  of  silk  manufactures  import- 
ed during  the  five  years  ending  1840,  was 
220,000  Ihs.,  the  value  of  which,  estimat- 
ing them  at  il,  the  potmd  weight — ^which 
I  am  sure  is  imder  the  mark — ^would  be 
660,0002. ;  but  during  the  last  period  of 
five  years  the  value  of  the  silk,  estimating 
it  at  the  same  rate,  was  715,586{.,  showing 
an  increase  in  the  value  of  the  silk  imported 
of  55,5862.,  which  is  exactly  within  5,0002. 
a  year  of  the  decrease  in  the  exportation  of 
silk  manufactures  from  this  country.     You 
perceive,  then,  that  the  increased  importa- 
tion of  silk  manufactures  from  abroad,  and 
the  decrease  in  the  exportation  of  silk  ma- 
nufactures from  this   country,   travel  on 
pari  passu,  and  afford  pretty  strong  proof 
that  the  silk  manufactures  of  this  country 
are  not  in  a  condition,  even  with  a  protec- 
tion of  thirty  per  cent,  to  contend  with  the 
manufactures  of  France.      Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  Adderley)  has  expressed  an  opinion 
that  it  is  no  business  of  this  House  to  in- 
terfere in  matters  where  the  parties  imme- 
diately concerned  do  not  ask  for  such  in- 
terference.    I  thought  the  Constitution  of 
this  country  required  that  we  should  consi- 
der what  is  best  for  the  general  good  of  the 
cotmtry;  and  that  it  was  not  for  us  to  wait 
to  be  taught  by  the  constituencies  what  is 
for  the  interest  of  the  country.     We  have 
well  considered  this  question.     It  is  one 
which  has  been  before  the  coimtry,  and 
before  the  Parliament,  for  twenty-five  years, 
and  we  think  ourselves  as  well  qualified 
to  judge  of  this  matter  as  any  manu- 
facturers that  may  live  at  Leek  or  else- 
where.    But  if  any  hon.  Gentieman  thinks 
that  ttie  manufacturers  of  this  country  de- 
sire to  see  this  measiure  carried,  I  can  tell 
im  a  different  story.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  last  spoke  knows  the  character  of  the 
three  gentlemen  who  called  on  me  yester- 
dav  morning.     And  what  did  they  say  ? 
Wny»  that  S  they  submitted  at  all,  it  was 


because  they  feared  tyranny  of  this  House. 
They  thought  the  manufacturers  oititied  to 
greater  protection;  but  they  were  afraid  of 
the  coalition  of  Gentiemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  and  Gentiemen  opposite;  and 
that  if  they  asked  all  they  wanted,  and  all 
they  thought  needful  for  them,  they  might 
loose  even  the  small  modicum  of  protection 
which  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  wilHng 
to  give  them.     What  did  these  gentiemen 
tell  me?     Why,  that  since  there  was  a 
free  trade  in  silk,  only  two  mills  had  been 
erected  in  Coventiy — ^that  Coventry  stood 
still,  while  Saint  Etienne,  its  rival  town  in 
France,  flourished — ^that  Saint  Etienne  flon- 
rished  at  the  expense  of  Coventiy.     These 
gentlemen  put  into  my  hands  a  paper  show- 
ingthe  different  patterns  of  silk  manufactore. 
The  article  at  the  head  of  these  patterns, 
they  informed  me,  is  the  least*  valuable, 
and  that  the  only  article  which  they  are 
now  able  to  manufacture  in  Coventiy,  and 
which  they  retain  against  the  competition 
of  foreigners — that  article   is  plun  nik 
ribbons — an  article  estimated  at  39#.  per  lb. 
From  tiie  manufacture  of  satin  ribbons, 
which  the  Government  say  are  worth  53s. 
per  lb.,  but  which  the  manufacturer  states 
to  be  worth  75#.   per  lb.,   Coventry  has 
been  entirely  driven,  even  under  a  protec- 
tion of  35  per  cent.     What  chance,  then, 
is  there  of  retaining  this  manufacture  there, 
with  a  protection  of  15  ner  cent?     The 
Govenmient,  I  understand,  have  adopted 
as  a  criterion  of  the  averages  an  article 
called  Louisine,  which  is  not  worth  15#.  a 
pound,  and  which  the  manufacturers  tell 
me  forms  only  a    thirty-second  part  of 
goods  of  this  description  manufiictared  in 
Coventry.     They  also  assured  me  that  tlie 
adrisers  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  were  gentiemen  whose 
interest  it  was  to  admit  as  much  foreign 
goods  as  possible;  that  they  were  whole- 
sale dealers  (and  I  believe  the  hon.  Gen- 
tieman the  Member  for  Leicester  is  one), 
and  proprietors  of   what   are  commonly 
known  as  "slaughter-houses."  These  men 
employ  very  few  people.     Two  or  three  of 
these  great  houses  reap  enormoos  profits, 
and  it  is  their  interest  to  drive  the  Banish 
manufacturer  out  of  the  market,  and  to 
make  their  purchases  in  France,  or  any- 
where that  they  may  buy  cheapest.     Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  listened  to  tlrase 
men.     Two  or  three  of  these  large  houses, 
called  "  slaughter-houses,"  employ  abovt 
150  persons,  the  greater  part  of  whosB,  I 
understand,  are  employed  in  London  dor- 
mg  what  is  called  "  the  season;"  and  aI 
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the  end  of  the  season  they  were  sent  about 
their  business.  How  can  the  number  em- 
ployed by  those  slaughter-houses  be  com- 
pared widi  those  generally  employed  in  the 
silk  trade  ?  From  the  Population  Returns, 
I  find  that  58,200  persons  are  engaged  in 
the  silk  trade,  in  addition  to  which  there 
are  several  thousand  ribbon  makers,  and 
about  30,000  others  not  particularly  dis- 
tinguished. Can  you  compare  a  trade  that 
occupies  at  the  outside  not  more  than  a 
thousand  persons,  with  a  trade  which  gives 
occupation  and  subsistence  to  very  nearly 
70,000  persons  ?  There  is  another  article, 
the  last  but  not  the  least  valuable  in  this 
list — I  mean  striped  and  figured  gauze. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  was  obliged 
to  admit  that  already  theribbon  weavers  of 
Coventry  were  driven  from  this  trade. 
Figured  gauze  is  worih  180<.  alb.,  but 
the  silk  of  which  it  is  made  is  not  worth 
more  at  the  outside  than  28«.  a  lb.  Then, 
all  the  difference  between  28#.  and  108«.  is 
spent  in  labour,  and  is  lost  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  that  locality.  To  drive  the 
English  artisan  out  of  the  market,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  is  going  to  reduce  the  duty  now 
paid — ^namely,  from  27«.  6d.  to  14<.  But 
if  Coventry  could  not  withstand  the  oppo- 
sition of  French  gauze  with  a  duty  of 
27f.  6d.i  it  was  quite  clear  that  it  could 
not  compete  with  it  when  that  duty  would 
be  reduced  to  14^.  6d.  I  shall  now  advert 
to  the  subject  of  wages,  and  on  that  point 
I  did  expect  that  the  Member  for  Coventry 
would  manifest  a  greater  interest  and  cer- 
tainly a  larger  shu«  of  sympathy.  .What 
did  those  gentlemen  tell  me,  to  whom  I 
before  referred  on  the  subject  of  wages  ? 
They  declared  that  the  rate  of  wages  was 
reduced  20  per  cent  since  the  year  1826. 
I  speak  on  the  authority  of  those  three 
gentlemen  whom  I  before  mentioned,  who 
assured  me,  and  I  rely  on  their  word,  for  I 
believe  ihem  to  be  men  of  truth  and  vera- 
city, they  positively  stated  to  me  that  since 
1826,  in  Coventry,  the  wages  of  the  ribbon 
weavers  were  reduced  fully  20  per  cent; 
and  they  were  so  low  at  present  that  it  was 
scarcely  possible  to  sink  them  lower;  for, 
to  enable  the  manufacturers  to  compete 
with  opposition,  they  were  obliged  to  drag- 
those  imfortunate  ribbon  weavers,  who 
worked  at  their  looms  in  the  midst  of  their 
own  families,  to  mills  and  to  factories,  so 
that  their  wages  might  be  reduced  to  the 
lowest  point.  It  was  then  perfectly  clear 
that,  unless  the  House  were  prepared  to 
destroy  every  remnant  of  the   trade  <^ 


Coventry,  it  could  not  consent  to  the  mea- 
sure propounded  by  the  Government.  I 
shall  next  go  to  Macclesfield.  The  hon. 
Member  who  represents  that  town  is  a  living 
witness  of  some  of  the  consequences  of 
free  trade  there.  That  hon.  Member  is  a 
banker  as  well  as  a  silk  manufacturer;  and 
he  was  a  member  of  a  deputation  which 
waited  on  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson  in  1823 
or  1824  to  protest  against  a  law  which  had 
for  its  object  the  removal  of  protection. 
He  prophesied  what  too  truly  happened— 
for,  instead  of  that  hon.  Member  listening 
to  aU  those  dreams  of  prosperity  which  he 
was  told  would  arise  by  the  removal  of 
those  causes  which  bound  the  silk  trade  to 
the  earth,  and  which  prevented  its  soaring 
to  a  similar  elevation  with  that  of  Coventry, 
he  foresaw  all  the  fatal  consequences  ;  so 
that  while  others  drove  forward  in  their 
fatal  speculations,  he  held  in  his  own 
hands  a  check  which  prevented  an  imme- 
diate and  a  destructive  career.  The  hon. 
Member  became  a  lender  of  money  to  many 
poor  manufacturers,  and  to  a  very  large 
amount;  so  that  in  many  cases  he  had  to 
become  the  unwilling  possessor  of  mills ; 
among  others  there  was  one  mill  which 
cost  14,000{.,  and  which  became  his  for 
1,700J.  That  was  the  way  by  which  he 
was  enabled  to  carry  on  his  trade  in  Mac- 
clesfield. I  ask,  do  you  call  that  pros- 
perity ?  Was  that  any  strong  proof  of  the 
success  of  the  free-trade  scheme  ?  In  the 
Amendment  proposed  to  the  House,  the 
silk  manufacturer  and  the  ribbon  weaver 
are  not  the  only  persons  concerned :  there 
are  also  indudea  in  that  Amendment  the 
milliner  and  the  dressmaker ;  and  they 
formed  not  an  insignificant  class  of  per- 
sons, for  I  can  tell  you  that  the  dress- 
makers amount  to  no  less  than  106,000 
persons;  and  are  you  going  so  to  affect 
that  protection  on  silk  dresses  which  would 
reduce  it  from  21.  10«.  to  \l,  10«.  There 
are  106,000  dressmakers  in  England- 
there  are  15,000  in  London  alone.  Of  the 
106,000,  more  than  one-third  are  engaged 
in  Coventry.  Am  I  to  suppose  you  will 
leave  all  those  individuals  with  their  fami- 
lies to  starve — am  I  to  suppose  you  will 
leave  them  to  take  their  chance  for  future 
subsistence — am  I  to  suppose  they  wiU  be 
left  to  drag  out  a  miserable  existence  be- 
cause they  cannot  approach  this  House,  or 
loudly  and  intelligibly  knock  at  its  doors  ? 
Are  the  poor  dressmakers  to  be  left  to 
pine  in  misery  because  they  cannot  vote 
for  Members  of  Parliament — because  they 
cannot  employ  the  hon.  Gentlemen  for 
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Finsbory,  or  for  London,  or  for  Westmin- 
Bter,  to  plead  their  cause — ^because  they 
cannot  havo  the  benefit  of  their  able  advo- 
oacy  ?  But  was  that  a  reason  why  their  in- 
terests   should    be  forgotten,  why  their 
chums  to  public  consideration  should  be 
OYerlookedf   By  no  means;  the  milliners 
and  the  dressmakers  are  a  useful  and  an 
industrious  class  of  the  community,  and 
their  interests  would  not  be  assailed,  with- 
out at  least  the  benefit  of  my  humble  adro- 
cacy.     The  present  amount  of  protection 
on  hats  and  bonnets  was  25#.,  and  which 
it  was  proposed  to  reduce  to  6«. ;  that  was 
to  nearly  one-fourth.     The  present  protec- 
tion on  caps  is  15s.,  which  is  to  be  reduced 
to  3s.  6(2.,  also  nearly  one-fourth ;  so  that, 
tmder  circumstances  so    distressing,  the 
poor  dressmakers  will  find  their  occupation 
all  but  gone.     I  brought  before  the  House 
the  other  night  what  was  the  consequence 
of  free  trade  in  1826  ;  many  of  those  mil- 
liners and  dressmakers  being  thrown  out 
of  employment,  had  to  seek  an  asylum  in 
workhouses  ;  numbers,  from  absolute  want 
and  from  dire  necessity,  sacrificing  their 
virtue,  had  to  commence  a  life  of  prostitu- 
tion ;  and  you  may  depend  upon  it  that 
the  recurrence  of  similar  evils  will  be  the 
natural  result  of  the  measure  now  before 
the  House  if  it  pass  into  a  law.     Similar, 
I  predict,  will  be  the  fate  of  many  of  the 
milliners  and  dressmakers  of  London.  The 
want  of  employment  will  force  them  to 
seek  a  refuge  in  the  workhouse,  or  pro- 
bably drive  3iem  to  the  streets,  to  the  in- 
crease of  demoralization.  Looking  on  these 
things  as  the  natural  consequence  of  the 
measure,  I  pray  the  House  to  pause  before 
so  large  a  number  of  our  fellow  creatures 
are  cast  abroad  in  penury  and  in  wretched- 
ness.    All  they  ask  for  is  the  continuance 
of  30  per  cent ;  and  let  them  have  it.     I 
implore  the  House,  on  their  behalf,  to  per- 
mit the  continuance  of  a  boon  so  triflmg, 
but  a  boon  which  will  keep  them  from  ruin 
— which  will  save  them  from  destruction. 
I  implore  you  to  exercise  your  sympathy 
for  them,  and  not  to  allow  that  reduction 
in  the  duty  which  will  so  seriously  affect 
their  interests.     I  fear,  however,  from  the 
coalition  which  has  been  formed  with  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  there  is  little  hope  of 
success  ;  and  yet  I  cannot  but  expect  that 
those  whose  duty  it  is  to  look  after  the 
morals  of  the  people,  will  save  from  degra- 
dation— ^will  save  from  prostitution — wiU 
save  from  wretchedness,  from  poverty,  and 
from  impending  ruin,   the  milliners  and 
dressmakers  of  this  country. 


I      Sm  R.  PEEL :  Sir,  I  hope  that  tnj 
parties  who  may  hare  to  ezereiie  a  judg- 
ment upon  the  principles  of  commaraal 
policy  which  it  may  be  advantageoos  to 
apply  to  the  silk  trade,  will  maturely  ooa- 
sider  the  facts  that  are  within  their  resell 
before  they  come  to  any  concliisioa  npoo 
the  mere  impulse  of  feeling;  that  they  wiD 
take  the  opportunity  of  contrasting  the 
state  of  things  which  has  arisen,  notundv 
a  system  of  free  trade,  as  my  noble  Frieod 
has  assumed,  but  since  the  repeal  of  praki- 
bition  and  the  admission  a£  foreign  siikfl  to 
a  qualified  competition  with  domestte  pro- 
duoe-^with  the  state  of  things  which  pro- 
sented  itself  during  that  happy   period 
when,  so  far  as  the  lawwaa  conoerned, 
you  had  absolute  and  unqualified  proieo- 
tion.     You  have  the  opportunity  of  ascsr- 
taining  what  were  the  results  of  unquaMed 
legal  and  nominal  protection  in  that  moit 
favoured  seat — I  mean  so  far  as  law  eaa  h- 
TOUT  it-«of  Spitalfields.    You  had  there 
complete  prohibition  of  foreign  manu&o- 
tures;  you  relied  upon  laws  prohitnting  the 
import  of  those  manufisotures.     Not  only 
were  the  duties  high,  but  they  were  abso* 
lutely  prohibitoi^.    Your  policy  was  prohi- 
bition.   Well,  what  was  the  state  of  things 
there  under  prohibition  ?     Do  you  wish  to 
revert  to  it  ?    Do  you  believe  that  it  would 
be  for  the  interest  of  the  working  classes, 
for  the  interest  of  morality — do  you  believo 
that  it  would  protect  the  females  to  whom 
my  noble  Friend  has  in  the  last  part  of  his 
speech  referred,  from  the  temptations  sad 
duigers  of  prostitution  ?     In  Spitalfieldi 
what  was  the  state  of  commerce  ?    Why, 
periodically  and  in  rapid  succession,  thore 
were  presented  examples  of  suffering  and 
vice  which  I  defy  you  to  parallel  by  any* 
thing  that  has  taken  place  since  the  ro- 
moval  of  prohibition.     I  begin  with  tho 
year  1806;  in  that  year  a  letter  was  written 
by  Mr.  Hale,  a  gentleman  well  acquainted 
with  the  state  of  Spitalfields,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Whitbread,  calling  on  him  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Legislature  against  the  state 
of  things  existing  in  that  district.     Six 
years  afterwards,  in  1812,  such  was  the 
condition  of  that  district,  that  it  became 
necessary   to   appoint    a   local    commit- 
tee; and  the  report  of  that  committee» 
made  at  a  subsequent   period,    in  refer* 
ring  to  the  attempts  made  to  relieve  tiie 
distress,  states — 

*'  When  a  depreision  in  trsde  materiAlly  dini- 
niihes  the  demand  for  labour,  multHndos  aro  at 
once  deprived  of  employment,  and  tufier  all  tte 
mifleries  of  want.  The  applioations  to  the  paridioi 
for  snpport  soon  become  more  than  thej  «aa  n- 
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liftTe.  A  large  proporfeloii  of  thoie  who  nn  called 
on  for  the  poor  rates  are  thenMeWes  »t  theae 
times  in  need  of  assistance,  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstanoes  to  advance  the  assessment  would  in- 
orease  the  difficulty  of  collecting  it,  and  often  ren- 
der the  payment  altogether  impossible.  Thus  the 
iitmoat  pittance  that  can  be  dealt  out  to  the  indi- 

Sent  is  insufficient  to  supnort  existence,  and  the 
istreas  becomes  extreme. 

This  wfts  the  state  of  Spitalfields  and  its 
n^gbbourhood  when  the  associfttion  was 
first  instituted  in  1812;  committees  were 
formed*  and  subscriptions  raised ;  and 
there  was  a  temporary  mitigation  of  dis- 
tress.  From  the  exertions  made  at  that 
time,  the  committee  had  the  happmess 
to  know  that  many  were  rescued  from  pe- 
rishing; but  in  1816  it  became  necessary  to 
reappoint  the  committee.  They  then 
spei^  par^ularly  of  the  weavers  ;— 

**  They  are  InoffensiTe,"  they  say,  **  and  quiet  in 
their  demeanour,  industrious  in  prosperous  times, 
and  peaceable  in  adversity." 

The  operations  of  the  committee  were  sus- 
pended as  soon  as  die  pressing  necessity 
for  them  ceased;  but  they  soon  felt  them- 
selyes  "imperatively  called  upon  to  resume 
them  by  an  extent  and  severity  of  distress 
that  has  not  been  equalled  at  any  former 
period  within  our  Imowledge.**  They 
say,  spealdng  of  the  weavers  in  1816  :— 

"  Of  this  cUuis  nearly  two-thirds  are  at  this  time 
unemployed,  and  without  the  means  of  support;  as 
well  as  a  multitude  of  porters,  labourers,  and  me- 
ohanies  in  diA»rent  trades.  They  oannot  disperse 
themselves  in  the  oonntry,  which  is  already  over- 
burdened with  poor,  and  where,  at  former  times 
of  difficulty,  temporary  work  might  have  been  ob- 
tained; numbers  of  old  hands  are  now  dismissed. 
Even  the  resource  of  the  army  and  navy  no  longer 
exists  for  the  destitute ;  and  many  are  refused 
admission  at  the  workhouses,  which  are  too 
crowded  to  receive  them.  In  order  the  better  to 
assist  the  most  afflicting  cases,  as  more  than  100 
members  compoBO  the  committee,  they  have  di- 
vided themselves  into  thirty-eight  sub-eommittees, 
each  of  which  undertakes  the  visiting  of  a  district. 
During  the  last  eleven  weeks,  they  have  paid  more 
than  8,460  visits,  and  distributed  856/.,  mostly  in 
sums  of  from  It.  to  Ss.,  among  3,366  fomilies, 
which  contain  about  14,400  individuals;  and 
while  engfl^  in  thU  service,  they  have  witnessed 
an  extremity  of  suflbring  of  which  those  who  are 
not  themselves  accustomed  to  explore  the  abodes 
of  poverty  can  form  but  an  inadequate  idea.  They 
find  numbers  who  had  been  accustomed  to  support 
their  fiunilies  respeetably,  nduced  from  long  want 
of  employment  to  sell  or  pawn  their  foraiture, 
which  had  been  porohased  with  the  savings  of  for- 
mer years,  to  obtain  food.  Their  bedding,  their 
clothes,  and  the  very  looms  and  tools  on  which 
they  were  accustomed  to  depend  for  subsistence, 
are,  in  many  instances,  gone ;  and  little  is  left 
tbem  but  the  bare  walls  of  their  rooms.  Pauperism 
is  spreading  to  an  extent  trulv  alarming.  Many 
deeent  fomuies  have  had  all  they  were  possessed 
of  seised  to  pay  arrears  of  rent;  others  are  deeply 
wdebtfortMeoBiaon  neeetsariM  of  life :  aome 


have  deserted  their  homea  in  deapah*,  unable  to 
endure  the  sight  of  their  starving  fomilies ;  and 
many  pine  under  lingering  diseases,  brought  on 
from  the  want  of  food  and  clothing." 

That  report  was  made  in  1816,  and  then 
such  was  the  distress  that  100  members 
formed  themselves  into  sub-committees,  in 
order  that  they  might  visit  the  various  dis- 
tricts, and  relieve  ue  people  at  a  time  when 
the  trade  enjoyed  all  the  advantages  of  pro- 
tection. A  meeting  was  convened  in  the 
city  of  London,  and  Sir  Fowell  Buxton 
(then  Mr.  Buxton)  gave  an  account  of  the 
state  of  Spitalfields  under  this  system.  He 
said — 

**  We  have  all  been  educated  in  the  belief  that 
the  necessity  of  going  to  the  workhouse  is  the  limit 
of  human  distress  to  the  poor,  yet  such  is  the  ag- 
gravated state  of  distress,  that  going  to  the  work- 
hooae  ia  an  object  of  absolute  desire  to  the  poor, 
and  we  are  aotually  canvassed  for  our  interest  in 
their  fovour." 

What  were  the  assigned  causes  of  that 
distress  ?  Sir  FoweU  Buxton  made  an  ap- 
peal to  those  who  were  then  attending  that 
meeting,  and  it  shows  how  delusive  was  this 
protection.    He  suct^ 

^  One  of  the  oausea  of  the  distreaa  under  whioh 
Spitalfields  is  labouring,  is  the  #nportation  of 
french  goods,  and  the  wearing  of  them  by  the 
ladies  of  this  town.  If  you  vdll  accompany  ua 
through  those  scenes  of  destitution  and  dista«ss, 
at  least  we  shall  gain  this  advantage,  that  we  shall 
disoourage  the  use  of  oontraband  goods  which  de- 
stroy the  means  of  subnstenoe  of  the  inhabitants 
ofSpitalflelds'*— 

A  conclusive  proof  that  though  you  pro- 
fessed to  give  them  the  advantages  ot  ab- 
solute prohibition,  yet  your  revenue  laws 
were  defeated  in  spite  of  prohibitory  du- 
ties, and  you  did  not  succeed  in  giving  them 
those  advantages.  Well,  then,  let  me 
compare  that  account  of  1816,  under  pro- 
tection, with  the  Report  which  we  have 
last  received  from  the  district  superintend- 
ed by  Mr.  Howell,  that  made  in  October, 
1845.    Mr.  Howell  says — 

**  Throughout  the  entire  district  a  general  scar- 
city of  hands  is  noticed,  and  a  consequent  rise  of 
wages.  In  the  silk  districts  particiQarly,  hands 
are  very  searoe,  and  I  have  been  infiMmed  that 
instances  are  not  wanting  where  children  working 
half  time  have  got  as  much  wages,  and  In  some 
cases  it  u  said  that  they  get  more,  than  thev  did 
when  they  worked  ten  hours.  I  am  told  that  a 
rise  has  also  taken  place  in  the  wages  of  those 
who  work  ten  and  twelve  hours  respectively." 

Well,  I  contrast  that  Report  from  that  dis- 
trict with  the  Report  I  have  read  from  the 
Committee  of  1^6.  In  the  one  case  you 
had,  not  indeed  prohibition,  butsheavy  du- 
ties ;  in  the  other  case,  you  professed  to 
give  complete  prohibition,  oir^  we  ask 
what  are  the  tests  by  whioh  you  deter- 
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mine  a  flouriAhing  manufiMture  ?  We 
say  the  import  of  the  raw  material  has 
inereased.  Oh,  but  (you  say)  in  the  re- 
tnma  of  the  raw  material  are  included  cer- 
tain descriptions  of  waste  silk,  called  knubs 
and  husks.  But  if  you  wanted  a  conclu- 
aire  proof  of  the  beauty  and  nicety  to  which 
our  machinery  has  attained,  it  would  be 
derived  from  die  introduction  of  that  spe- 
cies of  manufacture.  The  terms  may  be 
vulgar,  and  may  not  suit  the  lips  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen;  but  you  have  improved 
those  knubs  and  husks ;  by  your  skill  and 
talent  you  have  converted  them  into  a 
beautiful  material,  and  you  have  thus 
greatly  increased  the  quantity  of  the  raw 
material  consumed.  But  let  us  exclude 
the  knubs  and  husks.  My  noble  Friend 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck)  says  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Macclesfield  (Mr.  Brockle- 
hurst)  went  before  the  Committee  of  Mr. 
HuskiBSon  in  1824,  and  advised  Mr.  Hus- 
kbson  on  no  account  to  incur  the  danger 
he  was  about  to  incur  ;  but  that  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson  most  unwisely  refused  his  advice. 
What  was  the  result?  And  what  reflec- 
tion do  facts  and  figures  throw  upon  Mr. 
Huskissouy  Yor  not  having  listened  to  the 
advice  then  given  him  ?  When  that  ad- 
vice was  given  him — and  here  I  throw  out 
the  knubs  and  husks  from  the  account  al- 
together — ^  when  that  advice  was  given, 
that  b  to  say,  in  1819  or  1820,  the  quan- 
tity of  raw  silk  entered  for  home  consump- 
tion was  about  1,500,000  lbs.  On  an  aver- 
age of  the  ten  years  from  1814  to  1823 — 1 
am  speaking  now  of  raw  silk  alone,  reject- 
ing altogether  the  waste  silk — the  annual 
consumption,  when  that  advice  was  given 
to  Mr.  Huskisson,  was  1,521, 000  lbs.  Mr. 
Huskisson  rejected  the  advice  ;  he  substi- 
tuted comparatively  moderate  duties  for 
absolute  prohibition ;  and  the  average  con- 
sumption of  raw  silk  in  the  ten  years  from 
1834  to  1843,  had  risen  from  1,521,000  lbs. 
to  3,742,000 lbs.,  as  it  appears  to  me,  jus- 
tifying the  wisdom  of  the  decision  to  which 
Mr.  Huskisson  came ;  and  so  far  as  the 
consumption  of  the  raw  material  can  be  a 
test  of  a  flourishing  manufacture,  showing 
that  Mr.  Huskisson  was  right  in  substitut- 
ing moderate  duties  for  prohibition.  But 
is  the  feeling  of  the  trade  a  test  of  suc- 
cess ?  From  the  trade  itself  1  have  re- 
ceived no  such  representations  as  those 
which  have  been  referred  toby  hon.  Mem- 
bers this^  evening.  Take  Coventry.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  Coventry  had  felt 
any  real  alarm  at  the  lowering  of  the  pro- 
tection from  30  to  15  per  cent,  she  has 


energy  and  intelligence  enoogli  to  aukekr 
representations  known  ;  but  Covenliy  v- 
gues  as  other  places  argoe — ^she  sees  ^ 
we  do  not  propose  an  abstract  rednctioii<tf 
the  duties  on  silk;  she    sees,  coineiikit 


with  that  reduction,  a  total  rraeal  of  tfe 
duty  on  meat ;  she  sees  the  admisHioBrf 
maize  at  a  nominal  duty ;  she  sees  aJao  i 
great  reduction  in  the  duties  on  the  dai 
articles  of  subsistence,  and  the  uUimale 
repeal  of  all  those  duties.     Coventry  fan- 
Bees  the  benefits  of  these  changes,  and  she 
is  perfectly  content  with  the  reduetkm  d 
the  duty  on  silk,  looking  at  the  whole  of 
the  measures  proposed  by  Her  Majeskj'i 
Government.     What  is  the  case  with  re- 
spect to  Leek  ?    My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Staffordshire  went  to  Leek  sis 
protectionist,  expecting  to  be  received  wiik 
applause,  and  he  was  smprised  to  ibi 
ihem  contented  and  satisfied  with  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government.      Then,  with 
respect  to  the  letter  from  Macclesfield: 
why,  the  letter  was  accompanied  by  a  me- 
morial from  the  parties,  who  stated  thqr 
were  perfectly  content  to  submit  to  s  re- 
duction of  duties,  and  Macclesfield  woidd 
be  satisfied  with  a  reduction  of  from  30 
to  20  per  cent.     We  propose  a  reduc- 
tion of  15  per  cent.    There  is,  thfiP&- 
fore,  a  difference  only   of   6    per  cent 
between  the  representations  of  Maccles- 
field and  the  duty  of  the  Oovenimeai 
From  Spitalfields  I  cannot  say  that  we 
have  received  many  representations.    1 
certainly  received  a  deputation  on  the  buk 
ject  of  silk ;  but  when  they  looked  at  the 
other  measures  with  which  this  reductios 
is  accompanied,  I  do  not  think  that  there 
was  any  discontent  expressed  at  the  g&a»- 
ral  measures  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministen* 
So  far  for  the  expressions  of  the  trsde ; 
and  I  have  a  right  to  believe  that  the 
trade  in  general  are  satisfied  with  the 
whole  measures  which  we  propose.    Bv^ 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  G.  Bentinck)  has 
adopted  another  test.     I  say  that  we  hare 
a  satisfactory  result  from  the  increased 
quantity  of  raw  material  entered  for  hofse 
consumption  ;  but  he  will  take  only,  ^  * 
test,  the  declared  value  of  our  exports  dll^ 
ing  the  period  of  the  last  five  years.    Now 
I  say  that  this  test  is  altogether  fallamoitf* 
The  late  Mr.  Alderman  Waithman  was  al- 
ways insisting  that  the  country  was  i^' 
ed,  because  the  declared  value  of  oar  ex- 
ports in  cotton  did  not  keep  pace  with  the 
increase  of  our  imports,  and  of  our  pop^ 
tion  ;  and  he  was  always  told  that  notluog 
could  be  more  natural  than  ihatths<^ 
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dared  value  of  cotton  exported  ahould  not 
increase,  for  with  the  diininiahed  cost  of 
production,  and  the  increase  of  mechanical 
facilities,  the  articles  would,  year  by  year, 
be  sold  foi*  a  diminished  sum,  and  thuB, 
though  there  was  a  greatly  increased  quan- 
tity produced  and  eiported,  yet  the  de- 
clared value  of  the  exports  at  the  Customs, 
would  not  increase  in  the  same  degree, 
might  not  increase  at  all,  or  might  actu- 
ally diminish.     So  it  is  with  respect  to 
silk.     The  cost  of  production  has  been  di- 
minished— during  the  last  five  years  greatly 
diminished;  the  improvements  in  machi- 
nery, and  the  greater  skill  of  our  workmen, 
have  caused  a  diminished  cost  of  produc- 
tion ;  during  the  last  five  years  also  the 
duty  on  the  raw  material  has  been  dimi- 
nished ;  it  would  be  strange  indeed,  there- 
fore, if  the  declared  value  of  great  quanti- 
ties of  exports  had  not  also  diminished. 
During  the  last  five  years,  therefore,  my 
noble  Friend  will  find  that  though  the  de- 
clared value  of  our  exports  mav  have  de- 
creased, that  circumstance  affords  no  proof 
of  the  trade  b^g  injured.     As  we  de- 
creased the  price  of  the  raw  material  in 
cotton,  so  is  it  with  silk;  the  declared 
value    may   be    less,    but    there    is    no 
less  quantity  exported.    Now,  I  can  rea- 
dily account  for  the  increased  quantity  of 
the  raw  material  consumed.    There  is  a 
growing  taste  for  silk  manufactures  :  it  is 
a  taste  which  we  cannot  do  better  than  en- 
courage.  Cotton  and  wool  have  been  here- 
tofore formidable  rivals  with  silk ;  and  cot- 
ton and  woollen  goods  have  entered  into 
general  competition  with  sOk  goods.    But 
there  is  a  growing  desire  in  this  country 
for  silk;  and  will  it  not  be  for  the  public 
advantage,  by  the  low  price  of  the  article, 
to  enable  the  public  to  consume  it  more 
largely,  and  shiul  we  not  be  thereby  doing 
the   greatest  possible  advantage  to  the 
trade  ?     Then,  however,  my  noble  Friend 
will  say,  that  there  will  be  an  increase  in 
the  quantity  of  foreign  articles  brought 
into  this  country  ;   and  I  agree  with  him 
that  if  we  give  a  taste  for  silk  manufac- 
tures, there  will  naturally  be  an  increase 
in  the  importation  of  the  foreign  article. 
But,  supposing  that  during  the  five  years 
preceding  the  last  there  has  been  great 
smuggling  of  the  foreign  article — suppos- 
ing that  at  the  end  of  those  five  years  we 
are  enabled  to  check  the  Custom-house 
frauds,  and  thus  to  impede  the  illicit  intro- 
duction of  the  foreign  article — then,   I 
say,  that  the  increased  dutv  paid  for  silk 
articles  will  aibrd  no  proof  that  the  foreign 


trade  is  gaining  ground,  and  is  driving  out 
our  own  manufisctures.  That  is  wJEiat  I 
apprehend  to  be  the  real  case  with  respect  to 
silk  generally,  far  under  the  duty  of  30  per 
cent,  smuggling  has  been  carried  to  a  very 
great  extent.  Twenty-five  years  ago  this 
very  ardcle  attracted  tiie  attention  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  formed  part  of  the  in- 
quiry before  the  Committee  on  foreign  trade. 
That  very  tribunal  to  which  my  noble  Friend 
referred,  as  being  the  body  to  do  justice  to 
those  parties  whose  distresses  he  detuled — 
that  very  tribunal  which  he  hoped  would  re- 
ject this  measure,  if  it  it  should  pass  this 
House — ^that  very  House  of  Lords  appointed 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  foreign 
trade  of  this  country,  and  silk  was  one  of 
the  articles  on  which  they  reported  ;  and 
what  was  the  conclusion  to  which  the  House 
of  Lords  came  in  the  year  1821  ?  It  was 
this:— 

"  That  if  a  small  duty  only  were  levied  on  or- 
ganzine  silk,  our  maiiii&otares  would  baTe  nothing 
to  dread  from  the  competition  of  French  silk,  and 
that,  even  if  the  duty  were  nduced  to  19  or  15 
per  cent,  a  considerable  augmentation  of  exports 
might  be  reasonably  expected." 

So  the  House  of  Lords,  the  very  House  of 
Lords  to  which  my  noble  Friend  appeals 
— that  very  tribuiutl — after  mature  consi- 
deration of  the  subject,  after  examining 
witnesses  interested  in  the  importation  of 
silk,  and  interested  in  domestic  manufac- 
tures, now  twenty-five  years  ago,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  if  we  did  reduce  the  duty 
on  raw  materials,  the  public  interests  would 
require  that  the  du^  on  silk  manufactures 
should  not  exceed  12  or  15  per  cent.  We 
take  the  duty  at  the  largest  of  these  two 
sums ;  and  after  an  interval  of  twenty-five 
years,  having  reduced  the  duty  on  organ- 
sine  silk,  and  upon  aU  the  raw  material, 
and  having  given  every  advantage  for  the 
introduction  of  the  raw  material  as  far  as 
we  can,  propose,  not  the  greatest  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  the  article  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  consumer;  but  after  this  lapse 
of  a  quarter  of  a  centuiy,  we  adopt  not 
their  lowest  amount  of  12  per  cent,  but 
the  highest  amount  of  15  per  cent ;  and 
when  the  House  of  Lords  shall  refer  to 
their  own  Report  of  their  own  Committee, 
1  shall  be  surprised  indeed  if  they  do  reject 
the  present  measure  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. My  noble  Friend  hfts  also  re- 
ferred to,  and  has  naturally  excited  the 
sympathies  of  the  House  by  placing  before 
us  the  helpless  and  oppressed  condition  of 
that  most  unprotected  class,  the  milliners 
and  dressmakers  of  this  country;  but  I 
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think  iliai  if  any  cbM  mora  tiiaa  another 
hftre  injorieft  inflicted  upon  them  by  the 
illicit  introdnetion  of  goods  which  ought  to 
pay  the  duty,  it  is  the  rery  class  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  referred.  I  beliere  that 
contraband  articles  are  largely  introdooed, 
-  and  that  there  is  afiJse  reliance  placed  on 
protection.  I  belieye  that,  at  anytime, 
upon  payment  of  an  insoranee,  silk  goods 
and  dresses  to  any  amount  and  of  the 
greatest  cost,  may  be  deliyered  in  a  contra- 
band way  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  duty 
'which  we  propose.  If  this  be  so;  if  the 
taste  for  silk  goods  be  on  the  increase;  if 
we  promote  a  stiU  greater  increased  con- 
sumption by  reducing  the  price  of  the  ar- 
ticle; if  we  enable  the  manufacturer  to  meet 
competition  by  compelling  the  sale  in  open 
day  of  the  duty-paid  article;  if  he  be  no 
longer  subjected  to  the  disadyantage  of  not 
knowing  with  whom  and  with  what  he  has 
to  compete;  if  we  prevent  the  smuffglers, 
who  pay  no  duty,  £nun  meeting  the  nonest 
trader,  and  inflicting  great  loss  and  injury 
from  this  competition  in  the  disposal  of  his 
articles — the  manufacturer  of  calk  and  the 
operative  will  have  a  better  chance  of  em- 
ployment, and  of  gaining  that  honest  sub- 
sistence which  they  ought  to  gain  from  their 
continuous  labours,  than  any  advantage 
which  they  can  derive  from  high  nominal 
duties  which  we  cannot  enforce,  for  we 
cannot  prevent  the  law  being  evaded. 
These  are  the  considerations  which  have 
induced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
propose  the  measure  now  submitted  to 
the  House.  We  believe  the  interests  of 
the  revenue  will  be  improved  by  a  sys- 
tem of  moderate  duties ;  we  believe  that 
the  interests  of  the  manufacturers  will 
be  consulted  by  knowing  the  terms  on  which 
they  have  to  deal ;  and  we  believe  that  the 
interests  of  those  employed  will  be  ad- 
vanced^  if  it  be  possible  to  cut  at  this  root 
of  smuggling,  and  if  we  no  longer  profess 
to  give  a  protection  which  is  merely  delu- 
sive, and  which  inflicts  greater  injury  on 
the  manufacturers  and  operatives  than 
«ny  which  can  be  inflict^  by  fair  and 
honest  competition. 

Mr.  DIS&AELI  :  Sir,  I  shaU  not  detain 
the  House  two  minutes  at  this  late  hour  of 
tho  nighty  whilst  I  briefly  reply  to  one  or 
two  observations  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  hope  that  we  may  by 
one  more  effort  induce  some  hon.  Members 
to  enter  on  the  same  side  with  us,  and 
thereby  become  the  advocates  for  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  countiy.  The  tif^" 
hon.  Gentlsmiaii  in  hia  narontiiMi  has 


the  greatest  strass  upon  what  tha  mSk  trade 
suffiers  by  means  of  smuggling,  and  he  haa 
told  us  of  the  difficulty  that  the  Govern- 
ment And  in  checking  its  increase,  so  lon^ 
as  the  duty  of  30  per  cent  is  continued  ; 
and,  therefore.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
have  resolved  upon  its  reduction.  It  i^ 
pears  most  extraordinary  to  me  that  there 
should  be  so  great  a  difficulty  in  preventing 
smugglers  committing  this  great  injury 
upon  the  silk  trade,  when  the  return  for 
the  risk  is  so  very  trifling,  compared 
with  the  incitements  that  are  offisred  to 
them  for  a  similar  risk  in  other  branchea 
of  trade.  For  instance,  they  have  an  in- 
ducement of  1,200  per  cent  for  smuggling 
tobacco,  and  250  per  cent  for  tea;  and  in 
these  articles  there  appears  to  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  suppressing  illegal  importation — it 
is  only  in  that  of  siUc  that  the  stress  is  Imd 
as  to  the  extraordinaiy  power  of  smuggliBg. 
But  with  regard  to  the  silk  trade,  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  obtained  all  his  infonnation,  unless 
it  has  been  through  that  celebrated  indivi- 
dual who  has  lately  paid  a  visit  to  the  Yioe- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  I  mean. 
Sir,  that  fortunate  trader,  Mr.  Candy,  with 
whom  Her  Majesty's  Attoniey  General  has 
lately  had  an  interview,  and  by  an  acquain- 
tance with  whom  the  Treasury  benches 
appear  to  have  profited  not  a  little.  Now, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
to  the  state  of  the  silk  trade  m  1812,  and 
without  telling  us  what  it  was  that  led  to 
it,  he  turned  round  to  us  and  said,  **  See 
what  protection  has  done ! "  That  is  very 
well  in  its  way ;  but  I  want  to  know,  was 
there  nothing  in  the  situation  of  the  country 
to  account  for  aU  this,  except  the  existence 
of  protection  ?  That  was  a  period  of  the 
most  disastrous  war,  when  wheat  was  sel- 
ling at  120«.  a  quarter.  It  was  at  a  period 
almost  as  unfortunate  for  all  kinds  of  trade, 
as  that  other  period  to  which  the  richt  hon. 
Gentleman  referred;  I  mean  1816,  which 
has  been  referred  to  as  the  most  unfortunate 
for  the  mercantile  interests  of  this  oountiy. 
And  these  are  the  only  reasons  that  have 
been  brought  forward  against  the  irresisti- 
ble arguments  advanced  by  my  ndUe  Friend 
(Lord  G.  Bentinck).  Is  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  case  so  bad  that  he  can  only 
protect  himself  by  having  recourse  not 
merely  to  fallacies  of  political  economy,  but 
to  historical  fallacies,  at  once  flagrant  and 
contradictoiT  of  all  experience  f  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  has  also  raferred  to 
~  ^«ba  and  husks,  which  hare  oeei^pied 
of  ovr  aMentioo  ^  of 
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this  debate ;  and  ihe  right  hon.  Oenileman 
baB  said,  what  does  it  signify  if  it  employs 
kbour,  and  produces  that  for  which  there  is 
a  great  demand,  whether  the  article  he  of 
much  or  little  value?    I  wiah  to  observe^- 
but  in  the  first  place  I  may  say,  that  these 
knubs  and  husKs  are  no  more  to  be  com- 
pared with  silk  than  sheepskin  is  to  be 
accounted  as  wool — ^but  taking  it  for  gran- 
ted, as  stated,  that  as  large  a  quantity  as 
1,700,000  pounds  of  the  article  has  been 
consumed  in  ten  years,  I  should  like  to 
know  what  is  the  amount  of  the  advantages 
which  have  resulted  to  the  operative  classes. 
To  work  up  2,000  lbs.  a  week  of  that  ani- 
mal refuse  would  employ  seventy  persons ; 
and  to  work  up  2,000  lbs.  (the  same  quan- 
tity) of  raw  silk  would  employ  800  persons 
a  week;     The  calculation  upon  these  dcsta 
— ^for  the  correctness  of  wmch  I  believe  I 
may  pledge  myself — ^to  work  up  in  this 
country  1,7  00,000  lbs.  of  that  animal  refuse, 
would  occupy  for  one  year  1,200  persons  ; 
whilst  to  work  up  the  same  quantity  of  raw 
silk  in  one  year  would  employ  13,600 
persons.    And  now  I  leave  the  House  to 
decide  upon  the  comparative  value  of  the 
two  articles  of  the  Tariff;  and  also  which 
will  produce  the  greatest  amount  of  em- 
ployment for  the  people.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  my  ffreat  surprise,  has  at- 
tempted to  account  lor  the  increase  in  our 
exports  by  alleging  as  a  fact  that  it  has 

Sroceeded  from  the  duty  having  been  re- 
uced  upon  the  raw  material ;  whereas  the 
real  state  of  the  case  is  this :  the  duty  on 
the  raw  material  of  silk  has  been,  smce  the 
great  alteration.  Id.  a  lb.,  and  the  only 
change  that  has  taken  place  since  was  the 
5  per  cent  addition  by  the  late  Government. 
So  it  appears  that  instead  of  taking  off  the 
duty  on  the  raw  material,  of  late  years  we 
have  actually  increased  it.  1  will  not  tres- 
pass one  minute  longer  upon  the  House, 
but  merely  notice  one  other  observation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  has  asked 
why  the  manufacturers  have  not  petitioned  ? 
The  right  'hon.  Gentleman  himself  could 
have  supplied  the  answer:  they  did  not 
petition,  for  the  same  reason  that  the  hon. 
Gentiemen  opposite  are  at  present  quiescent 
about  it^^beoause  they  are  satisfied  to  allow 
the  Com  Law  Repeal  Bill  to  pass.  But 
you  may  rely  upon  it  that  the  manufac- 
turers of  England  will  soon  show  that  there 
is  a  sympathy  existing  for  the  agricultural 
interests ;  and  that  this  economical  blunder 
win  not  be  allowed  to  pass  over,  when  the 
occasion  has  gone  by  daring  which  it  was 
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The  House  divided  on  the  Question  that 
all  articles  included  under  the  head  *'  Silk 
Manufactures'*  stand  part  of  the  Resolu- 
tion : — ^Ayes  220  $  Noes  1 14 :  Majority  106. 
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AUbrd,  Viaet.  Chrietopher,  R.  A. 

Allli,  }.  P.  ChunhiU,  Lord  A.  S. 

AM«U,  W.  Clajton,  R.  B. 

Aoiteo,  Col.  CliRon,  J.  T. 

Bagot,  hon.  W.  Coliile,  0.  R. 

BaUJie,  W.  Daadei,  W. 

Balfour,  J.  M.  Dinvali,  B. 

Baliog,  T.  Dooglaa,  Sir  H. 

BatMOD,  T.  Donoomba,  ban.  A. 

Bell,  11.  DanDombe,  boo.  0. 

Benett,  J.  Do  Pre,  C.  G. 

Beomt,  P.  Funham.  £.  B. 

Bentj&ok,  Lord  O.  FeUovee,  E. 

Bemiook,  LoH  H.  Finch,  G. 

Btndbrd,  Maior  FiUBUMrioe,  Itra.  W. 

Blaekrtone,  W.  S.  Flofer,  J. 

BorUiiriok,  P.  Forboi,  W. 

BramiUm,  T.  W.  Fonnan,  T. 

Broadler.  H.  Fox,  S.  L. 

BroadwMd,  H.  Frswen,  C. 

firocklehortt,  J.  Fuller,  A.  1 

Brooke,  Lonl  Gooob,  E. ! 

Bruce,  C.  L.  0.  Oranbj,  Hi 

BMk,  L.  W.  GnifRS,  K. 


OMubtM,Lwd 
Paeke,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Falner,  G. 
Fig(it,SirR. 
Plomptn,  J.  P. 
RaahlBigb,  W. 
Bendlediam,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  i. 
R<cbanli.R. 
RolkM«>,CoL 
Seott,  ku.  F. 
Seyoier,  H.  K, 
Sbaw,  rt.  bML  F. 
Sibtb<Mp,  CoL 
SmrtbiSirH. 

SpOOMT,  R. 

"    T,SirS.T. 


HaUMjSbH. 

HallCoL 
Burii,  hon.  Capt. 
Heatboote,  G.  i. 
Benler.  J.  W. 
Hi%ird,T.B.T. 
Hiode,  J.  H. 

IIodfSOD,R. 

Hope,  Sir  J. 

IlDdsH],G. 

Hiint,R.H. 

RtOMKJ.T. 

Ligeatre,  Viict. 
Ii^lii,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irtoa,S. 

J<Aiae,  SirW.G.H. 
Joaei,Capt. 
Knigbt,  F.  W. 
Kn^iUer,  Sir  C. 
la.w,  hon.  C.  E. 

Lenmi,  Lord  G.  H.  G, 

Leslie,  C.P. 

Lockbart,W. 

Manner*.  L«rd  J. 

lIareb,E*ri<if 

UaniMdl,  T.  P. 

Maxwell.  boD.  J.  P. 

Hilea,  P.  W.  S. 

Hilei,W. 

Hib)ca,R.U. 

Newport,  Viaet. 

CBtieD,  A.  S.  Nswdeple,  C.  N. 

FoithBT  proeeedings  pfwt|Kned. 

House  adjoQined  mt  half-past  One  o'dock. 

HOUSE    OP    LORDS. 
Tuesday,  Marc\  17,  1846. 

fca  Wntdnii  iDil  CmnmniiiltT  of  Iba  Mfy  of  n*. 
Biinnin  af  tbe  CItr  of  Iw4ob.  ■■riaM  tt>  CkalaM* 

-     ■   —     -         1ic<tta7^narirai* 

PDotUwiln 

THE  OREGON  NEGOTIATIONS. 
The  Eabl  of  CLARENDON :  In  pn- 
SDance  of  the  notice  1  gare  jestordaj,  I 
now  beg  leare  to  more  for  the  predaMka 
of  Bocli  oorrespondenee  between  my  noUa 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foragn  A&in, 
and  Her  Ifajestv's  Minister  at  Waahing- 
ton,  respecting  (he  Oregon  temloty  qaea- 
tion,  as  mjr  noble  Friend  may  not  think  h 
inconsistent  with  hia  dntj  to  lay  on  the 
Table  ;  and  I  think  it  will  be  quite  anae- 
cessaiT  for  me,  in  so  doing,  to  aame  jo^ 
Lordships  that  it  is  the  fnrthcM  pOHiUe 
tntn  taj  intention  to  wish  either  to  embar^ 

mu    Har    MaUatw'a    OnmniinMit      or    to 
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or  war,  of  the  question  nov  in  dispute  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United  States 
— ^when  we  con»der  the  deep  anxiety  with 
which  intelligence  from  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic  is  looked  for  here,  and  the  in- 
fluence which  it  necessarily  exercises  upon 
commercial  and  financial  affairs,  1  think  it 
is  important  that  we  should  not  be  altoge- 
ther dependent  upon  American  newspapers 
for  such  information  as  may  hare  been 
produced  to  the  Congress  respecting  the 
actual  state  of  affairs  in  this  transaction. 
For  many  weeks,  and  almost  up  to  the 
present  time,  this  question  has  been  de- 
bated in  Congress;  while  in  Parliament, 
which  has  been  now  sitting  for  nearly  two 
months,  no  allusion  even  has  been  made  to 
it,  except  by  my  noble  Friend  the  noble 
Marquess  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  and 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  near  me 
(Lord  Brougham)  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session;  and  also,  1  belieye,  on  one  single 
occasion  in  the  House  of  Commons.  My 
Lords,  I  think  this  silence  has  been  weU 
judged' and  becoming.  I  think  that  it  has 
exhibited  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  a 
prudent  determination  to  leare  the  Go- 
yemment  completely  unfettered  in  its  ac- 
tion, not  to  interfere  in  those  negotiations, 
for  which  Parliament  cannot  be  properly 
responsible,  nor  to  aggravate  angry  feeling 
by  unnecessary  discussion.  This  course 
has  been  well  understood  and  appreciated 
at  home  ;  but  abroad  it  is  liable  to  miscon- 
struction, and  it  has  been  misconstrued.  I 
think  it  is  our  duty  to  guard  ourselves 
against  the  notion,  that  we  are  so  deter- 
mined upon  peace,  that  we  are  indifferent 
to  all  preparations  for  war ;  and  I  think  it 
best  to  guard  ourselves  agunst  the  suspi- 
eion,  on  the  part  of  any  omer  country,  that 
we  would  submit  to  a  peace  purchased  by 
concessions  which  are  incompatible  with 
national  honour.  But  your  Lordships  will 
bear  in  mind,  that  although  the  language 
of  the  two  Governments,  as  far  as  we  are 
acquainted  with  it,  has  been  inspired  by 
pacific  sentiments;  and  although  the  in- 
nmnation  which  reaches  us  from  America 
is  of  the  same  character,  yet  we  cannot 
diguise  from  ourselves  that  the  two  coun- 
tries appear  to  be  gradually,  but  involon- 
tarily,  drifting  towards  war.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  time  is  come  when  my 
noble  Friend  may,  without  indiscretion,  be 
asked  to  lay  upon  your  Lordships'  Table 
such  correspondence,  or  to  famish  the 
House  with  such  information,  as  it  may 
not  be  for  the  public  interest  to  withhold. 
My  Lords,  we  have  learned  from  the  Ame- 


rican newspapers  that  some  time  since  the 
negotiations  were  suspended,  and  all  pro- 
ceedings put  an  end  to.  It  is  the  farthest 
from  my  intention  to  impute  any  blame  to 
our  Representative  at  Washington ;  for  I 
beUeve  that  British  interests  cannot  be 
confided  to  a  Minister  more  competent,  en- 
lightened, and  conciliatory  than  Mr.  Pa- 
kenham;  and  I  will  not  doubt,  therefore, 
although  we  are  not  acquainted  with  them, 
tiukt  the  reasons  which  influenced  him  to 
decline  forwarding  to  my  noble  Friend  the 
proposal  of  the  American  Government,  have 
been  consistent  with  this  character.  But 
of  this  I  am  sure,  that  my  noble  Friend, 
in  instructing  Mr.  Pakeidiam  to  renew 
those  negotiations,  faithfully  represented 
the  opinions  and  fiilfilled  the  wishes  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  My  noble  Friend, 
in  departing  from  the  ordinary  course  of 
diplomacy,  and  desiring  that  the  question 
of  title  as  well  as  tiiat  of  territorial  division 
should  be  submitted  to  any  Sovereign  or 
Government,  or  any  competent  individuals 
of  either  coimtry,  pursued  what  was  in  my 
opinion  a  most  judicious  and  well-consi- 
dered course.  For,  my  Lords,  we  have 
thereby  given  tiie  best  proof  to  the  world 
that  we  have  advanced  no  claim  in  the 
justice  of  which  we  do  not  ourselves  con- 
fide; and  we  have  given  proof  that  however 
confident  we  ourselves  may  be  of  the 
validity  of  our  own  claims,  yet  so  littie  de- 
sirous are  we  of  obstinatdy  adhering  to 
them,  that  we  are  anxious  that  our  whole 
case  should  be  submitted  to  any  impartial 
tribunal,  and  are  ready  to  abide  by  its  de- 
cision. I  think  ibis  course  places  us  in  a 
proper  condition;  and  1  sav  it  was  a  neces- 
sary one,  because  the  people  of  this  country 
will  not  consent  to  engage  in  war  untU 
they  are  satisfied  that  every  step  necessanr 
to  maintain  peace  has  been  exhausted. 
They  will  not  themselves  endure,  nor  will 
ihey  inflict,  on  the  United  States  the  dis- 
astrous consequences  of  a  contest  so  un- 
natural and  unnecessary,  until  they  are 
convinced  that  there  exists  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States  a  determination  to  injure 
and  insult  us.  Should  tiiat  imhappily  prove 
to  be  the  case,  national  feeling  would  be 
aroused,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
I  am  convinced,  might  securely  reckon  on 
the  cordial,  firm,  and  unflinching  support 
of  aU  classes  in  defence  of  our  rights  and 
vindication  of  our  honour.  But,  my  Lords, 
that  there  should  be  any  such  determina- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  United  States  ap- 
pears to  me  littie  less  than  a  moral  impos- 
sibility ;  for  I  really  beUeve  that  in  the 
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aimaki  of  hiiiory  there  inU  not  be  found  « 
record  of  *n j  ereni  equAlly  wicked  and  duk 

CEnl  M  that  of  two  nations  mutually 
dent  upon  each  other,  bound  together 
by  the  strictest  ties  of  reciprocal  feeling— 
owing  to  the  determined  refosal  by  one  of 
any  peaceful  offer  made  by  the  other — 
gomg  to  war  for  the  possession  of  an  un- 
occupied teiritory,  the  whole  fee-simple  of 
whi^  is  well  known  to  be  of  such  insigni- 
ficant value  as  not  to  compensate  the  losses 
and  miseries  that  one  single  month  of  war 
must  produce.  It  is  true  there  does  exist 
in  the  United  States  a  party  so  reckless  as 
to  be  ready  to  engage  in  war — ^true  it  is 
that  by  this  party  we  have  been  rudely  as- 
sailed---that  our  claims  haye  boon  repu- 
diated, and  our  whole  policy  misrepre^ 
sented;  but  I  must  say  I  thmk  that  for 
this  perty  great  allowance  must  be  made, 
and  we  must  not  be  too  prone  to  take 
offence  at  what  may  be  attributed  to  the 
peculiar  institutions  of  the  United  States— 
to  the  immediate  influence  of  the  popular 
will,  and  the  electioneering  habits  of  public 
men  in  America---motiTes  of  action  with 
which  we  ourselves  are  always  more  or  less 
familiar  at  home.  But  that  this  party 
should  faithfully  represent  the  opinions  and 
wishes  of  the  great  and  enlightened  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
does,  I  must  say,  seem  to  me  a  moral  im- 
possibility. I  cannot  belieye  that  in  a 
country  whose  state  of  civilisation  is  equal 
to  our  own«->in  a  country  where  statesmen 
are  to  be  found  as  sagacious  and  enlight- 
ened as  any  in  the  world«->where  wealth 
and  knowledge  are  as  widely  diffiosed  as  in 
England— ^where  they  must  assert  the  same 
power  and  confer  the  same  advantages— 
and  where,  as  among  ourselves,  morality 
and  religion  exercise  the  same  degree  of  in- 
fluence—-in  such  a  country,  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  such  intentions  can  prevail,  or 
that  the  people  and  Grovemment  of  the 
United  States  would  rush  into  a  war  with- 
out any  just  cause,  and  that,  at  the  mo- 
ment when  America,  of  all  countries  in  the 
world,  will  be  the  foremost  and  largest 
partaker  in  that  enlightened  system  of 
commerce  which  we,  for  our  own  welfare, 
and  without  reference  to  other  nations, 
were  about  to  adopt-Hind  the  intelligence 
of  which,  I  understand,  has  been  read  in 
America  with  all  the  satisfaction  it  was 
calculated  to  excite.  I  think  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion  it  is  quite  unnecessary  for  me 
to  do  more  than  move  for  the  production  of 
such  correspondence  as  can  be  produced 
consistently  with  regard  to  the  public  ser- 


vice; and  also  to  inquire  of  my  noble  FiiaiMl 
what  course  the  Oovemment  propose  to 
adopt  in  the  event  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  concurring  in  the  Reeolntioa 
to  give  the  twelve  months'  notice,  althou^ 
I  will  venture  to  express  a  hope  that  sneb 
notice,  BO  far  firom  being  received  aa  a 
hostile  declaration,  may  be  viewed  bj  us 
simply  as  a  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  American  people,  that  the  whole  qoea- 
tion  shall  be  settied  within  a  twelvemMtfa^ 
but  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  htmour 
and  interest  of  both  countries,  and  there* 
fore  calculated  to  render  more  enduringthoce 
friendlyrelations  whichhavehithertosubaiai* 
ed  between  them,  and  which  in  their  mutual 
influence,  I  trust,  will  never  be  dissdred. 
The  noble  Sari  concluded  by  moving— 

**  That  aa  humble  Addrtti  bs  prMented  to  Bar 
Majesty ,  that  thaie  be  laid  before  this  House  a  Gfittj' 
of  so  much  of  the  Correapondenoe  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Secretuy  of  State  for  Foreign  Ailhirs  and 
Her  lAkjesty's  Minister  at  Washington,  respecting 
the  Oregon  Territory,  at  can  be  praduoed  without 
Iigury  to  Her  Majesty's  Servioe." 

The  Eabl  of  ABERDEEN:  In  the 
present  very  delicate  and  critical  state  of 
this  negotiation,  it  may  perhaps  appear  to 
your  Lordships  that  I  should  have  acted 
with  more  pnidence  if  I  had  declined  to 
enter  upon  the  topic;  but  however  this 
may  be,  I  was  quite  certain  that  in  the  case 
of  my  noble  Fnend,  his  sense  of  propriety, 
and  his  intimate  knowledge  of  the  great 
interests  involved,  would  prevent  him  from 
adding  anything  to  the  difficulties  with 
which  ibis  subject  is  already  environed; 
and  I  wOl  likewise  say  that  his  own  private 
feelings  would  indispose  him  to  make  it  tiie 
subject  of  any  personal  embarrasament. 
This  expectation  has  been  fully  realiaed 
by  the  statement  he  has  made.  I  think 
the  desire  expressed  by  my  noble  Friend 
is  perfectly  natural  and  perfectly  reason- 
able. It  is  quite  natural  that  when  we 
receive  from  time  to  time  from  the  United 
States  information  and  documents  of  the 
highest  interest  and  importance,  affecting 
us  in  such  a  maimer  as  this  transaction 
must  do-— kt  is  perfectly  natural  that  your 
Lordships  and  the  public  should  desire  to 
receive  from  the  Government  of  this  coon* 
try  authentic  information  respecting  these 
transactions,  accompanied  by  such  docu- 
ments as  it  may  be  safe  and  proper  to  pro- 
duce. I  therefore  declare  that  I  know  of 
no  valid  valid  reason  to  object  to  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Papers  for  which  my  noUe 
Friend  has  asked,  especially  as  the  greater 
proportion  of  them  must  be  already  well 
known  to  your  Lordships  and  the  public. 
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But  I  must  reserve  to  myself  the  discre- 
tion of,  for  the  present,  suppressing  a  large 
portion  of  that  correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters and  myself,  the  production  of  which 
just  at  the  present  present  moment  would, 
I  think,  be  likely  to  lead  to  injurious  con- 
sequences. I  will  say  that  I  should  not 
have  been  disposed  roluntarily  to  have  laid 
on  the  Table  any  such  information  as  I  am 
now  called  upon  to  produce.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  quite  unusual  in  the  midst  of 
negotiations  of  this  magnitude,  without  any 
special  object  in  view,  to  produce  to  Par- 
liament an  account  of  the  particular  posi- 
tion in  which  we  find  ourselves  at  this 
moment.  It  is  true  that  the  United  States 
have  acted  differently,  but  their  situation 
is  quite  different  from  ours.  The  Execu- 
tive Government  of  the  United  States  have 
to  call  upon  the  Legislature  to  take  a  direct 
course  on  this  subject.  The  President 
proposed  to  the  American  Legislature  a 
certain  measure,  to  which  he  required  their 
assent,  and  of  course  he  was  under  the 
necessity  of  furnishing  them  with  the  ma- 
terials on  which  to  form  their  opinion  in 
coming  to  a  conclusion  on  the  message  so 
addressed;  but  this  was  not  the  case  with 
us.  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
intention  of  calling  on  Parliament  at  this 
moment  for  any  opinion,  nor  do  I  under- 
stand that  it  is  the  intention  of  my  noble 
Friend,  or  any  other  Member  of  this 
House,  at  present  to  call  on  Parliament  to 
pronounce  its  opinion  upon  what  has  hap- 
pened in  the  course  of  this  transaction. 
This,  therefore,  would  have  indisposed  me 
voluntarily  to  have  laid  any  information  on 
the  Table  at  the  present  moment ;  and 
another  reason  would  also  have  made  me 
unwilling  to  do  so;  for  I  must  admit,  that 
from  the  aspect  of  the  negotiation,  as  re- 
presented in  the  Papers  produced  in  the 
United  States,  and  which  I  am  in  a  con- 
dition to  produce  to  your  Lordships,  an  in- 
ference might  fairly  be  drawn  not  favour- 
able to  the  probable  future  result  of  that 
negotiation.  From  some  of  those  Papers 
auguries  un&vourable  to  the  success  of  the 
negotiation  might  be  drawn;  and  I  should 
be  indisposed,  therefore,  to  submit  to  the 
House,  at  the  stage  of  the  negotiation  at 
which  we  have  now  arrived,  communica- 
tions calculated  to  place  it  in  such  a  light. 
I  say,  that  such  an  opinion  it  would  not  be 
unnatural  to  form,  but  it  is  my  decided 
conviction  that  it  would  be  unwarranted 
and  groundless.  I  cannot  bring  myself  to 
beliere — ^however  the  effect  pi^uced  by 


the  Papers  to  which  I  have  ideirod  may 
be  as  I  have  described — I  cannot  bring 
myself  to  believe  that  any  reasonable 
doubt  can  remain  of  our  being  able  to 
bring  this  matter  to  a  satisfactory  termin* 
ation.  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  sincere  de* 
sire  of  both  Governments  to  arrive  at  tius 
result;  and  I  hope  that  my  noble  Friend 
wUl  not  think  me  guilty  of  any  uncourteoua 
conduct  if  I  decline  to  inform  him  of  the 
steps  which,  in  the  present  juncture  of 
affairs.  Her  Majesty's  Government  may 
think  proper  to  take.  He  may  depend  on 
it,  that  believing  as  I  do  that  war  is  the 
greatest  calamity  that  can  befall  a  nation, 
and  thinking  also  that  it  is  generally  the 
greatest  crime  a  nation  can  commit^  he 
may"  rely  on  it  that  every  effort  to  avert 
this  national  calamity  will  be  employed.  It 
would  be  presumptuous  in  me  to  pretend 
any  claim  to  your  Lordship^s  confidenOe 
beyond  that  wMch  I  may  fairly  prefer  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown;  but  if  I  might  be 
allowed  to  express  a  hope,  it  would  be 
that  the  conduct  of  this  transaction  shall 
be  forbearing,  conciliatory,  moderate,  and 
just,  without  producing  any  sacrifice,  I 
confidentiy  trust,  of  honour  or  real  in- 
terest. My  Lords,  after  all|  it  is  certainly 
possible  that  our  efforts  may  prove  fruit- 
less. In  this  case  I  can  only  say  that  it 
will  be  my  endeavour  not  only  to  secure 
the  confidence  and  support  of  every  one 
of  your  Lordships,  but  to  secure  the  ftp- 
probation  also  of  eveiy  state  in  Europe, 
and  of  the  whole  civilised  world.  My 
Lords,  I  think  my  noble  Friend  will  per- 
haps not  expect  me  to  go  farther  into  this 
subject  at  present;  and  I  will  only  con- 
clude the  few  words  I  have  said,  by  re- 
peating emphatically  what  Her  Majesty 
has  alraady  been  graciously  pleased  to  say 
from  the  Throne,  that  no  effort  will  be 
spared,  consistentiy  with  national  honour, 
to  brin^  this  question  to  an  early  and 
peaceful  termination. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  wished  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  that  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  a  worthy  and  most  able 
Friend  of  his  (Mr.  Everett),  late  Minister 
for  the  United  States,  than  whom  there 
never  was  any  person  amongst  all  the  Mi- 
nisters of  that  country  who  more  admi- 
rably discharged  the  duties  of  his  high 
office.  Mr.  Everett  was  stated  by  him 
(Lord  Brougham)  at  an  earlier  period  of 
this  Session  to  have  purchased  a.^'globe 
marked  with  red  ink,  on  which  there  was  a 
line  drawn  favourable  to  the  American 
pretensionni  luid  Adrerve  to  oun.    Tlua 
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globe  liad  been  appealed  to  by  a  person  in 
Sigh  office  in  America,  as  turning  the  ba- 
lance in  faYonr  of  their  cbiim,  and  he 
thought  it  his  duty,  being  in  posaeasion  of 
the  fact,  to  state  publicly  here  that  it  was 
not  wonderful  the  globe  should  be  favour- 
able to  them,  inasmuch  as  an  alteration 
had  been  made  in  it  after  the  order  for  its 

5urchase  had  been  given  by  the  American 
[inister.  In  fact,  this  was  done  by  the 
tradesman  for  the  purpose  of  paying  a 
compliment  to  the  purchaser;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  his  honourable  and  distin- 
guished Friend  Mr.  Everett  had  no  hand 
in,  nor  even  been  privy  to,  the  artifice. 
Mr.  Everett  now  said,  in  confirmation  of 
his  statement,  that  he  had  had  no  personal 
communication  whatever  with  the  globe- 
maker,  but  had  given  the  order  through 
another  person.  I  can  only  add  (pursued 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord)  on  the  subject 
of  the  statements  made  by  my  noble  Friends, 
that  1  join  my  hearty  wiwes  with  theirs, 
and  express  my  confident  hope  that  all 
those  negotiations,  thorny  and  troublesome 
as  they  now  seem,  will  lead  to  a  happy  is- 
sue. And  should,  imhappily  for  us,  un- 
happily for  America,  and  unhappily  for  the 
whole  human  race,  these  so  just  expecta- 
tions he  frustrated,  then  all  mankind  will 
find  that  no  blame  can  be  imputed  to,  or, 
at  all  events,  rest  nponus;  and,  moreover, 
that  if  the  calamity  of  war  shall  be  precipi- 
tated on  us,  looked  on  though  it  be  now  by 
all  the  subjects  of  the  Crown  with  the  ut- 
most possible  aversion,  it  will,  in  such  an 
event,  be  looked  on  by  none  with  apprehen- 
sion or  alarm. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  :  Nobody  is  more 
willing  than  I  am  to  admit  that  negotiations 
of  the  descriptions  alluded  to  should  be 
conducted  with  aU  possible  prudence  and 
caution;  and  that  every  precaution  should 
be  taken  that  the  honour  of  the  country 
shall  in  no  respect  be  tarnished.  I  also 
perfectly  concur  in  the  opioion  that  the 
possibility  of  two  countries  in  the  state  of 
civilization  of  America  and  this  country, 
having  the  madness  to  become  involved  in 
war  for  a  question  worthless  in  itself,  and 
for  nothing  but  a  mere  question  of  honour, 
is  an  alternative  which,  whatever  be  the 
unfortunate  expressions  used  by  individuals, 
yet  1,  for  one,  relying  on  the  sterling  good 
sense  which  is  ihe  characteristic  of  these 
two  countries  above  all  others,  cantiot  for  a 
moment  contemplate  as  likely  to  occur. 
Nothing  is  more  absurd  than  to  suppose 
that  either  country  should  enter  on  these 
nc^Qtiations  with  a  yiew  to  gain  any  par- 


ticnlar  advantage,  or  on  the  suppontion 
that  either  has  undisputed  rights;  for  it  is 
impossible  to  deny  that  both  States  have 
pretensions  to  the  territory  in  dispute,  and 
that  the  only  question  is  how  the  disputed 
claims  can  be  settled  in  a  manner  whidi 
any  reasonable  man  shall  say  is  a  reason- 
able settlement.  1  think  Europe  and  the 
world  have  a  right  to  expect  from  us  and 
from  them  that  such  should  be  the  principle 
on  which  our  negotiations  proceed;  and  I 
am  sure  that  on  our  parts  they  cannot  be 
in  safer  hands  than  in  those  of  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  of  Aberdeen).  I  hope  I  may 
add,  from  my  own  experience,  and  frt>m  my 
knowledge  of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  my  confident  belief  tnat  these 
negotiations  will  be  brought  at  last  to  a 
safe  and  honourable  conclusion. 
The  Address  was  then  agreed  to. 

THE  BELLEROPHON  AND  RODNEY. 

TheEABL  of  WILTON  called  the  attenti<m 
of  the  House  to  the  extraordinary  rapidity 
with  which  the  above  ships,  frt)m  being  totaDy 
unrigged,  were  lately  fitted  out  for  sea. 
In  two  days  and  a  half  they  were  fitted  out, 
even  to  heavy  ordnance  and  all  sorts  of 
provisions,  for  whatever  service  they  might 
be  required  for.  Nothing  was  more  calcu- 
lated to  show  the  nations  of  Europe  what 
our  navy  was  capable  of,  in  the  event  of  onr 
being  forced  to  engage  in  the  greatest  of 
calamities,  war. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  bore 
testimony  to  the  truth  of  the  description 
given  of  the  energy  and  skill  of  the  crews  of 
those  vessels. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE  re- 
marked, that  it  would  be  better  to  make 
such  an  experiment  as  that  alluded  to  on  a 
ship  in  commission,  than  on  one  which  had 
immediately  to  be  unrigged,  after  having 
been  fitted  out  for  sea  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH: 
This  experiment  was  merely  resorted  to  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  in  how  short  a  time 
advance  ships  could  be  fitted  out  for  sea. 
The  experiment,  he  need  not  say,  was  per- 
fectly satisfactory,  though  it  was  unneoes- 
saiy  to  put  the  ships  alluded  to  in  commis- 
sion. 

The  Earl  of  WILTON  had  merely  al- 
luded to  the  experiment  as  a  great  feat  on 
the  part  of  the  captains,  officers,  and  crews 
of  the  ships  which  had  been  named. 

Their  Lordships  then  adjourned  to  Thnrs* 
day. 
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Vnffom.']    Kbw  Mcvbrb  Sworh.    For  Umeridc  City, 

Public  Biua— !*•  Mutiny  t  ItariM  Mutiny. 

S*-  Cotl  Whippen  (Port  of  London) ;  ConioUdated  Fund 
(£8,000.000). 

ReporUe.    On^PcmioiMnr  ScnrioM  (ClwlMt  and  Gnen- 
wich). 

3*-  and  paaed.     Out-Penslonen'  Payment  (Green widi 

and  ChdMB). 
Pbtitioiib  PBBaSNTBO.  By  Mr.  Gotklen,  firora  Samud 
Gardaui  Eiqi.  of  AuQgier  Street,  Dublin,  and  Inhabltante 
of  the  Pariih  of  Orundisburgh  and  its  Ndghbourhood, 
ibr  the  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal  of  the  Com  Lawi.— 
By  lereral  hon.  Membert,  tnna  varioui  places,  for 
Remisiion  of  Sentence  upon  William  S.  Ellis.— By  Mr. 
Cobden,  fiom  Inhabitants  of  the  Borough  of  StodLport, 
and  by  Mr.  Thomae  Duneombe,  fWxn  Coadimakefs  and 
other  Trades  of  CToydon  and  iu  Vicinity,  for  Limiting  the 
Hours  of  Labour  of  Children  and  Young  Persons  em- 
ployed in  Faetoriee  to  Ten. — By  Mr.  Duncan,  ftom 
Members  of  Ob  Chamber  of  Cammere»  of  Dundee, 
agabist  the  Factories  BilL— By  Mr.  Thomas  Dun- 
combe,  fkom  Inhabitants  of  Liverpool,  NewcMtle-upoo- 
Tyne,  and  the  Tower  Hamlets,  for  Remission  of  Sentence 
upon  Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones.— By  Mr.  Masterman, 
from  Charles  and  John  Chubb,  Patent  Lodi  and  Iron 
Safe  ManuliMturers,  of  Saint  Paul's  Churchyard,  for  Pro- 
tection of  ManuftctttrenT  Names  and  Marks  firom  Fraud. 
—By  Mr.  Wyse.  fhm  Members  of  the  Wateiford  Mecha- 
nics' Insatute,  and  other  Inhabitants  of  the  City  of  Water- 
ford,  and  its  Vicinity,  for  Encouragement  of  Mechanics^ 
Institutes  (Ireland).— By  Captain  Jonei,  tram  Medical 
Ofltoers  of  the  County  Infirmary,  Workhouses,  and  Dis- 
pensaries, in  the  County  of  Londonderry,  for  Better  Re. 
guUtion  of  Medical  Charities  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  Thomas 
Dunoombe,  fkom  Houieholden  of  the  Parish  of  St.  Giles- 
in-the-Fidds,  Cor  Expediting  Metropolitan  ImproTemcnts. 
*->By  several  hon.  Members,  ftom  various  places,  against 
Enrolment  of  Militia.— By  Captain  Pechell.  from  Church- 
wardens  and  Oremen  of  the  Poor  of  the  Parish  of  Fam- 
ham,  for  Inquiry  leqiecting  Fainham  Parish.F»By  Mr. 
Loekhart,  fkom  Provost,  Magistrates,  and  Town  Council 
of  the  Royal  Burgh  of  Linlithgow,  for  Alteration  of  the 
Priaone  (Scotland)  Act— By  Mr.  Laboudiere,  tmm  eeve- 
rsl  Persons,  for  Cooaolidating  Conaervancy  Acts. — ^By 
Lord  Hotham,  from  Inhabitantt  of  Great  DriflleU,  for 
carrying  the  Small  Debts  Act  Into  eflbct«— By  Dr.  Bow- 
ring,  from  a  great  number  of  places,  for  referring  Foreign 
Dispataa  to  Aititiatioa. 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  a.  STAFFORD  O'BRIEN,  on 
reading  the  Order  of  the  Day,  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  present  state  of 
Puhlic  Business.  On  the  27th  January, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  an- 
nounced certain  changes,  particularly  af- 
fecting the  agricultural  interest.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  he  intended  to 
accompany  those  changes  with  provisions 
which  w(Mild  not  exactly  give  compensa- 
tion, hut  which  he  iirmly  believed  would 
advance  the  welfare  of  that  body.  It  was 
now  the  17th  of  March,  and  only  one  of 
the  measures  had  been  laid  on  the  Table 
on  Friday  last,  none  of  the  rest  had  been 
seen.  He  did  not  mean  to  speak  of  it  as 
a  question  of  free  trade  or  of  protection, 
but  simply  as  a  matter  of  public  bumness. 
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The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  among 
other  things,  that  his  opinion  had  under- 
gone a  change  ;  he  was  understood  at  the 
time  to  refer  to  the  doctrine  of  protection, 
not  to  the  mode  of  conducting  the  business 
of  the  country.  '  If  such  a  course  had 
been  piursued  by  a  Government  strong  in 
the  confidence  of  its  friends,  and  there- 
fore firm  in  its  tenure  of  office,  there 
would  still  •  be  reason  to  complain ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  must  be  aware 
that  the  class  most  interested  in  the  change 
was  one  which  would  no  longer  trust  him, 
even  from  hour  to  hour,  ymen  he  must 
know,  too,  that  his  tenure  of  office  de- 
pended solely  on  the  wiU  and  pleasure  of 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  London— 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  not  wonder 
that  after  the  lapse  of  seven  weeks  those 
who  were  connected  with  the  land  should 
feel  it  their  duty  to  come  forward  and  in- 
quire how  much  longer  the  suspense  was 
to  be  continued.  How  long  would  it  be 
before  the  right  hon.  Baronet  introduced 
the  Bills  which  he  said  were  not  to  follow, 
but  to  accompany,  his  great  commercial 
measure  ?  What  latitude  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  give  to  the  word'  '*  accompany  V* 
Did  he  understand  by  it  that  an  opinion 
might  be  pronounced  lipon  the  principle  of 
one  measure  before  the  so-called  accom- 
panying measures  were  even  laid  upon  t  e 
Table  ?  In  reference  to  the  Law  of  Settle- 
ment Bill,  there  had  yet  been  no  discus- 
sion upon  it;  and  in  reference  to  the 
Drainage  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
talked  of  a  period  of  three  years  in  con- 
nexion with  the  details  of  it.  Whether 
the  sum  specified  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  to  have  reference  to  that  Bill, 
he  could  not  pronounce.  His  complaint 
was,  that  he  was  utterly  without  the  means 
of  enabling  him  to  judge.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  know  whether  the  agricul- 
tural interest  was  willing  or  unwilling  to 
accept  what  he  intended  to  offer  ?  Did  he 
know  the  average  number  of  acres  to  be 
drained?  Did  he  know  the  average  ex- 
pense of  drainage  per  acre?  Or  did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  mean,  as  he  suspected, 
that  it  was  all  to  be  mere  hap-hazard 
legislation  ?  In  the  course  of  seven  weeks 
something  more  ought  to  have  been  known 
respecting  auditors  and  Poor  Law  Unions 
in  Ireland.  As  a  Member  connected  with 
Ireland,  though  not  an  Irish  Member,  he 
might  add,  that  the  matter  did  not  stop 
there ;  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said, 
that  he  meant  to  take  the  police  force  out 
of  tbe  hands  of  the  magistracy  and  give  it 
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to  the  Executive  Oorenunent.    This  was 
to  be  a  boon  to  the  agricultural  interest; 
and  the  proposal  was,  to  deprive  the  ma- 
gistracy of  the  share  they  now  possess  in 
Sie  control  of  the  polioe  force.     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  never  given  the  magis- 
trates of  Ireland  an  opportunity  to  consider 
wheAer  they  would  nave  the  measure  in 
reference  to  the  police  fund,  or  in  reference 
to  other  plans  of  improvement.  This  great 
question  of  the  centralisation  of  the  police 
was  connected  with  the  auditors  and  the 
Poor  Law  Unions*     It  was  not  his  fault, 
nor  that  of  his  friends,  that  these  accom- 
panying measures  were  not  brought  for- 
^aid.     The  right  hon,  Baronet  had  men- 
tioned ihem  all  to  the  House  as  parts  of 
his  great  scheme.     The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said,  in  terms,  that  they  were  only 
parts  of  one  great  scheme;  and  as  one 
great  scheme  he  had  insisted  upon  its 
being  discussed  and  adopted.     This  ques- 
tion was  not  to  be  treated  as  a  matter  of 
]>arty,  but  as  a  matter  of  plain  straight- 
fonrard  business;   and  the  whole  House 
tiad  a  right  to  claim  that  the  various  parts 
should  be  considered  altogether.    He  was 
sorry  not  to  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
his  place,  and  he  would  have  postponed 
his  remarksi  if  it  had  not  now  been  twenty 
minutes  to  six,  when  he  might  reasonably 
have  been  expected  to  be  present.     But, 
whether  he  were  in  his  place  or  not,  Mem- 
bers opposite,  as  well  as  those  on  the  Mi- 
nisterial side  of  the  House,  had  a  right  to 
complain  that  only  one  measure  of  the 
great  scheme  had  been  submitted  to  it. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  could  not  wonder 
that  while  the  landed  interest  was  charged 
(not  by  him,  for  he  was  too  adroit)  with 
delaying  the  only  Bill  upon  the  Table,  they 
shotdd  in  return  complain  that  he  had 
eommitted  a  double  error.     He  had  endea- 
voured to  expedite  a  measure  by  joining  it 
with  the  crime  of  famine  in  Ireland.    This 
was  one  error,  and  the  other  was  the  prac- 
tical dissevering  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House  from  those  measures  which  were 
professed  to  be  intended  to  alleviate  and 
diminish  the  difficulties  of  the  agricultur- 
ists.    He  (Mr.  A.  S.  O'Brien)  did  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  take  another 
course  on  the  strength  of  old  party  attach- 
ments; he  did  not  ask  it  on  the  score  of 
political  friendships;  they,  alas!  no  longer 
existed  ;  but  he  begged  to  know  from  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  how  much 
longer  the  landed  interest  was  to  be  kept 
in  suspense  ?  Whether  any  other  measures, 
parts  of  the  great,  scheme,  were  to  be 


brought  forward  before  Baster,  so  thaA  the 
House  might  have  an  opportunity  of  pro- 
nouncing an  opinion  upon  them  before  it 
decided  finally  on  the  measure  which  would 
expose  the  land  to  foreign  oompetition? 
Of  course  any  Member  of  the  Oovemmsst 
would  be  able  to  answer  him,  and  to  gire 
him  dear,  definite,  and  distinet  informs- 
tion.  If  nobody  chose  to  answer  him,  but 
left  the  matter  unexplained,  ii^iury  would 
not  be  done  to  tiie  protectionist  party,  bat 
to  Ministers,  in  the  opinion  of  ill  reason- 
able judges  and  men  of  sound  under- 
standing. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  he  was  sorry  to  have  to 
apologise  to  tiie  House  for  the  absence  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  He  could  assure  the  House, 
and  from  the  constancy  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  attendance,  they  would  readily 
credit  the  assurance,  tiiat  nothing  but  the 
public  business  had  prevented  him  being  in 
nis  place  at  the  usual  hour.  He  certsinly 
wished  tiiat  the  hon.  Member  had  avsiled 
himself  of  some  opportunity,  during  tiie 
seven  weeks  which  he  stat^  had  ^psed 
since  the  measures  of  the  Government  were 
propounded  to  the  House,  to  have  asked 
this  question  as  to  the  mode  of  transacting 
the  public  buuness,  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
was  present.  In  bringing  forward  the 
measures  now  before  the  House,  his  ri^t 
hon.  Friend  had  entered  into  considewle 
detail  as  to  the  various  measures  he  intend- 
ed to  submit  to  Parliament  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  in  connection  with  those  mea- 
sures for  the  reduction  of  duties  now  under 
consideration.  And  in  the  discussion  that 
then  took  place,  the  £p*eat  anxiety  expressed 
was  to  have  a  knowledge  of  the  details  of 
the  Bill  which  related  to  settlements.  That 
Bill  had  accordingly  been  presented  to  the 
House,  and  was  now  in  the  hands  of  every 
Member.  The  Bills  relating  to  the  high- 
ways and  to  drainage  were  at  present  is  s 
considerably  advanced  state  of  preparation. 
The  substance  and  object  of  those  BiUs 
had  been  distinctiy  stated;  and  it  was  im- 
possible for  any  one  who  wished  to  form  a 
judgment  on  the  beaiings  and  tendency  of 
those  measures  not  to  be  able  to  do  so  from 
the  statements  already  made.  With  re- 
spect to  the  other  grants  that  were  pro* 
posed  to  be  made  in  aid  of  the  costs  of 
prosecution,  the  maintenance  of  prisoners> 
and  the  payment  of  salaries  connected  with 
the  Poor  Law  Unions,  the  hon.  Gentiemaa 
was  just  as  able  now  to  form  a  calcuktioB 
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•of  the  amount  of  that  expense^  as  he  would 
be  when  the  vote  was  propounded  to  the 
House  in  Committee  of  Supply;  and  until 
thej  would  have  a  Committee  of  Supply, 
those  rotes  would  not  be  brought  b^ore 
the  House.  He  was  certainly  not  unac- 
quainted with  those  rotes,  which  would  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  with  the  other  esti- 
mates; but  any  Gentleman  conversant  with 
the  details  under  those  heads,  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  forming  an  accurate  calcula- 
tion of  the  smn  which  would  be  required 
under  the  several  heads  that  had  been  ad- 
verted to.  He  shoidd  certainly  be  most 
happy,  if  the  mode  in  which  public  busi- 
ness was  conducted,  were  such  as  to  admit 
of  a  greater  number  of  measures  being  si- 
multaneously proceeded  with;  but  he  had 
had  experience  enough  in  Parliamentary 
life  to  know  that  the  business  of  the  House 
could  only  be  transacted  satisfactorily,  by 
having  their  attention  continuously  directed 
to  the  particular  objects  that  were  from 
time  to  time  submitted  to  the  House,  and 
finishing,  or  at  least  considerably  advanc- 
ing, the  consideration  of  one,  before  they 
entered  on  that  of  another.  From  the 
Law  of  Settlement  Bill  which  had  been 
brought  in,  hon.  Gentlemen  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  judging  of  the  bearing  it 
ought  to  have  upon  the  vote  which  they 
would  give  on  other  questions.  The  mea- 
sures with  respect  to  highways  and  drain- 
age were  in  a  state  of  preparation.  Had 
he  had  notice  of  the  question  to  be  asked, 
he  might  have  been  able  to  state  more  ex- 
actly die  period  when  they  wouldbe  brought 
before  the  House;  at  present  he  could  not 
do  so;  but  it  was  not  from  any  desire  to 
withhold  from  the  House  any  detail  or  in- 
formation which  was  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  form  an  opinion  on  the  other  mea- 
sures. He  was  extremely  sorry  the  ques- 
tion had  been  put  at  this  time,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  those  more  particularly  connected 
with  the  measures;  he  feared  his  answer 
might  not  have  been  quite  satisfactory. 
All  he  could  say  was,  that  there  was  no  in- 
disposition on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  make  known  to  the  House  in  the  fullest 
detaU  all  that  was  necessary  for  the  guid- 
fuice  of  their  judgment;  but  in  the  conduct 
of  business  it  was  impossible  to  bring  a 
variety  of  matters  at  tne  same  time  under 
their  consideration. 

PROTECTION  OF  LIFE  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  SHAW  :  As  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  referred  to  the 
Bill  for  the  Protection  of  Life  in  Ireland,  he 


was  anxious  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  whether  he  had  yet  fixed  a  day 
for  the  first  reading  of  tiiat  Bill?  He 
must  say,  that  if  it  was  important  that  the 
Bill  should  pass  at  all,  it  was  of  all  things 
important  that  it  should  pass  without  delay; 
and  he  could  not  help  further  observing, 
that  the  Government  showed  much  less 
anxiety  to  afford  protection  to  life  and  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  than  they  did  to  remove 
protection  from  the  native  industry  of  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  make  the  first  reading  Oi  the 
Bill  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  ttfter  the 
second  reading  of  the  Com  Bill. 

CUSTOMS  AND  CORN  IMPORTATION 

REPORT. 

The  farther  proceedings  on  the  Report 
of  these  Resolutions  was  resumed. 

On  the  Question  relative  to  Silk  Worm 
Gut, 

Mr.  CAYLEY  said,  that  he  would 
move  that  those  words  be  omitted  for  the 
purpose  of  addressing  the  House  upon  the 
present  occasion.  It  had  been  stated, 
that  the  trade  was  generally  in  favour  of  a 
reduction  of  the  duties  on  silk.  Now  he 
supposed  that  the  trade  consisted  of  the 
masters  and  of  the  workmen  ;  and,  from 
information  be  had  received,  he  believed 
that  neither  the  masters  nor  the  workmen 
were  in  favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  working  classes  were  cer- 
tainly opposed  to  it.  Public  meetings  in 
various  parte  of  the  country  had  been  held, 
in  which  the  working  people  had  passed 
resolutions  strongly  conveying  their  disap- 
proval of  the  Government  scheme.  An 
open  public  meeting  had  been  held  at 
Leek,  in  StaffordsUre,  in  which  such 
resolutions  had  been  passed.  A  similar 
meeting  had  been  held  at  Middleton,  near 
Manchester ;  another  at  Manchester ;  and 
another  at  Ormskirk.  At  the  latter  place 
a  free  trader  had  occupied  the  chair  of  the 
meeting ;  and  such  had  been  the  convic- 
tion produced  by  the  speeches  of  those  in 
favour  of  protection  to  the  silk  trade,  that 
the  chaiiman  and  his  free-trade  adherents 
had  been  converted,  and  had  passed  over 
to  the  side  of  protection.  Several  other 
meetings,  at  eight  or  nine  different  places, 
had  been  held,  and  at  every  one  of  them 
rosolutions  had  been  passed  opposed  to  the 
measure  of  the  Government.  He  was  the 
Chairman  of  the  Handloom  Weavers'  Com- 
mittee, and  he  had  since  then  enjoyed,  as 
he  considered  fortunately,  very  fre^ent 
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opportunitieB  of  communication  with  them; 
and  their  opinion  was,  that  the  alterations 
which  had  taken  place  had  heen  disastrous 
to  their  trade,  and  they  were  prepared  to 
meet  the  present  measure  with  every  op- 
position— an  opposition  not,  perhaps,  much 
Attended  to ;  hut  still,  as  land  andlahour  must 
go  together,  he  hoped  that  if  they  could 
not  alter  the  determination  of  Parliament, 
or  prevent  these  Resolutions  ^m  passing, 
the  Government  woidd  still  he  inclined  to 
pay  some  attention  to  the  prayers  of  these 
'poor  operatives,  who  surely  ought  to  he  al- 
lowed to  understand  something  of  their 
own  interests.  He  earnestly  entreated 
the  Government  to  pause  hefore  they 
passed  these  Resolutions,  which  must  pro- 
duce the  most  disastrous  effects.  He 
would,  if  his  strength  permitted,  notice 
some  of  the  erroneous  statements  which 
were  made  on  the  suhject  of  the  recent 
discussions.  The  landlords  of  this  country, 
however,  who,  say  what  you  may,  are  not 
a  mercenary  body,  have  deeply  at  heart 
the  condition  of  tiie  working  classes  ;  and 
that  feeling  which  they  have  for  the  la- 
bourers immediately  around  them,  they 
would,  willingly,  cheerfully,  cordially  ex- 
tend to  every  portion  of  the  working  com- 
munity of  the  country.  Let  Parliament 
do  what  it  would  with  the  land,  and  with 
the  landlords — ^it  was  not  for  them  he  was 
speaking,  but  for  the  working  classes  of 
the  country,  whose  affections  they  must  be 
desirous  of  acquiring,  and  on  whose  behalf 
he  earnestly  implored  the  House  not  to  in- 
jure so  grievously  a  body  of  men  who 
had  no  dependencies  except  on  their  own 
labour. 

Dr.  BOWRING  said,  he  had  for 
years  watched  the  progress  of  feeling 
amongst  the  working  classes,  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Yorkshire  that 
there  was  a  very  great  improvement 
amongst  them.  The  working  classes  of 
this  country,  as  well  as  of  foreign  nations, 
were  becoming  aware  of  the  degree  of  suf- 
fering which  what  was  called  protection 
inflicted  upon  them.  Of  this  consciousness 
a  remarkable  instance  was  afforded  by  a 
memorial,  addressed  by  the  working  classes 
of  the  city  of  Lyons  to  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  in  which  they  stated  that  they 
were  poor,  and  were  deemed  ignorant ; 
but  that  their  poverty  and  ignorance  did 
not  prevent  them  from  ascertaining  that 
the  labouring  classes  were  deeply  interest- 
ed in  the  extension  of  their  market.  They 
were  aware  that  protection,  so  far  from 
being  a  benefit  to  them,  waa  their  bane. 


The  English  manufacturers  desired  it  no 
longer,  and  the  French  repudiated  it  alto- 
gether. In  consequence  of  the  attention 
called  to  the  superiority  of  French  designa, 
owing  to  the  greater  encouragement  i^ven 
to  that  branch  of  art  in  France  than  in 
this  country,  and  the  immense  dispropor* 
tion  of  artists  consequently  employed— -4he 
numbers  in  France  being  as  100  to  1  in 
this  country — ^the  emulation  of  the  English 
designer  had  been  excited,  and  the  resoh 
was  that  the  disparity  between  French  and 
English  patterns  was  fast  passing  awaj. 
At  this  moment  English  silks  were  ad- 
mitted into  France  at  12  per  cent,  while 
upon  French  silks  imported  into  this  oom- 
try  a  duty  of  30  per  cent  was  charged, 
and,  in  consequence  of  the  manner  in  whidi 
it  was  levied,  the  exaction  amounted  in 
fact  to  60  and  70  per  cent.  He  was  sure 
the  removal  of  restrictions  upon  the  inter- 
course  between  the  two  Countries  could  do 
nothing  but  good  to  both. 

Mb.  C.  BULLER  just  aaked  to  recaH 
to  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 
question  of  silk  had  passed,  and  that  the 
article  they  were  now  upon  was  that  of 
silk-worm  gut,  something  used,  he  be- 
lieved, in  fishing. 

Me.  BORTHWICE  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  exceedingly  kind 
in  his  admonition,  but  it  should  have  been 
directed  to  his  own  side  of  the  House ;  for 
it  was  evident,  from  what  had  passed  that 
night,  that  the  Government  and  their  sup- 
porters on  the  opposite  side  were  deter- 
mined to  protract  the  discussion  as  lon^ 
as  possible.  The  hon.  Member  for  Yodc- 
shire  had  made  a  speech  which  had  done 
equal  credit  to  himself,  to  his  class,  to 
the  House,  and  to  the  countiy.  And 
then  the  Member  for  Bolton  (Dr.  Bowring) 
had  followed  with  a  speech  to  the  efleot 
that  the  working  people,  not  of  England, 
but  of  France,  were  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure. Now  it  was  most  likelv,  as  the  peo> 
pie  of  France  were  our  rivals  in  the  silk 
among  other  manufactures,  that  their  feel- 
ings on  the  subject  would  be  quite  at  v»- 
rience  with  those  entertained  by  thq  people 
of  this  country.  Let  it  be.  recollected  that 
the  people  of  France  had  not  established 
the  peace  of  the  worid  at  a  ooat  of 
600,000,000{.,as  thepeopleof  Bni^andhad 
done,  and  that  our  industry  had  now  to 
bear  the  burden  of  that  cost,  involving,  as 
it  did,  the  greater  part  of  the  annual  taxa* 
tion  of  54,000,000^.  The  greatness  of 
France  depended  almost  entirelj  on  her 
domestio  iodustiy ;  whereat  that  of  Bagw 
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land  rested  prinoipally  on  the  prosperity  of 
her  Colonies,  within  the  range  of  which  the 
productions  of  every  climate  and  of  every 
soil  could  be  procured  ;  so  that  her  Legis- 
lature might,  with  perfect  safety,  extend 
the  principle  of  protection  over  idl  her  Co- 
lonies, embracing  above  200,000,000  of 
inhabitants,  and  yet  might  obtain,  within 
her  o¥m  empire,  the  most  ample  supply  of 
every  commodity.  The  moderate  protec- 
tion contended  for  on  behalf  of  native  in- 
dustry was  not,  therefore,  in  the  case  of 
England,  at  all  inconsistent  with  perfect 
and  imrestricted  interchange  of  all  the 
commodities  that  entered  into  the  com- 
merce or  the  consumption  of  a  great  nation. 
He  deprecated  the  idea  that  the  advocates 
of  such  protection,  in  opposing  the  present 
measure,  were  resisting  free  trade,  properly 
80  called,  but  the  opposite  of  free  trade. 
Free  trade  implied  the  unshackled  ex- 
change of  the  commodities  of  one  country 
for  those  of  all  others  on  equal  terms  ;  but 
how  could  that  be  obtained  in  the  absence 
of  protective  duties  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
ductions of  a  country  the  taxation  of  which 
was  so  disproportioned  to  any  burdens 
which  foreign  nations  had  to  bear  ?  Let 
free  trade  be  fairly  and  intelligibly  advo- 
cated, or  let  there  be  moderate  protection. 
But  in  a  measure  like  the  present  there 
was  a  mixture  of  all  things,  and  the  asser- 
tion of  nothing — ^there  was  **  confusion 
worse  confounded" — there  was  the  ab- 
sence of  beginning,  of  middle,  and  of  end 
— there  was  that  which  unsettled  every- 
thing to  settle  nothing— that  which  in- 
flict^ all  the  evils  of  change  on  the  nation, 
without  any  accompanying  amelioration  or 
jbdvantage. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  adverted  to  the  manufac- 
ture of  zinc,  which  he  said  had  been  ut- 
terly extinguished  by  the  free-trade  mea- 
sure, and  nearly  a  million  of  capital  had 
been  thus  displaced.  It  was  utterly  im- 
possible that  m  the  manufacture  of  this 
metal  we  could  compete  with  the  foreigner 
without  protection.  He  said  this  disinter- 
estedly, for  he  should,  nevertheless,  vote 
for  the  repeal  of  all  protective  duties,  that 
all  interests  might  at  least  be  on  the  same 
footing. 

The  item  was  then  allowed  to  pass. 

Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  Spirits  and  Strong 
Waters,  of  all  sorts,  15«.  the  gallon,  stand 
part  of  the  Resolution, 

Mr.  Alderman  THOMPSON  said,  this 
head  included  the  article  of  French  brandy, 
^.,  a  most  important  item  in  respect  to 


considerations  of  revenue ;  for  the  duty  on 
foreign  spirits,  derived  principally  from. 
Cognac  brandy,  amounted  to  nearly 
1,200,000?.  a  year.  The  duty  at  present 
was  228,  \M.  a  gallon.     It  was  now  pro- 

?osed  to  reduce  it  to  15«.,  by  taking  off 
8.  10(2.,  or  nearly  one  third,  which  would 
reduce  the  revenue  derived  therefrom  by 
at  least  400,0002.  Now  he  was  not  at  all 
aware  of  the  reason  upon  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  abandon  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
revenue  derived  from  this  source.  It 
could  not  surely  be  said  that  the  object 
was  to  increase  the  consumption  of  spirits ; 
for  such  an  object  would  scarcely  be 
avowed  by  any  Government,  and  would 
not  be  reconcilable  with  any  regard  for 
the  welfare  of  the  people,  either  as  re- 
spected their  moral  or  physical  condition. 
Moreover,  if  any  such  object  were  enter- 
tained, it  could  not  be  attained  by  any 
such  means,  because  the  price  of  the  arti- 
cle must  always  confine  the  consumption 
to  the  middUng  classes.  It  might  be  said 
the  object  was  to  prevent  smuggling,  and  a 
great  deal  had  been  said  during  these  dis- 
cussions upon  that  point.  But  how  did 
the  case  stand  as  to  brandies  ?  Why,  at 
the  reduced  rate  of  duty,  the  bonus  it 
would  afford  to  the  smuggler  would  be  300 
per  cent ;  for  a  duty  of  15«.  per  gallon 
was  to  be  placed  on  an  article,  of  which 
the  prime  cost  was  only  5«.  per  gallon. 
Further,  the  brandy  trade  was  a  complete 
monopoly.  Cognac  was  the  only  descrip- 
tion of  brandy  brought  into  home  consump- 
tion to  any  great  extent ;  and  the  import 
of  that  article  was  confined  to  some  six  or 
seven  houses.  Some  brandy  came  from 
Bourdeaux  and  other  places,  but  of  very 
inferior  quality ;  and  all  the  best  came 
from  Cognac.  Now,  it  was  a  striking  fact, 
that  in  December  last  the  price  of  this  sort 
of  Cognac  was  85  francs  per  gallon,  and  it 
was  now  120  francs.  That  was  of  the 
vintage  of  1844  ;  while  the  price  of  the 
vintage  of  1845  (there  being  the  two  vin- 
tages now  in  the  course  of  slapment)  was  in 
December  last  95  francs,  and  now  it  was 
130  francs  per  gallon.  Little  benefit,  if 
any,  then,  it  was  obvious,  could  result  to 
the  consumer  frx>m  the  great  loss  of  reve* 
nue  now  proposed  upon  this  article.  Nor 
was  it  possible  to  increase  the  supply  of 
Cognac  much  beyond  its  present  extent. 
It  might  be  said,  perhaps,  that  one  object 
was  to  induce  the  French  Government  to 
show  a  more  liberal  spirit  of  commercial 
intercourse.  His  answer  to  that  was»  by 
inquiriiig  what  had  resulted  from  theequa- 
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lisation  of  the  duties  on  French  wines  and 
fruits?  No  benefit  to  the  revenue — ^no 
benefit  to  the  commerce  of  the  country. 
On  the  contrary,  in  a  short  period  after 
that,  the  French  Government  imposed 
heavy  duties  on  our  cotton  twist,  amount- 
ing almost  to  a  prohibition,  the  only  conse- 
quence of  our  measure  in  favour  of  French 
wines  and  fruits  being,  that  we  lost  the  trade 
with  Portugal  in  a  great  degree ;  for  the 
latter  State,  on  finding  French  wines  put 
on  a  level  with  Portuguese,  raised  the  du« 
ties  on  our  goods  from  5  or  15  per  cent  to 
'  15  or  30  per  cent.  He  deeply  regretted 
that  on  this  occasion  the  Government  had 
departed  from  the  usual  established  cus- 
tom ;  that  the  Budget  should  be  produced 
before  any  great  financial  measures  were 
agreed  to.  They  were  at  present  really 
discussing  matters  in  the  dark.  No  one 
knew  the  probable  amount  of  the  surplus 
of  revenue  (if  any)  over  expenditure  ;  and 
it  was  impossible  that  the  House,  until  put 
in  possession  of  the  ordinary  information 
on  that  subject,  should  be  in  a  position 
duly  to  adjust  the  claims  of  different  du- 
ties for  remission  or  repeal.  Much  had 
been  said  recently  as  to  the  comforts  and 
the  welfare  of  the  working  classes  ;  which 
he  should  conceive  would  be  more  pro- 
moted by  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  soap, 
than  by  the  proposed  reduction  on  bran- 
dieSf  &o.  Under  these  circumstances, 
and  in  the  absence  of  explanation  or  in- 
formation, he  should  move  the  omission  of 
these  words  from  the  Schedule. 

Mb.  EWART  expressed  himself  in  fa- 
vour of  any  measure  tending  to  extend  the 
commerce  of  this  country  with  France. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  much  greater  reduc- 
tion in  the  duty  on  wine  than  any  that  had 
as  yet  taken  place  ;  for,  from  the  time  of 
Mr.  Pitt's  first  experiment,  by  which  one 
half  of  the  duty  was  struck  off,  to  the 
present  day,  every  year's  experience  tend- 
ed to  show  how  beneficial  were  the  results 
which  followed  from  the  relaxation  of  the 
protective  system.  He  was  sure  that  the 
non.  Gentlemen  who  professed  themselves 
to  be  friends  of  protection,  were  friends 
also  of  peace ;  and  he  considered  that  it  was 
not  the  least  important  of  the  many  bless- 
ings which  he  was  sure  would  flow  from 
the  Ministerial  project  for  the  alteration  of 
ouroommeroial  pohcy,  that  it  was  likely  to 
have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  means  of 
international  commerce  between  this  coun- 
try and  Franco  and  America*  and  of  cre- 
ating in  these  and  all  other  countries  with 
we  were  oonntctodf  a  feeling  of  at- 


tachment to  peace,  and  an  anxiety  that  aD 
nations  should  be  bound  together  in  the 
bonds  of  friendship  and  concord. 

The  Mabquess  of  GRANBY  said,  thai 
there  was  nothing  which  gave  so  much  en- 
couragement to  crime  as  drink.  A  work 
upon  the  subject,  which  he  held  in  hia 
hand,  stated  ti^t  in  Scotland  at  least  four* 
fifths  of  the  crime  committed  in  that  coun- 
try had  originated  in  the  effects  of  drink. 
He  really  thought  the  Government  should 
not  reduce  still  further  the  duties  on  fo- 
reign spirits.  He  felt  at  a  loss  to  know 
upon  what  arguments  this  measure  would 
be  carried.  He  thought  it  was  clear  thai 
if  the  duties  were  reduced  from  22f .  to 
15f .  there  would  be  a  considerable  increaaa 
in  the  consumption  of  spirits  in  this  ooun^ 
try,  and,  therefore,  they  ought  to  be  very 
careful  how  they  reduced  the  duty  upon 
foreign  spirits.  He  should  oppose  the  mea- 
sure, because  he  thought  it  was  a  question 
of  the  great  principle  of  protection  to  Bri- 
tish industry,  and  it  might  be  taken  even 
in  a  higher  and  more  exalted  sense,  for 
it  not  only  affected  protection  to  British 
industry,  but  also  protection  to  the  sobriety 
of  the  lower  orders.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  on  this  occasion  humanity  and  reason 
would  triumph  over  a  most  pernicious  and 
most  unnatural  coalition. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  sud,  that,  looking 
at  the  question  as  one  of  revenue,  experi- 
ence had  shown  that  they  could  not  double 
the  amount  paid  into  tiie  Exchequer  by 
doubling  the  amount  of  duty.  There  were 
historical  authorities  to  justify  a  conclouon 
as  to  the  probable  result  of  a  diminution 
of  the  duty  on  spirits.  Was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmoreland  (Mr.  Alderman 
Thompson)  aware  that,  by  a  Return  which 
was  presented  to  Parliament  in  the  lasi 
Session,  and  which  had  been  circulated 
amongst  the  Members,  it  appeared  that  the 
ordinary  consumption  of  French  brandy  in 
this  country  at  the  close  of  the  last  cen- 
tury was,  notwithstanding  the  enormoua 
increase  of  our  population  and  the  still 
greater  increase  of  our  wealth,  actually 
more  than  the  quantity  whieh  was  now 
upon  an  average  retained  for  the  home  eon- 
sumption  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  thai 
the  proposed  alteration  of  the  duty  would 
not  prevent  smuggling ;  but  praciaeal  au- 
thorities had  come  to  quite  a  different  con- 
clusion. The  Commissionen  who  were 
formerly  appointed  to  consider  the  state  of 
the  revenue  with  regard  to  the  excise  dn^ 
upon  spirits  in  Ireland  and  SeotlaDO« 
stated  in  their  Report,  thai  in  181U  iHwn 
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tbe  duty  on  spirits  was  2«.  6c?.  a  gallon, 
duty  was  paid  in  Ireland  on  6,500,000 
gallons  ;  whereas,  in  1822,  when  the  duty 
was  5«.  6d.,  less  than  3,000,000  gallons 
were  brought  to  charge  $  but  the  Commis- 
sioners estimated  that  at  the  latter  period 
the'<  annual  consumption  was  not  less  than 
10,000,000  gallons;  and,  as  scarcely 
3,000,000  paid  duty,  it  followed  that 
7i000,000  were  irregularly  supplied.  And 
the  Commissioners  predicted  that,  if  the 
duty  were  reduced,  there  would  be  an  in- 
crease in  the  quantity  that  was  charged, 
and  an  increase  in  the  revenue.  Was  this 
prediction  verified?  In  1822  the  actual 
quantity  brought  to  charge  was  2,900,000 

gallons,  and  the  revenue  amounted  to 
00,000?. ;  whilst  in  1825,  after  the  duty 
was  again  reduced,  the  quantity  brought 
to  charge  was  9,262,000  gallons,  and  the 
revenue  was  1 , 1 07,000?.  The  returns  with 
respect  to  Scotland  showed  just  the  same 
results.  Where  they  had  subtracted  from 
the  duty  they  had  increased  the  revenue ; 
and  he  contended  that,  though  this  had 
been  done,  no  harm  had  ensued  to  the 
morals  of  the  population ;  for  they  had  not 
thereby  increased  the  quantity  consumed, 
but  bad  put  down  the  greater  evils  con« 
nected  with  the  system  of  illicit  distilla- 
tion. The  quantity  of  spirits  was  not  aug- 
mented, but  the  profits  of  those  who  lived 
by  the  evasion  of  the  law  were  diminished, 
and  the  amount  of  revenue  brought  into 
the  Exchequer  was  increased ;  therefore, 
neither  upon  the  ground  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmoreland,  that  the  reve- 
nue would  be  affected,  nor  that  other 
ground  taken  by  the  noble  Marquess — 
namely»  that  of  the  public  morality,  could 
the  present  exorbitant  rate  of  duty  be 
maintained.  The  hon.  Member  for  West- 
moreland also  aigued  that  we  had  gained 
nothing  by  any  former  remission  or  reduc- 
tion of  duties  on  French  produce  ;  but  he 
asked  if  anything  could  be  more  satisfac- 
tory than  the  results  shown  by  the  Returns 
made  with  reference  to  the  trade  between 
this  country  and  France?  Ho  certainly 
did  not  say  that  the  trade  was  what  it 
ought  to  be  between  two  such  great  em* 
pires ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
look  at  the  Betums,  he  would  see  that 
there  had  been  an  invariable  increase  year 
by  year. 

Mr.  knight  said,  that  the  maker  of 
British  brandy  would  be  contented  to  go 
on,  even  with  reduced  profits,  if  so  great 
«  burden  as  the  excise  duties  were  not 
plaoed  on  him ;  but  at  the  present  time  it 


could  not  be  sud  that  British  brandy  was! 
an  article  gaining  ground  in  England. 
The  excise  laws  ^o  prevented  this  trade 
from  extending  further  than  our  own  coun- 
try. If  English  traders  had  the  oppor« 
tunity  of  exporting,  they  might  then  very 
possibly  be  in  a  condition  to  compete  witi^ 
foreigners ;  and  there  was  no  doubt  they 
would  certainly  try  to  do  so.  He  most 
sincerely  wished  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
made  an  attack,  with  the  same  good  will, 
upon  the  excise  laws,  which  were  most 
oppressive  to  ihe  English  manufacturer, 
as  he  had  on  the  protective  duties.  Ha 
should  certainly  divide  against  the  mea« 
sure.  The  House  divided  z^-Ayes  64 ; 
Noes  35 :  Majority  29. 
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TELLBBS. 

Granby,  Mara,  of 
Thompeon,  Aid. 


Upon  the  article  Clover, 

Mr.  ALLIX  would  request  tlie  indul- 
gence of  the  HouBe  whilst  he  stated  some 
reasons  for  requesting  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  not  to  take  off  the 
duty  of  lOf.  upon  cloyer.  He  stood  up  in 
hehfJf  of  the  poor  labourers,  who  were 
greatly  interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
the  duty.  During  a  great  part  of  the  year 
he  attended  a  Poor  Law  meeting  once  a 
week,  and  there  it  was  considered  that  the 
growth  of  cloyer,  and  the  employment 
which  it  afforded,  was  most  essential  to 
the  welfare  of  the  labourers  of  the  district; 
for  in  the  winter  months,  when  other  kinds 
of  employment  were  scarce,  it  afforded 
them  occupation  in  preparing  the  clover 
for  market.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  woidd  take  this  into 
consideration,  and  allow  the  10«.  duty 
which  they  now  possessed  to  remain.  It 
should  not  be  forgotten,  that  it  was  the 
501,  tenantry  that  placed  the  Government 
where  they  were ;  although  it  would  seem 
by  the  measures  of  Government  that  they 
wished  to  sweep  them  off  the  face  of  the 
earth.  Did  they  really  wish  to  ruin  the 
gentry  of  England — ^to  upset  the  aristo- 
cracy, and  to  shake  the  monarchy  to  its 
very  foundation — and  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  who  was  bound  by  the 
act  of  the  Government,  wish  for  such  a 
consummation.  He  felt  strongly  on  this 
subject,  and  could  not  help  expressing  his 
opinion.  He  was  aware  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  omnipotent  for  good  or  for 
evil ;  he  had  a  strong  body  of  new  suppor- 
ters; he  would  not,  therefore,  divide  the 
House.  He  only  asked  them  to  pause  a 
little  before  they  injured  the  poor  nelpless 
labourer,  who  was  defenceless  against  their 
legislation.  He  did  not  often  trouble  the 
House:  nothing  but  an  imperative  sense 
of  duty  actuated  him  when  he  did  so.  He 
had  been  speaking  to  some  Scotch  gentle- 
men on  the  subject,  and  they  were  as 
averse  as  he  was  to  diminishing  the  means 
of  employing  the  poor,  and  lessening  the 
wages  of  their  labour. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  I  assure  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  I  have  known  him  for  a  very  long  pe- 
riod, that  I  give  him  entire  credit  for  sin- 
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cerity  of  feeling :  there  is  not  a  more  in- 
dependent,  honourable  man  in  the  Home 
— ^but  at  the  same  time,  I  must  say,  thai 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  carries  his  attach- 
ment to  the  duty  on  clover  ezceedinglj 
far,  when  he  makes  a  duty  of  10«.  per  cwt. 
on  clover  the  foundation  of  maintaining 
the  502.  tenantry  of  England,  when  he 
rests  upon  it  the  maintenance  ai  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  aristocracy,  and  makes  even 
the  dignity  and  existence  of  the  monandi  j 
depend  upon  this  protective  duty  of  lOt. 
per  cwt.  This  is  carrying  the  doctrine  cf 
protection  further  than  I  have  yet  heard 
it  carried.  But  how  does  this  duty  of  lOt. 
really  help  the  agriculturists  ?  It  only  ap* 
plies  to  a  very  small  district  of  England 
comparatively  speaking,  in  which  clover 
seed  is  ripened,  and  then  to  the  producer 
only,  whilst  the  consumers  eveiy  where 
would  be  benefited  by  the  remission  of 
duty.  I  will  venture  to  say,  that  even 
amongst  the  501.  tenantry,  about  which  mj 
hon.  Friend  has  spoken,  that  for  the  one 
that  would  be  injured  by  the  proposed  change 
of  duty,  a  hundred  would  be  benefited.  1 
believe  there  is  no  one  class  will  be  raon 
benefited  by  the  diminution  of  this  doty» 
than  those  very  501,  tenantry.  I  have  re* 
ceived  urgent  remonstrances  from  England 
and  ScoUand  against  the  maintenance  of 
the  duty.*  Gloverseed  is  not  grown  where 
it  is  most  needed,  and  where  science  is 
most  applied  and  most  essential  to  the 
promotion  of  agriculture. 

Mr.  ALLIX  wished  to  explain.  He 
had  not  said  that  the  diminution  of  duty 
on  clover  would  sweep  away  the  SOi.  ten- 
antry, or  shake  the  foundations  of  the 
monarchy.  What  he  said  waa»  thai  the 
measures  of  the  Government  would  have 
that  effect. 

The  article  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  fifth,  relating  to  Oxen,  Bulls, 
Asses,  Swine,  &c., 

Mr.  W.  miles  was  very  sony  the 
Government  thought  fit  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  oxen,  sheep,  and  other  animals.  He 
thought  the  duty  had  worked  exceedinglj 
well,  and  in  the  very  few  observations  he 
would  address  to  the  House,  he  would 
bring  forward  first  of  all  the  supply  whidi 
had  come  from  foreign  countries  since  the 
duty  had  been  imposed,  and  since  the  pro- 
hibition ended,  in  order  to  show  that  the 
importation  had  increased  since  1842,  and 
that  it  now  amounted  to  a  large  quantity* 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  s^yw  thai  the 
present  duty  had  not  in  any  way  had  the  ef- 
fect of  preveotiDg  aninaui  bong  hnw|^ 


1137 


Cuitottii  and  Com  { Maach  17}  /mjportolton  Beport» 


from  abroad  into  our  markets,  so  that  tbey 
could  not  remove  the  duty  on  the  plea  that  it 
was  prohibitory,  nor  because  it  was  unpro- 
duotive  to  the  rerenue ;  for  though  such 
importation  in  the  first  year  was  but  small, 
and  though  the  revenue  derived  was  con- 
sequently trifling,  yet  they  must  have  ob- 
served that  both  were  yearly  increasing, 
and  this  year  they  were  something  consi- 
derable. It  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  that 
when  the  Tariff  of  1842  passed,  foreign 
countries  could  not  have  been  apprized  of 
the  intention  of  this  Government  to  pro- 
pose such  a  measure,  and  consequently 
had  only  a  supply  of  cattle  to  meet  the  ex- 
isting demand.  Cattle  could  not,  like  com 
or  manufactures,  be  produced  for  the  mar- 
ket in  a  single  year ;  they  were  the  growth 
of  some  years,  and  the  foreigner  had 
doubtless  taken  his  measures  to  stock  our 
markets.  For  hia  part,  he  saw  no  reason 
why  the  farmer's  cattle  should  not  be  pro- 
tected by  a  duty  of  10  per  cent,  as  weU  as 
the  manufacturers.  Those  individuals  who 
had  been  placed  in  power  by  the  agricul- 
tural class  seemed  to  overlook  their  inte- 
rests, and  to  treat  them  less  favourably 
than  they  did  other  classes  of  the  commu* 
nity.  The  present  duty  was  11.  on  oxen, 
15s.  on  cows,  10s,  on  calves,  3s.  on  sheep, 
2s,  on  lambs,  5s.  on  pigs,  2s.  on  sucking 
pigs.  Now  this  was,  if  not  a  very  consi- 
derable amount  of  duty,  at  least  a  very 
useful  protection;  but  this  they  were  about 
to  abolish.  He  was  not,  and  had  not  been, 
in  favour  of  a  prohibitory  duty — ^he  would 
not  totally  exclude  foreign  animals.  He 
had  brought  forward  a  Resolution  that  the 
duty  on  foreign  cattle  should  be  computed 
by  the  cwt.,  and  in  doJ&g  so,  had  entered 
into  the  cost  of  feeding  cattle  on  the  Con- 
tinent, as  compared  with  that  in  England. 
He  would  not  now  go  into  details,  but 
would  simply  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  Mr.  Meek's  evidence,  which 
might  be  relied  upon,  as  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  making  Returns. 
He  would  quote  from  these  documents  the 
cost  of  animals  coming  from  very  different 
foreign  parts,  the  freight,  duty,  and  other 
charges.  Six  cwt.  was  the  estimate  of 
each  fat  ox  imported.  Now,  taking  an  ox 
of  six  cwt.  in  this  country,  and  computing 
it  at  6d.  per  lb.,  the  cost  of  the  beast 
would  be  16^.  IQs.  During  former  discus- 
sions, he  ought  to  observe,  that  one  coun- 
try had  been  put  out  of  sight  altogether — 
he  meant  Spain;  they  thought  nothing 
would  come  thence,  the  voyage  was  so  dis- 
tant ;  but  a&  he  then  said,  so  it  had  turned 


1138 

out,  that  they  had,  and  would  have, 
a  large  supply  from  that  country.  It  had 
been  stated,  that  there  was  a  falling-o£f 
generally  in  the  supply  of  cattle  from  the 
foreign  markets;  but  was  it  not  plain  that 
foreigners  were  oidy  waiting  for  the  re- 
moval of  this  duty  of  11.,  so  that  their 
profits  might  be  larger?  Mr.  Meek  had 
mentioned  seven  ports,  and  in  the  follow- 
ing table  stated  the  price  at  which  the 
cattle  brought  from  them  could  be  sold 
here,  including  freight  and  other  charges. 


P0BT8. 

PRICE. 

DUTT. 

Kiel    

Lnbeck  

Rostock 

Dantzic 

Elsinore 

Ostend   

Hamburgh 

£.    8.    d. 

11  9    6 
15     2     6 
15  17     6 
13  14     6 

12  2     6 
15     5    0 
15  13     0 

£.     8.    d. 

1      0      0 
1      0     0 
1      0     0 
1      0     0 
1      0     0 
10     0 
1      0     0 

Taking  the  average  of  the  price  from 
these  seven  ports,  they  would  find  that, 
duty  free,  cattle  of  six  cwt.  could  be  sold  in 
this  country  at  13L  3s.  6d.  a  head.  He  had 
already  stated  that  the  same  animal  was 
sold  in  the  home  market  for  161.  16s. ,  and 
therefore  it  would  make  a  difference  of 
31.  12s,  6d.  to  the  farmer.  The  amount 
of  cattle  imported  from  foreign  countries 
for  the  year  ending  the  5th  of  January^ 
1844,  was  as  follows : — 

Oxen  and  bulls 1,114 

Cows  368 

Calyes 39 

Sheep 210 

Lambs     *l 

Swine  and  hogs 361 

2,099 
Then  commenced  the  increase  of  importa- 
tion, which,  as  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  had 
been  steady  and  continuous.  In  the  year 
ending  January  5,  1845,  they  would  find 
the  numbers  imported  to  be  as  follows  : — 

Oxen  and  bulls  3,710 

Cows  1,155 

Calves 55 

Sheep 2,801 

Lambs     16 

Swine  and  hogs 27 

7,764 
And  for  the  year  ending  January  5,  1846, 
the  numbers  were — 

Oxen  and  bulls    9,782 

Cows     6,502 

Calves  586 

Sheep    15,846 

Lambs 112 

Swine  and  hogs   1,591 

34,426 
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why  ihey  wished  to  remove  ibe  proieettre 
duty  from  raw  home  prodoee,  and  expos* 
it  to  the  competition  of  the  world,  whilai 
they  allowed  a  proteotive  duty  to  renaaia 
upon  manufactures  in  whioh  it  was  ad- 
mitted we  excelled.  He  did  not  intend  to 
take  more  than  one  division  on  this  matter, 
and  would  therefore  move,  that  oxen,  cows, 
calves,  sheep,  lambs,  swine  and  hoga, 
bacon,  beef,  fresh  or  slightly  salted,  beedf 
salted  not  being  corned  beef,  meat  salted 
or  fresh  and  otherwise  described,  pork 
fresh  and  pork  salted  (not  hama),  be 
omitted  from  the  Resolution. 

GoLONis.  SIBTHORP  seconded  the 
Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Banmet 
seemed  determined  to  pursue  the  same 
headlong  course,  reckless  of  oonsequenoea» 
and  to  disregard  entirely  the  interesta  of 
those  who  placed  him  on  the  bench  where 
he  then  sat.  The  farmers  were,  after  all* 
not  so  much  disappointed  as  disgusted  at 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  for 
they  did  not  expect  consistency  from  bim. 
The  farmers,  in  common  with  moat  people, 
wished  that  the  reign  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  might  be  very  short,  and  felt  somo 
consolation  that  it  must,  at  all  events,  be 
terminated  at  the  next  general  election. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  asked 
him  to  accept  the  Chiltem  Hundreds;  bat 
he  disdained  being  the  nominee  of  Govern- 
ment, and  told  him  so.  Since  then  now 
he  had  the  happiness  to  inform  the  riglbt 
hon.  Baronet  he  had  received  a  letter  frtNii 
his  constituents,  in  which  they  expressed 
regret  that  he  had  not  accepted  the  Chil- 
tem Hundreds.  [LaughUr.]  Let  not 
hon.  Gentleman  laugh  tUl  they  had  heard 
the  whole  of  the  sentence—'*  so  that  they 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  electing  him 
free  of  expense. '  He  should,  he  knew,  get 
a  reception  very  different  from  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Winchester  (Mr. 
Escott)  might  ejroect,  because  he  had  not 
ratted  to  the  Treasury  benches:  they 
might  as  well  attempt  to  take  blood  out  ii 
a  milestone  as  to  obtain  concessions  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  hoped  that 
the  period  was  not  far  distant  when  £ng- 
hshmen  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
showing  what  they  thought  of  the  oondoct 
of  Government  in  this  matter.  There 
seemed  to  be  some  probability  of  war,  and 
if  so,  he  should  like  to  know  how  th«r 
navy  was  to  be  victualled.     Thoa|^  they 

might  b^ '-i--.^  in  pQini  of  numerieal 

ntrengr'  \  they  had  the  best  of 


The  increase  of  the  year  ending  5th  of 
January  1846,  as  compared  with  that  end- 
ing 5th  of  January  1844,  would  be  found 
to  be : — 

On  Oxen  between   8  and  0  to  1 
Gowi  between  17  and  18  — 

Calves 16  — 

Sheep  75  — 

Lambs 16  — 

Swine  and  hogs  between  4  and  5  to  1 

He  held  in  his  hand  an  extract  from  a  letter 
from  a  mercantile  firm  in  New  York,  the 
house  of  Messrs.  Lawrie  and  Co.,  which  he 
would  read  to  the  House.  It  was  dated 
January  30,  1846,  and  ran  thus  : — 

**  Superior  flour  suitable  for  the  English  market 
51  dels,  to  ddols.  62  J  per  barrel.  Freight  to 
Liverpool  2«.,  to  London  4«.  Large  quantities  of 
the  best  beef  are  now  being  packed  in  this  coun- 
try in  tierces,  cut  In  the  proper  sized  pieces  for 
the  English  market.  This  export  is  greatly  on 
the  increase.  The  fiirmers  are  finding  out  the 
mode  of  making  such  cheese  as  suits  the  English 
market,  and  the  shipments  will  be  very  large  this 
year.  Notwithstanding  all  the  noise  whioh  they 
make  at  Washington  respecting  Oregon,  they 
have  not  the  slightest  intention  of  going  to  war 
about  it." 

It  was  evident  that  an  increase  in  cattle 
might  be  expected  from  America — they 
were  fast  adapting  themselves  to  supply 
the  wants  of  the  European  markets.  [Mr. 
Escott  :  Hear.  ]  The  hon.  Member 
might  cheer,  and  he  would  say  there  might 
be  some  reason  for  the  cheer,  if  Ireland 
and  Scotland  were  unable  with  the  English 
farmer  to  supply  their  markets;  but  surely, 
if  they  would  not  consider  the  case  of  the 
English  agriculturists,  they  ought  to  take 
into  account  the  people  of  Scotland  and  of 
Ireland,  in  which  agriculture  was  the  only 
thing  that  flourished,  and  upon  which  the 
great  bulk  of  the  publication  depended  for 
support.  The  number  of  animals  imported 
from  Ireland,  in  the  quarter  ending  Janu- 
ary 5,  1846,  was  as  follows: — 

Oxen,  bulls,  and  cows  32,683 

Calves     583 

Sheep  and  Umbs   32,576 

Swine 104.141 


170.183 

He  had  no  doubt  but  some  Gentlemen 
from  Scotland  would  address  the  Uouse  on 
this  matter,  and  he  (Mr.  Miles)  would  not 
anticipate  their  remarks.  The  Scotch  cattle, 
it  should  be  observed,  from  the  length  of 
the  journey,  were  much  depreciated  in 
value  when  they  reached  the  EngUsh 
market.  On  the  whole,  he  could  see  no 
reason  why  the  duty  should  nr'  '~ 

upon  cattle,  at  least  as  long  s 
remain  upon  com  ;  nor  could 
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if  necesBftry,  to  record  Iua  yote  agaixiBt  the 
destructive  measures  of  the  Govemment, 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  eventually 
find,  as  he  had  already  told  him,  that  he 
was  sitting  between  two  stools,  between 
which  himself  and  his  Administration  must 
soon  fall  to  the  ground. 

Ma.  PHILIP  HOWARD  wished  to  sug- 
gest  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  impose  a  small 
registration  duty  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle ;  not  for  any  purpose  of  re- 
venue, farther  than  paying  the  amount  of 
the  Custom-house  charges,  but  as  a  means 
of  having  a  correct  account  of  the  number 
imported.  He  was  himself  favourable  to 
the  free  importation  of  cattle  from  abroad ; 
because,  as  they  were  generally  brought 
over  in  a  lean  condition,  the  English  farmer 
would  have  a  part  of  the  profits  arising  from 
fattening  them  fit  for  the  London  market. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  after  listen- 
ing to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire  with  all  the  attention  which 
was  due  to  the  station  filled  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  to  the  great  attention 
which  he  had  paid  to  this  subject,  he  must 
ponfess  he  felt  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  admitted  that  some  of 
the  statements  which  he  had  made  were 
calculated  to  diminish  the  alarm  which  he 
alleged  existed  as  the  consequence  of  the 
withdrawal  of  the  import  duty,  not  only  on 
foreign  cattle,  but  also  on  other  articles  of 
agricultural  produce.  The  hon.  Member 
bad  stated  this  remarkable  fact  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  that  in  a  single  quar- 
ter of  a  year  there  had  been  no  less  than 
171,000  animals,  including  oxen,  bulls, 
oows,  and  sheep,  imported  from  Ireland 
into  this  country.  In  that  short  period 
there  had  been  no  less  than  171,000  ani- 
mals entering  into  competition  with  the 
graziers  of  this  country  from  Ireland ; 
while  within  the  last  three  years  there  had 
not  been  brought  in,  under  the  reduced 
duty,  from  foreign  countries,  more  than 
140,000  oxen.  But  surely,  if  the  great 
importation  on  one  side,  as  stated  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  did  not  affect  the  price  of 
meat  in  the  English  market,  the  compara- 
tively trifling  importation  from  foreign 
countries  coidd  not  have  that  effect.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  comparison  of  the  Go- 
vernment contracts  for  fk'esh  and  salt  meat 
in  the  home  market  from  the  year  1836 
to  1845,  and  notwithstanding  this  enormous 
importation  from  Ireland,  and  the  importa- 
ti(w  from  foreign  countriea  during  the  last 


three  years,  what  were  the  results  which  it 
showed?  Why,  that  in  1843  the  price  of 
fresh  beef  per  cwt.  was  H,  ISs,  4<2.,  while 
in  1845  the  price  was  21.  2s.  6d.  In  salt 
beef  the  contract  price  per  tierce  of  304 lbs, 
was  3Z.  18«.  6d.  in  1843 ;  and  ho  was  very 
sorry  to  say,  no  less  than  6{.  8f.  id.  in 
1845.  Again,  in  the  article  of  salt  pork, 
in  the  face  of  the  Irish  import,  and  of  all 
the  importation  which  three  years  ago  was 
threatened  to  come  from  the  provinces  of 
the  Mississippi,  when  a  calculation  was 
entered  into  to  show  that  100  sows  would 
produce,  in  the  course  of  a  number  of 
years,  no  less  than  232,000,000  of  pigs ; 
which  was  one  of  the  demonstrations  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion :  in  opt 
posing  the  change  in  the  Tariff  in  1842,  it 
was  proved,  greatly  to  the  alarm  of  every 
holder  of  a  pig  in  this  country,  that  in 
the  course  of  five  or  ten  years  100  sows 
would  produce  the  enormous  number  of 
232,000,000  of  pigs ;  which  were— to  use 
the  phrase  of  the  hon.  Gentleman — to  in- 
undate the  markets  of  this  country.  Now» 
in  place  of  the  Irish  import,  and  the  Amer- 
ican import  of  pork,  reducing  the  price  in 
the  English  market,  the  fact  was,  that  the 
contract  price  of  salt  pork  per  tierce  of 
320  lbs.,  which  in  1843  was  3^.  15*.  lOdf., 
had  advanced  in  the  present  year  to 
62.  12«.  lid.  Now,  when  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  stating  that  fact  of  the  vast 
importation  of  Irish  cattle  in  a  quarter  of 
a  year,  did  he  not,  he  would  ask  him, 
question  thus :  if  in  Ireland,  where  the  soil 
was  much  more  easily  cultivated ;  where 
wages  were  much  lower  than  in  this  coun- 
try— for  in  Ireland  he  believed  the  wages 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  were  certainly 
not  more  than  Sc?.  a  day  in  the  best  part 
of  the  year ;  in  addition  to  which  they 
should  idso  bear  in  mind  that  there  was  no 
property  tax  in  Ireland,  that  there  was  no 
land  tax  in  Ireland — that  if  with  all  these 
advantages  in  Ireland  the  English  grazier 
was  notwithstanding  able  to  compete  with 
Irish  cattle,  had  he  any  real  danger  to  dread 
from  a  similar  free  importation  from  foreign 
countries?  If  the  agricultural  interests 
were  able  to  compete— ^successfully  to  com- 
pete— ^with  the  imports  from  Ireland,  a 
country  having  a  soil  more  fertile  and  more 
easily  cultivated,  and  where  wages  were 
lower  and  where  taxes  were  less  than  in 
this  country,  and  where  these  imports  were 
so  great  as  to  amount  to  171,000  animals 
in  a  single  quarter  of  a  year ;  if,  under 
these  circumstances,  they  were  able  not 
only  to  compete  Auccessfully  with  Ireland, 
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but  to  obtain  tbe  enormous  increase  of 
price  which  he  had  mentioned ;  then  how, 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  did  he 
draw  the  conclusion  that  a  free  importation 
of  cattle  from  Holland  was  to  proye  so 
dangerous  ?  It  was  quite  beside  the  ques- 
tion to  assert  that  the  encouragement  of 
agriculture  in  Ireland  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of.  Though  it  might  be  an  important 
matter  to  encourage  the  agriculture  of  that 
country,  that  could  have  no  more  to  do 
with  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle  would 
prove  ruinous  to  the  English  farmers,  than 
had  the  question  of  the  importation  of 
Dutch  cattle.  It  was  no  encouragement 
or  consolation  to  the  farmers  of  the  country 
to  say,  *'  You  are  ruined ;  but  then  the 
ruin  has  been  effected  not  by  a  foreigner, 
but  by  a  fellow  subject — ^by  the  Irish  far- 
mer." But  the  fact  is,  you  are  not  ruined 
by  him.  Notwithstanding  his  better  soil, 
and  his  cheaper  labour,  and  his  diminished 
taxation,  you  are  still  enabled  to  compete 
successfully  with  him;  and  why  should  you 
not  also  be  able  to  compete  with  the  Bel- 
gian fanner  ?  It  had  been  calculated  that 
there  were  1,600,000  oxen  required  for  the 
consumption  of  this  country.  No  less  than 
200,000  were  necessary  for  the  consump- 
tion of  London  alone ;  and  how  small  a 
proportion  of  this  number  was  imported 
from  foreign  countries?  But  what  was 
the  fact  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  this 
importation  on  the  price  of  meat  ?  After 
reducing  the  duty  on  foreign  cattle  to  what 
was  thought  before  to  be  so  low  an  amount, 
was  not  the  price  of  beef  still  enormously 
high  in  this  market,  and  had  not  every 
butcher  been  obliged  latterly  even  to  raise 
his  prices  still  higher?  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  said  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  sacrificing  the 
agricultural  interests — ^that  they  were  act- 
ing treacherously  towards  those  who  had 
sent  them  there — did  he  produce  any  proof 
that  such  was  the  fact  ?  On  the  contrary, 
had  not  he  shown  that  the  price  of  cattle, 
under  the  last  alteration  in  the  Tariff,  had 
increased,  and  was  still  increasing;  and 
did  it  never  occur  to  them,  that  with  im- 
proved comforts,  with  higher  wages,  or  at 
least  with  wages  which  would  give  an  in- 
creased command  over  the  necessaries  of 
life,  there  would  be  a  still  greater  consump- 
tion of  meat  among  the  population  of  this 
country,  and  that  an  increased  price  would 
arise  from  an  increased  demand  ?  Was  it 
not  possible  that  when  such  was  the  result 
during  iho  last  three  years — ^there  having 


been  a  continuance  of  manufacturing  pros- 
perity, and  a  small  quantity  of  meat  haviii|^, 
for  the  first  time  during  some  years,  en- 
tered  into  the  consumption  of  a  portion  of 
the  labouring  population  of  this  country — 
that  a  continuance  and  an  increase  of  that 
prosperity  would  increase  the  demand;  and, 
as  a  necessary  consequence,  increase  the 
price  for  meat,  when  it  would  be  no  longer 
necessary  that  the  working  classes  shoold 
have  their  food  limited  to  potatoes  or  bread  ? 
The  effect  of  the  change  in  the  TariiF,  ia 
his  opinion,  was,  that  while  they  increased 
the  cQinforts  of  the  manufacturer  and  the 
labourer,  they  had  not  diminished  prices 
for  agricultural  produce.  But  it  was  said* 
what  good  had  they  done  by  dimmSaliiiig' 
these  import  duties  ?  One  good  effect  was, 
that  they  had  at  least  put  a  cheek  on  ex- 
travagant prices.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  the  supply  of  sheep  in 
Smithfield  market  had  fallen  off  16,000, 
and  that  but  for  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle,  the  prices  now  would  be  much  higher 
than  they  actually  were ;  but,  in  Ids  opin- 
ion, if  the  price  of  meat  were  now  lOdL 
per  lb.,  instead  of  7d.  or  Sd.,  the  ohaage 
would  not  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  agricvl* 
tural  classes.  An  important  conrnderataon, 
not  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  was, 
that  the  free  admission  of  foreign  barley 
would  enable  the  English  farmer  to  compete 
on  still  more  favourable  terms  than  hereto* 
fore  with  the  foreign  feeder.  The  hoo. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  P.  Howard)  had 
suggested  that  a  small  duty  should  be  im- 
posed on  foreign  cattle  imported,  in  order 
that  the  actual  number  brought  into  this 
country  might  be  known ;  bnt  he  coold  tell 
the  hon.  Member  that,  as  no  smugglinf^ 
would  exist,  the  precise  number  imported 
would  be  known.  He  could  give  the  hen. 
Gentleman  and  the  House  every  possible 
assurance  that  the  fullest  and  most  satis- 
factory information  would  be  secured ;  and 
that  the  precise  number  of  oxen,  of  sheep* 
and  other  animals,  would  be  ascertained  by 
the  arrangements  contemplated  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  perfect  regn- 
larity  and  certainty,  and  without  the  impo- 
sition of  any  duty.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances, considering  the  tendency  whieh  he 
thought — if  they  looked  to  the  state  of  the 
market  for  several  years  past — they  wuold 
find  to  a  gradual  increase  in  the  priee  of 
moat,  and  considering  the  advantages  whidi 
the  agriculturists  would  have  in  the  in- 
creased fscilities  for  fattening  cattle,  he 
felt  bound  to  adhere  to  the  propoaition 
originally  laid  down  by  Her  Migei^'e  Oe» 
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Temmenty  of  admitting  foreign  cattle  duty 
free* 

Mb.  finch  was  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the. line  he 
had  taken,  and  produce  the  high  price  of 
meat  as  a  proof  that  the  English  agricul- 
turist had  nothing  to  fear.  But  the  ex- 
istence of  high  prices  was  the  worst  reason 
for  taking  off  the  duties  that  it  was  pos- 
sihle  to  imagine ;  because,  when  the  prices 
were  high  the  duties  would  go  into  the 
pocket  of  the  foreign  importer.  With  re- 
spect to  the  general  question,  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  introduced  his  measure 
in  1842,  he  stated  as  one  reason  for  allay- 
ing the  fears  of  the  English  agriculturists, 
that  their  breed  of  cattie  was  so  superior 
that  they  had  nothing  to  apprehend.  But 
that  reason  was  subsiding  every  year.  Two 
years  ago  the  Butch  and  Belgians  had 
purchased  some  of  the  finest  animals  in  the 
English  market;  their  breeds  were  im- 
proving every  year,  and  in  a  year  or  two 
they  would  be  able  to  compete  with  the 
finest  of  our  breeds.  With  respect  to  the 
increase  of  prices,  this  was  a  mere  tem- 
porary evil.  The  British  fanner  had  suf- 
fered enormously  from  the  murrain  in  his 
cattle,  and  if  ever  there  was  a  time  when 
he  required  high  prices  to  remunerate  him 
for  his  loss,  it  was  the  present.  He  knew 
one  farmer,  a  neighbour  of  his,  who  had 
lost  3002.  in  the  course  of  three  months  by 
the  murrain  in  his  cattle,  and  others  had 
lost  in  proportion.  Then  they  were  told 
that  the  increase  in  the  price  of  meat  was 
a  reason  for  the  importation  of  foreign 
meat.  Now,  he  beUeved  the  farmer  would 
have  no  objection  to  the  operation  of  the 
sliding-scale,  in  the  case  of  meat ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  gave  as  a 
reason  for  taking  off  the  duty  that  the 
prices  were  high,  he  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther, when  the  prices  were  low,  he  would 
put  the  duty  on  again.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  we  could  compete  with 
the  Irish  beasts — ^why  not  with  the  fo- 
reigner? Now,  he  would  tell  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  introduction  of  Irish 
cattle  was  of  the  most  essential  service  to 
the  English  graziers,  for  they  were  intro- 
duced into  the  midland  counties  to  be  fat- 
tened, and  then  sent  to  the  London  market. 
But  the  Butch  or  the  Belgian  cattle  would 
be  sent  over  fattened  ready  for  the  market. 
He  despaired,  however,  of  making  any  im- 
i»ression  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  he 
^ould  address  himself  to  the  free  traders 

losite.     He  knew  they  were  anxious  to 
^h  the  Excise,  and  he  trusted  they 


>d 


had  no  wish  unnecessarily  to  injure  the 
English  farmer.  Now,  he  had  lately  had 
a  conversation  with  an  intelligent  farmer, 
who  told  him — and  he  had  made  the  same 
statement  before  a  Committee  of  the  other 
House — that,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
excbe  duty  imposed  a  tax  of  31.  10«.  a 
head  upon  their  cattle.,  This  was  caused 
by  the  operation  of  the  malt  tax.  The 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer laughed  at  this  statement,  which  only 
showed  how  little  he  knew  of  practical 
agriculture.  He  should  be  sorry  to  make 
any  statement  in  that  House  which  he  was 
not  able  to  prove  in  detail,  and  therefore 
he  would  state  that  there  was  an  inferior 
sort  of  barley  which  could  be  sold  for  24«. 
per  quarter.  When  that  barley  was  malted 
and  paid  the  duty,  it  cost  122. ;  without 
the  duty  it  would  be  61,  lOs,  The  same 
quantity  of  oil-cake  would  cost  10{.,  and 
the  di^erence  between  these  two  prices 
was  31.  lOs.,  which  constituted  a  tax  upon 
the  English  feeder  to  that  extent.  At 
the  present  time,  indeed,  he  might  reckon 
the  tax  at  the  whole  extent  of  the  price  of 
the  oil-cake,  or  102. ;  for,  in  consequence 
of  last  year's  barley  crop  being  a  good  one, 
the  inferior  barley  was  altogether. unsale* 
able ;  but  at  all  times  the  tax  would 
amount  to  31.  lOs.  If  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters would  remit  the  malt  tax,  or  make 
such  arrangements  as  would  enable  the 
British  fanner  to  feed  his  cattle  with  malt 
free  of  duty,  he  should  not  oppose  the  pre- 
sent proposition  in  the  Tariff ;  and  he  ad- 
dressed himself  on  this  subject  to  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  because  he  knew  that 
they  were  in  favour  of  fair  play,  and  be- 
cause they  knew  that  in  order  to  carry  out 
free-trade  principles  they  must  abolish  the 
Excise 

The'cHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  his  hon.  Friend  had  charged 
him  with  showing  his  ignorance  of  prac- 
tical agriculture.  Now,  he  must  say,  that 
he  did  not  profess  to  have  much  practical 
knowledge  of  that  art ;  but  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House,  that  last 
Session  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  allow 
farmers  to  use  malt  for  fattening  their 
cattle  ;  and  at  that  time  it  was  stated  that 
great  doubts  were  entertained  whether 
malt  was  better  for  cattle  than  raw  barley ; 
and  great  authorities  were  produced  to 
show  that  raw  barley  would  fatten  cattle 
sooner,  and  cause  them  to  yield  more  milk 
than  feeding  them  on  malt  would  do.  At 
that  time  he  entered  into  an  engagement 
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with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  experiment 
should  he  fairiy  tried;  and,  accordingly, 
since  that  time  some  cattle  and  cows  had 
heen  shut  up  and  fed — ^the  one  set  exclu- 
sively on  malt,  the  other  on  raw  harley; 
and  the  result  had  proTed  that  those 
animals  which  were  fed  on  raw  harley 
yielded  more  mUk  and  arrived  at  maturity 
in  a  shorter  time  than  those  animals  which 
were  fed  on  malt.  He  had  the  proceeds  of 
the  experiment  here  in  his  hand;  they  had 
heen  moved  for  hy  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, they  had  heen  printed,  and  they 
would,  in  a  short  time,  he  open  to  the  in- 
spection of  Memhers,  who  would  thus  see 
that  instead  of  the  agriculturists  heing  in- 
jured to  the  extent  of  3/.  lOs.  a  head  hy 
the  operation  of  the  malt  tax,  it  now  turned 
out  that  if  they  had  heen  compelled  to  feed 
cattle  on  malt,  even  without  the  duty,  it 
would  have  heen  doing  an  injury  to  the 
agriculturists.  These  Papers  would,  as 
he  had  said,  he  in  the  hands  of  Memhers 
in  a  short  time;  and  though  he  was  igno- 
rant of  agriculture,  and  the  hon.  Memher 
was  very  profoundly  versed  in  agriculture, 
yet  these  experiments  would  be  laid  before 
the  House,  and  the  House  would  see  the 
results,  with  all  the  details  of  what  was 
eaten  by  the  brown  cow  and  what  by  the 
white  cow.  The  experiments  were  con- 
ducted in  the  neighbourhood  of  Glasgow, 
under  the  superintendence  of  a  gentleman 
equally  eminent  in  agriculture  and  in 
chemistry,  and  he  had  no  doubt  they  would 
prove  satisfactory  to  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  hod  also  complained  of  the  influx 
of  cattle  from  Holland.  Now,  of  all  the 
eountries  in  the  world,  he  should  say,  if 
taxation  was  to  be  taken  as  one  of  the  ele- 
ments of  competition,  Holland  was  the 
least  able  to  compete  with  our  farmers;  for, 
if  there  was  one  country  in  the  world  taxed 
more  than  another,  Holland  was  that  coun- 
try. He  apprehended  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire  was  aware  of 
this;  for,  though  he  stated  that  cattle 
would  be  brought  from  Holland,  yet  he 
omitted  telling  the  House  what  was  the 
price  of  those  cattle  brought  from  any 
part  in  Holland.  So  far  from  sharing 
in  the  fears  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
when  prices  were  low  there  would  be  an 
influx  of  cattle  into  this  country,  he  be- 
lieved that  when  prices  wore  low  the  im- 
portation of  cattle  would  cease  to  be  pro- 
fitable, and  the  English  agriculturist  would 
retain  all  the  advantages  of  the  home 
market  without  having  the  odiimi  of  a 
monopoly. 


Sir  J.  TTRRBLL  said,  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  woaM 
wish  to  be  beUeved  that  he  was  a  practical 
farmer — [The  Chancxllor  of  the  BxcRi- 
QUER :    'So !  ]— or,  at  any  rate,  he  weald 
wish  them  to  be  of  the  opinion  that  he  bsd 
given  the  House  a  practical  statement,  u 
to  what  was  not  good  for  the  fattening  of 
cattle.     His  hon.  Friends  had  not  at  iSnat 
command  so  many  learned  professors  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had;    but  if  tiie 
opinions  of  those  learned  professors  on  the 
subject  of  fattening  cattle  with  malt,  hsd 
no  greater  weight  with  the  country  than 
the  report  of  another  learned  Commiasioii, 
on  the  potato  disease  in  Ireland,  then  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
would  require  greater  confirmation  tiian  he 
had  yet  offered  to  the  House.  He  believed 
the  real  facts  of  the  case  were,  that  when 
malt  was  mixed  with  other  grain » it  made 
the  cattle  thirsty,  and  thus  made  them 
what  was  called  "do  better,"  or  Attten 
better,  than  when  fed  on  raw  barley.  But 
he  chiefly  rose  to  answer  an  observation  of 
the  right  hon.   Baronet,  who   had  been 
pleased  to  triumph  over  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somerset,  because  his  predictions  as  to 
the  mass  of  pork  which  would  be  brought 
from  America  had  not  been  fulfilled.   Nov 
he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
if  he  was  not  answerable   for  the  faU- 
ing-off  in  the  supply  of   British  cattle, 
by    the    introduction,   by   means  of   his 
Tariff,   of  diseased  foreign  cattle?    He 
knew  he  might  not  have  any  great  cha- 
racter for  agricultural  knowledge  in  this 
House;  but  he  would  confidently  repeat  his 
statement,  that  the  introduction  of  foreign 
cattle  which  had  previously  been  prohibited, 
did  bring  disease  into  this  country,  parti- 
cularly that  which   was  known  by  the 
name  of  the  lungs   disease,   and  which 
had  been  most  fatal  in  its  ravages  on  cattle. 
He  must,  therefore,  state  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  panic   caused  by  hi8 
Tariff  prevented    growers  from  breeding 
cattle ;  that  the  introduction  of  disease 
had  cut  off  many  of  those  which  were 
bred  ;  and  that  these  causes  had  combined 
to  bring  about  the  increased  price  of  food. 
There  was  another  cause  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  admit  had  caused  an 
increase  in  the  consmnption  of  meat  in  this 
country — ^he  meant  the  making  of  railways. 
Now,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  take  credit  to  himself  for 
that  prosperity,  and  yet  it  had  exerci«cd 
much  influence  upon  the  consumption  9^^ 
the  price  of  food. 
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Mr.  VILLIEBS  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Tyrrell)  was  innocent  oF  having 
produced  the  panic  of  which  he  complained 
when  the  last  Tariff  was  passed;  for  if  he 
rememhered  rightly  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
addressed  his  constituents  on  the  occasion, 
giving  them  the  henefit  of  his  practiced 
knowledge  on  the  suhject,  and  wluch  was 
certainly  calculated  to  allay  their  fears,  for 
he  assured  them  that  he  knew  that  foreign 
sheep  were  of  that  description  that  any 
body  could  read  the  newspapers  clearly 
through  them,  and  that  more  than  half  the 
pork  would  be  choked  on  the  voyage.  Now 
as  they  had  not  much  benefit  as  yet  from 
the  Tariff,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Baronet's  information  was  not 
correct.  If  such,  however,  was  the  case, 
why  should  the  hon.  Baronet  be  so  much 
alarmed  now;  afid  if  the  panic  was  such  an 
evil,  why  should  the  hon.  Baronet  endea- 
vour to  produce  it;  and  if  it  did  exist,  he 
asked  who  produced  it  ?  Why,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  it  was  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite;  it  was  just  such  speeches  as 
they  had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somerset  and  the  hon.  Baronet  that  pro- 
duced a  panic.  This  was  a  matter  worthy 
of  notice;  for  if  it  was  impossible  to  draw 
their  attention  to  the  great  interest  the 
people  had  in  the  abunduice  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  and  that  nothing  could  in- 
duce them  to  withdraw  their  opposition  on 
that  ground — ^let  them  reflect  upon  the 
injury  they  were  inflicting  on  the  very  in- 
terest that  they  represented.  What  was 
the  effect  of  predicting  calamity  to  follow 
from  this  measure  ?  Why,  it  depreciated  the 
price  of  the  articles  in  question,  and  at  this 
moment  there  was  not  the  least  doubt  but 
that  the  price  was  kept  down  by  the  delay 
occasioned  by  the  Motions  and  speeches 
of  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  [**  Oh,  oh ! ''] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  cry  *'  Oh ! ''  but  the 
fact  was  as  he  represented  it,  and  on  the  au- 
thority of  persons  in  the  trade,  that  a  serious 
loss  was  sustained  by  them  owing  to  this 
measure  being  suspended.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men would  have  the  opportunity  of  know- 
ing the  fact  soon;  and  it  would  be  seen 
whether  he  or  they  were  right.  They 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  measure 
would  pass,  and  it  would  be  seen  then 
whether  the  price  of  foreign  wheat  would 
not  rise  higher  than  at.  this  moment;  and 
he  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset, 
who  treated  every  appeal  on  the  score  of 
general  interest  with  indifference,  to  look 
St  the  enormous  injury  he  was  inflicting 
upon  the  farmers  and  the  dealers  whose 


interests  he  purposed  to  represent*  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Somerset  put  the  in- 
terest of  the  consumer  entirely  out  of  con- 
sideration; for  he  treated  the  measure  as 
one  of  gratuitous  mischief  wantonly  in- 
flicted upon  the  producer,  and  assumed  that 
there  were  no  interests,  no  wants  to  be 
consulted  or  satisfied  by  its  passing. 
Throughout  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  and 
throughout  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex,  not  one  syllable  had  been  said 
as  to  whether  the  poor  had  access  to  meat 
now,  or  whether  the  reduction  of  duty 
might  not  give  it  to  them,  and  that  in  the 
face  of  the  complaint  throughout  the  agri- 
cultural districts,  that  the  poor  hardly 
ever  touch  meat  from  one  year's  end  to 
the  other.  He  did  not  mean  that  they  had 
no  bacon,  but  they  paid  a  high  price  for  it ; 
and  that  was  especially  enumerated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset  as  one  of  the 
articles  that  in  future  would  be  too  cheap; 
and  this  was  the  year,  too,  in  which  they 
had  heard  a  labourer  complaining  that  for 
forty  years  he  had  never  but  once  touched 
a  morsel  of  meat  owing  to  its  price.  Why,  it 
was  notorious  that  the  agricultural  labour- 
ers could  not  afford  meat  for  their  families; 
and  if  it  were  not,  the  rate  of  their  wages 
would  show  that  it  was  impossible;  and  yet 
here  hon.  Gentlemen  and  hon.  Baronets 
were  endeavouring  to  make  meat  dear  and 
scarce.  He  really  knew  nothing  more 
astounding  than  to  sit  there  in  what  was 
called  a  Christian  assembly  —  an  assem- 
bly of  Gentlemen,  not  apt  to  underrate 
their  own  benevolence,  and  whose  kind 
care  for  the  poor  nobody  was  allowed  to 
question;  and  to  hear  them  one  after  the 
other  depicting  the  horrors  of  plenty, 
while  they  endeavoured  to  raise  the  price 
of  subsistence  and  keep  food  from  the  poor. 
Who  could  have  supposed,  after  all  the 
display  of  feeling  last  night  about  milliners 
and  dressmakers,  and  the  night  before  about 
poor  framework  knitters,  who  were  said  to 
be  starving,  that  night  the  same  Gentle- 
men would  be  using  the  same  exertions  to 
deprive  them  of  wholesome  food ;  and  as 
their  wages  were  low,  to  make  their  suffer- 
ings more  intense.  Their  condition  was 
actually  bad,  and  had  been  so  for  years. 
It  was  not  the  prediction  of  what  it  would 
be  after  trade  was  free.  To  prevent  food 
being  cheap,  therefore,  was  a  positive  evil 
to  them  as  they  were.  Really,  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Allix), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset,  one 
would  suppose  that  the  poor  depended  for 
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life  upon  clover,  and  never  desired  to  eat 
bacon.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
was  quite  pathetic  about  protecting  clover 
on  account  of  the  poor;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset  was  horrified  at  the 
abundance  of  bacon  that  might  be  poured 
into  this  country  from  America,  lie  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  were  con- 
founding themselves  with  the  poor  when 
they  talked  about  clover.  It  wa»  they 
who  were  always  living  in  clover ;  while 
the  poor  would  be  happy  to  exchange  all 
the  clover  they  had  for  all  the  bacon  they 
could  get.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rutland- 
shire (Mr.  Finch)  said,  he  expected  to  have 
fair  play  at  the  hands  of  free  traders ;  and 
he  hoped  he  would  give  them  credit  also 
for  conmion  humanity,  for  that  was  their 
reason  for  advocating  a  change  of  system, 
to  enable  the  poor  to  escape  at  least  from 
scarcity  of  food.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Rutlandshire  had  turned  to  this  side  to 
have  his  fears  about  this  measure  allayed ; 
but  really  his  own  political  economy  ought 
to  have  done  that  for  him  without  their 
help.  At  what  time  did  the  hon.  Member 
apprehend  danger  from  removing  the  duty? 
Why,  when  the  prices  were  low  here — ^that 
was  the  time,  he  said,  when  swarms  of 
cattle  would  come  in,  that  was  when  the 
market  was  bad ;  he  did  not  want  a  duty 
when  the  price  was  high — only  when  it 
was  lower  than  in  other  countries.  Why, 
surely  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  sense 
should  show  him  that  unless  the  price 
were  higher  here  than  in  other  parts  of 
the  world,  the  cattle  would  not  come 
here  at  all.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
other  night  wanted  to  know  what  would 
be  the  price  of  his  wheat  if  the  Com  Law 
was  repealed:  and  now  he  wanted  to  know 
what  his  cattle  would  fetch.  Why,  surely 
it  was  enough  to  console  him  for  to-night 
when  he  reflected  that  if  the  worst  hap- 
pened, it  must  be  higher  here  than  in  any 
other  part  of  the  world,  for  its  being  so 
was  the  inducement  to  bring  it  hither. 
This,  however,  was  particularly  the  time 
during  which  the  hon.  Member  appre- 
hended danger  from  the  change ;  and 
why  ?  Why,  because,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  the  cattle  had  had  the  murrain,  be- 
cause it  was  unusually  scarce,  because  people 
had  less  in  this  country  than  usual ;  that 
was  the  time,  he  said,  when  the  consumer 
should  be  especially  precluded  from  getting 
it  elsewhere.  Really,  he  wished  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  reflect  upon  the  chance 
he  would  have  of  satisfying  the  consum- 
ing public  of  the  justice  of  such  a  rea- 


son ;  and  having  inth  his  Mends,  eased 
their  conscience  by  raising  their  ymee 
against  a  plentiful  supply,  he  did  hope,  for 
the  credit  of  the  House,  that  they  would 
not  press  this  singular  Motion  to  a  divi- 
sion. 

Sir  J.  TROLLOPS  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment  had  referred  to  a  prediction  made  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset  (Mr.  Miles), 
which  had  not  been  verified  ;  but  the  hon. 
Baronet  himself  had  made  predictions  and 
promises  which  should  be  placed  within  the 
memory  of  the  House.  He  recollected  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  saying  most  distinctly, 
that  the  people  of  die  country  would  be 
enabled  to  save  the  whole  amount  of  the 
Income  Tax  out  of  the  reductions  caused 
by  the  Tariff.  Now,  if  hon.  Members 
were  allowed  to  rise  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  and  state  that  the  protectionist 
Members  were  answerable  for  the  appear- 
ance of  the  panic,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  also  take  his  share  of  the  falsifica- 
tions of  the  predictions  he  had  made.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  alluded 
to  an  experiment  which  had  been  made 
with  reference  to  the  feeding  of  cattle  on 
malt.  How  and  where  the  experiment  had 
been  conducted  he  was  not  aware.  It  could 
not  have  been  made  by  the  agriculturists 
themselves,  for  the  excisemen  stopped  the 
course  of  all  experiments  of  that  nature 
made  by  farmers.  Though  allowed  to 
steep  barley,  they  were  not  allowed  to  re^ 
sort  to  the  drying  process,  whereby  alone 
could  he  determine  the  question  of  malt 
feeding.  But,  looking  at  ^e  general  ques- 
tion, the  protectionists  might  perhaps  have 
looked  too  gloomily  upon  the  effects  they 
feared  would  result  from  the  introduction 
of  foreign  cattle.  They,  however,  were 
not  to  be  blamed  for  this,  because  they  re- 
lied on  the  statements  of  gentlemen  who 
had  gone  abroad,  ajid  were  capable,  there- 
fore, of  estimating  the  effects  likely  to 
flow  from  a  facility  afforded  to  importa* 
tion.  It  was  but  natural  that  the  protec- 
tionists feared  the  adoption  of  free  trade 
measures,  when  it  was  supposed  they  would 
take  place  all  at  once.  An  hon.  Member 
on  the  other  side,  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Yilliers),  instead  of  addres- 
sing himself  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  had  indulged  himself  with  a  speech 
on  the  Com  Laws.  The  hon.  Member 
was  severe  on  the  Conservatives  in  that 
House,  because,  he  said,  the  protectionists 
were  desirous  of  limiting  the  supply  of 
food  to  the  poorer  classes  of  the  commu* 
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niftj.  That,  however,  was  a  mis-statement  | 
of  the  real  ecmdition  of  things.  The  pro- 
tectionists had  no  wish  to  limit  the  supply 
of  food.  What  they  wanted  was  an  abun- 
dant supply  ;  hut  they  were  desirous  that 
that  supply  should  oome  from  the  soil  and 
the  agriculturists  of  this  country.  The 
protectionists  also  contented  that  the  soil 
of  England  could  supply  abundance.  It 
was  the  course  taken  by  the  Legislature 
which  cheeked  the  proper  supply.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  that  as  much  fluctu- 
ation would  follow  the  reduction  on  com,  as 
had  followed  the  Tariff  on  cattle.  If  the 
fears  of  producers  were  excited,  the  supply 
would  be  checked,  and  prices  would  ulti- 
timately  rise. 

Mr.  BOETHWICK:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  had  asked  the  pro- 
tectionist side  of  the  House  how  it  came  to 
pass,  as  they  had  divided  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  labouring  classes,  they  could 
yet  unite  for  keeping  up  the  price  of  the 
food  of  the  labouring  classes.  The  hon* 
Qentleman  had  made  a  speech  the  begin- 
ning of  which  contradicted  the  end.  He 
had  himself  said,  "  Pass  this  measure,  and 
com  will  rise  ;  "  and  then  he  followed  by 
saying,  "  How  can  you  (meaning  the 
agric^tural  Members  of  the  House)  know- 
ing that  the  agricultural  labourers  are 
not  capable  of  purchasing  animal  food, 
attempt  to  keep  up  the  price  even  of  their 
bread  ?"  The  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton said,  *'  Pass  the  Bill  for  Com 
Law  repeal  and  the  Tariff,  and  the  prices 
of  agricultival  produce  will  be  enhanced." 
How,  then,  does  the  hon.  Member  hope 
to  cheapen  the  food  of  milliners,  of  whom 
the  House  had  heard  something  the  previ- 
ous evening,  or  any  other  persons?  But  that 
was  not  the  only  strange  argument  alleged 
during  the  present  debate.  In  the  year 
1842  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
the  Qovemment  had  passed  the  Tariff  im- 
der  which  foreign  cattle  had  been  imported 
into  the  country.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
then  told  the  House,  with  reference  to 
Spain — it  being  believed  that  that  country, 
by  reason  of  her  fertile  soil,  would  be  able  to 
export  a  large  number  of  cattle  to  England 
— *that  the  House  might  rely  on  his  promise 
when  he  said  not  a  single  hoof  would  cross 
the  Bay  of  Biscay.  Yes,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  this ;  but  the  fact  did  not 
bear  out  his  statement,  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  cattle  did  cross  the  Bay  of  Biscay, 
ftnd  did  find  an  entrance  into  Great  Britain, 
''jgoments  of  equal  value  were  made  at 
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the  present  period.  True,  it  might  havt 
been  that  cattle,  like  all  other  produce,  did 
not  enter  at  once  in  large  numbers,  because 
it  occupied  some  years  to  perfect  arrange* 
ments  for  breeding;  but,  nevertheless,  cattle 
from  foreign  countries  had  made  their  ap- 
pearance in  Great  Britain  from  other  lands 
in  considerable  numbers;  and  the  Premier's 
promise  that  not  a  hoof  would  pass  the 
Bay  of  Biscay,  had  not  been  verified.  If 
cattle  were  to  be  imported,  why  not  impork 
them  lean,  to  allow  the  English  grazier  to 
fatten  them  ?  Another  strange  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton was  this — he  said  the  wages  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  were  exceedingly  low; 
but  did  he  propose  to  increase  the  wages  of 
those  persons  by  depreciating  the  produc- 
tions of  their  industry  ?  Yet  such  was  the 
object  of  those  Gentlemen  who  sat  opposite 
and  called  for  the  repeal  of  the  laws  on 
com,  and  for  the  introduction  of  cattle  free 
of  duty.  The  hon.  Member  said,  the  ef- 
fect of  the  intended  measure  would  both 
be  to  increase  and  diminish  the  amount  of 
wages.  He  should,  however,  have  stated 
which  effect  would  be  produced.  Both  ar- 
guments would  not  do.  At  first  the  hon. 
Member  said  one  thing,  and  then  he  said 
another;  but  it  would  be  well  to  know  pre- 
cisely what  he  meant.  This  was  necessary 
if  an  argument  upon  facts  or  assertions 
was  to  be  followed  out.  It  was,  however, 
impossible  to  fix  the  members  of  the  Anti- 
Gom-Law  League  to  any  point.  That  body 
had  not  succeeded  in  many  of  their  imder« 
takings;  but  in  one  object  they  had  been 
successful,  namely,  that  of  converting  two 
Cabinets,  but  by  what  means  was  to  him 
wholly  imknown.  The  members  of  the 
Anti-Com-Law  League  had  said,  in  effect* 
that  they  intended  to  increase  the  prosperity 
of  all  classes  by  the  depreciation  of  all 
classes.  Such  was  reaUy  the  argument 
used  by  them.  It  was  said  by  political 
economists  that  the  prosperity  of  all  classes 
was  founded  on  the  prosperity  of  agricul- 
ture. Divided  as  this  country  was  from 
others,  he  could  not  imagine  the  theory 
of  free  trade  could  be  expected  to  be  car- 
ried out  without  injury  to  those  interests 
engaged  in  it.  If  the  theory  of  Napoleon 
Bonaparte  were  realized — ^supposing  that, 
only  one  Exchequer  existed,  into  which 
the  taxation  of  every  country  in  Europe 
was  payable,  then,  perhaps,  free  trade 
might  be  carried  into  effect  without  injury, 
because  the  whole  of  Europe  would  then 
be  but  one  country.  But  when  the  funded 
debt  of  England  was  so  enoimoas  as  it 
2P 
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was,  and  the  annual  tazatien  64»000,000L, 
he  could  only  refer  to  the  statement  of 
Lord  Melhoume,  when  that  nohla  Lord  ob- 
served that  in  the  present  condition  of  the 
country  the  man  who  meditated  a  repeal  of 
the  Com  Law  was  but  a  madman.  Now, 
as  respected  the  immediate  question  before 
the  House,  he  eould  not  say  that  any  rea« 
son  had  been  shown  why  the  Modon  of  the 
hon.  Member  which  stood  before  the  House 
should  be  negatired.  An  argument  used 
had  been,  that  as  cattle  were  brought  free 
into  England  from  Ireland,  cattle  should 
also  be  brought  free  to  this  country  from 
all  the  world.  Where,  he  would  ask,  were 
the  Irish  Memb^s  of  the  House  ?  Should 
they  not  be  in  their  places  opposing  the 
measure  that  sought  to  make  Ireland  a 
foreign  country,  and  place  its  resources  on 
the  same  foundation  as  Russian  and  Polish 
industry  ?  But  he  would  say  no  more.  He 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  hon. 
llember  for  Wolverhampton  to  explain  how 
it  was  that  the  argument  he  had  used  con- 
tradicted itself.  Knowing  the  clearness  of 
apprehension  which  distinguished  that  hon. 
Member,  he  could  not  understand  how  it 
was  that  the  one  and  the  same  measure,  at 
one  and  the  same  time,  could  raise  and  de» 
press  the  price  of  food. 

Mb.  VILLIERS  replied,  that  what  he 
had  said  was  this,  that  the  inflammatory 
speeches  made  by  Conservatire  Gentlemen 
had  had  the  effect  of  depressing  prices,  and 
that  they  would  rise  if  the  present  mea- 
sure were  allowed  to  pass.  The  country, 
it  must  be  remembered,  was  now  suffering 
under  the  effect  of  thirty  years'  Com  Law, 
and  that  pressure  must  be  resumed  before 
the  full  effect  of  the  ohange  could  be 
known  or  felt. 

Sib  J.  WALSH  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  had  attri- 
buted personal  selfishness  to  the  agricul- 
tural Members  in  the  House,  and  indeed  to 
the  agriculturists  generally.  The  agricul- 
tural Members  in  that  House  were,  how- 
ever, the  representatives  of  a  great  national 
interest,  upon  which  the  prosperity  of  all 
other  classes  was  founded,  and  therefore 
they  contended  that  no  change  could  be 
made  detrimental  to  its  condition  which 
would  not  also  prove  injurious  to  all  other 
branches  of  industry.  It  was  both  unfair 
and  unjust  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton to  say  that  agriculturists  acted 
only  under  the  greatest  selfishness.  The 
agriculturists  and  the  agricultural  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  acting  as  fairly  as 
other  men,  and  if  the  protective  Members 


chose  to  retert,  they  pighi  s^y  th¥  0» 
tlemen  asking  for  the  repeal  af  Ike  Cm 
Laws  only  did  so  to  support  their  own  in* 
terest,  because  their  own  interests  wtis 
mixed  up  with  the  repeal.  The  agrisvl* 
tttral  Members  might  say  the  Members  of 
the  Anti-Oom-Law  League  were  only  4#» 
sirous  of  filling  their  own  purses,  Thors* 
fore  the  protection  Members  of  that  Honss 
thought  the  attack  made  on  themselvsi 
was  an  uncalled-for  and  unjust  impudb 
tion.  He  could  not  agree  with  the  mss- 
sure,  and  he  was  of  opwion  that  it  would 
not  tend  to  the  prosperity  or  the  pacifies* 
tion  of  Ireland.  He  was  fuUy  of  epmloo 
that  the  agitation  for  the  repeal  of  ths 
Union  in  that  country  which  hl^  broeglik 
the  nation  to  the  verge  of  a  civil  war,  owed 
its  rise  to  the  operation  of  the  Tariff,  The 
Government  had  this  Session  been  adopts 
ing  tempwary  measures  for  the  relief  at 
Ireland,  and  while  they  did  so,  it  wis 
strange  that  they  were  also  attempting  to 
pass  measures  only  aggravating  evils  Asy 
attempted  to  remove. 

Mr,  YORKE  said,  he  represented  s 
constituency  quite  as  large  as  that  of  ib# 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  and 
whose  interests  w&te  quite  as  tmportaat 
as  those  of  the  oonstituenoy  of  the  hon* 
Member  for  Durham,  and  he  thought  tbst 
their  feelings  of  alarm  were  not  likdy  to  be 
allayed  by  Uie  language  used  by  those  hon, 
Members.  He  (Mr,  Yorke)  rose,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  tnat  the  reason 
for  the  price  of  cattle  being  Oq  low  in  for* 
mer  years,  was  the  general  failure  of  tho 
peouUar  crc^s  on  which  cattle  were  fed. 
The  cMisequence  of  this  failure  was,  thst 
one-fourth  more  cattle  were  thrown  on  tho 
market,  and  the  prices  became  so  small  ss 
to  be  scarcely  anything.  Now  there  wenp 
enormous  green  crops,  and  the  fanned* 
kept  their  cattle  for  store  instead  of  send^ 
ing  them  in  for  consumption.  With  f^ 
spect  to  the  probable  supply,  he  had  no 
faith  in  the  professions  of  Government,  ss 
he  recollected  that  on  a  former  occasioDt 
10,000  head  of  cattle  were  fixed  as  tho 
highest  number  likely  to  be  imported  under 
the  Tariff,  and  he  also  recollected  how  that 
prophecy  had  been  falsified.  He  should 
therefore  resist  this  Resolution,  ashe  should 
everything  tending  to  diminish  protection 
on  British  agriculture. 

SiA  C.  KNIGHTLEY  said,  that  grest' 
ravages  had  been  made  among  cattle  \fj 
disease.     He  had  himself  lost  thirty  oson 
by  disease,  and  his  tenants  had  lost  many* 
This  had  caused  high  price.    A  projecti 
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However,  v»8  09  footr  yrliok  vould  t^^d  to 
maka  Svaithfiald  one  of  the  worst  markets 
in  the  kh]ijB[dmn«  A  company  of  merchants 
had  hirod  iron  steamers  for  the  puroose  of 
trading  between  this  countij  and  Russiai 
(md  wnen  it  was  recollected  the  bullocks 
were  so  ^entifiil  In  that  country  that  they 
were  slaughtered  for  f At  only,  if  »  railro^a 
were  opened  between  Moscow  and  3t. 
Fetersburgh,  w  immense  quantity  of 
beasts  wpidd  be  brought  from  w  interior 
for  exportation  to  Great  Britain.  If  this 
followed,  breeders  in  this  country  would 
tie  as  much  reduced  as  the  country  would 
be  injured  by  the  measures  of  the  GovernT 
inent,  He  should  give  such  measures  his 
strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  C.  BRUCE  contended,  that  the 
breeders  of  cattle  in  this  country  would  be 
injured  by  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  1844,  the  number  of  cattle 
imported  w^  159  ;  in  1845,  the  number 
was  4,920;  and  in  1846,  16,870  were 
imported. 

Loan  G.  BENTINCK:  I  wiU  not  join 
in  the  apprehension  that  any  large  quan* 
tity  of  cattle  wiU  be  imported  into  this 
country;  and  a  duty  of  1{.  per  head  is  not 
more  than  a  duty  of  10  per  cent,  which  I 
do  not  think  prohibitory.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton has  stated  that  the  poor  of  this  coun- 
try, as  a  body,  scarcely  ever  taste  meat. 
Let  me,  however,  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  people  of  England  eat  more  meat 
than  the  people  of  any  other  country — ^the 
average  quantity  per  head  being  92  lbs.  in 
this  country,  whilst  it  is  not  more  than 
50  lbs.  in  others;  and  when  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  turns  round,  and  says  we  wish  to 
starve  the  people  of  England — that  we 
wish  to  deprive  them  of  the  means  of  eat- 
ing the  meat  which  the  people  of  other 
nations  enjoy,  I  must  say  that  it  is  an  al- 
legation which  has  no  sort  of  foundation  in 
fact.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp* 
ton,  too,  has  said  that  it  is  we  who  keep 
down  the  price  of  grain  by  delaying  the 
passing  of  these  measures.  Now,  I  am 
aware  that  it  is  said  by  some  parties, 
in  order  to  serve  their  own  purposes, 
that  the  more  you  increase  the  supplies 
in  proportion  to  the  demand,  the  lugher 
will  be  the  price  of  provisions  ;  but  that  is 
a  doctrine  which  has  never  been  promuL 
gated  by  any  Gentleman  of  common  unr 
derstan<Ung  until  now.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  further,  that  this  measure  of  the 

ovemment  must  pass  into  a  law.     But, 
I  do  not  know  that ;  and«  ou  the  con- 


trary,  so  far  as  I  am  informed,  I  believe 
there  is  good  oauso  for  hoping  ih^t  what* 
ever  may  have  been  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  (the  Conservative)  side 
of  the  House,  although  they  may  have 
abandoned  their  principles  and  deserted 
their  party,  there  is  yet  another  House  of 
Parliament  which  wiU  not  so  disgrace  it" 
self;  and  I  apprehend  that,  if  the  other 
House  6f  Paruament  should  reject  this 
measure,  and  there  should  be  an  appeal  to 
the  country,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  form  a 
judgment  from  the  results  of  the  appeaU 
which  have  recently  been  made  to  the  con- 
stituencies of  Gloucestershire,  Porsetshire, 
and  Northamptonshire — ^if  1  may  judge 
from  simOar  results  in  my  own  native 
county,  this  (the  protection)  party,  who 
have  honestly  stood  Vy  their  pledges,  and 
not  broken  their  faith,  who  have  not  partici* 
pated  in  the  disgra/je  of  breaking  the  faith 
of  Parliament,  of  dishonouring  the  Parlia- 
ment of  this  coimtry;  I  am  much  mistaken, 
I  say,  if  this  party  will  not  come  back  to  this 
House  greatly  strengthened  by  the  support 
of  those  constituencies  that  have  been  be* 
trayed  during  the  present  session. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Question 
that  Oxen  and  Bulls  stand  part  of  the  Re- 
solution:— Ayes  111;  Noes  72:  Ma* 
jority  39. 
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Somen,  J*  P. 
Standleld,  W.  B.  C. 
Strutt,  E. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
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Mb.  LAWSON  said,  lie  was  one  of 
those  wbo,  in  1842,  had  supported  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  proposal  to  reduce  the 
duty  on  foreign  hides,  hecanse  it  was  said 
that  the  reduction  of  that  duty  would  be- 
nefit the  lahouring  chisses,  in  reference  to 
the  price  they  would  have  to  give  for  their 
shoes  and  hoots.  But  he  found  that,  on 
the  contrary,  the  price  of  leather,  to  the 
working  classes  had  not  decreased  in  con- 
sequence of  the  measure  of  1842,  whilst  as 
injury  had  heen  done  to  the  agricultonl 
interest.  The  present  proposition  related, 
too,  not  only  to  raw  hides,  hut  to  curried 
hides  also;  and  this  was  an  additional  rea- 
son why  he  should,  as  he  now  hegged  to 
do,  more  the  omission  of  the  article  from 
the  Resolution. 

Sib  J.  TYRRELL,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member,  said,  thai 
his  object  in  rising  had  been  to  state  to 
the  House  a  fact  which  had  come  to  his 
knowledge  in  the  course  of  the  last  few* 
days,  and  which  had  been  represented  to 
him  by  a  clergyman  of  the  county  he  hsd 
the  honour  to  represent,  namely,  the  fact 
of  a  most  respectable  tanner  in  that  countj 
having  within  a  very  short  time  turned  off 
no  fewer  than  ten  of  his  workmen ;  and  he 
contemplated  the  dismissal  of  as  many 
more.  One  fact,  it  was  a  common  obser- 
vation, was  worth  a  thousand  arguments ; 
and,  therefore,  he  had  thought  it  his  dutj 
to  name  this  striking  one  to  the  House. 
These  workmen  had  been — ^they  and  their 
fathers  before  them — in  the  employment  of 
this  respectable  tanner  and  his  predecessors 
for  the  last  hundred  years.  Now,  he 
should  like  to  be  told  by  some  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  what  was  the 
process  by  which  these  industrious  tanners 
were  now  to  be  employed?  How  were 
they  to  use  the  free>trade  phraseology  of 
the  day,  to  be  "  absorbed  ?  "  He  presumed 
that  the  workhouse  would  alone  be  enabled 
to  tell  the  tale  of  these  poor  men's  indus- 
trious endeavours,  vain  as  they  now  must 
be,  to  support  their  wives  and  families.  He 
believed  that  they  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
attending  the  Anti-Com-Law  meetings, 
and  of  hearing  the  statements  of  the  League 
lecturers,  that  the  advantages  of  having 
the  cheap  loaf  would  be  so  great  as  to 
cover  all  other  difficulties  ihey  might  meet 
with,  and  that  it  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tage to  working  tanners  to  have  the  free 
importation  of  foreign  hides.  He  knew 
that  the  answer  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  gave  to  cases  of  this  kind  was, 
that  free  trade  in  com  would  cure  all  tho 


Allix,J.  P. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  6. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
BeU,  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  6. 
Bentinok,  Lord  H. 
Bereaford,  Migor 
Borthwick,  P. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Book,  L.  W. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
BiaraeU,  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Farnham,  £.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Finch,  G. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forman,  T.  S. 
Frewen,  0.  H. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gardner,  J.  D. 
Cordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Hallbrd,  Sir  H. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Heathoote,  Sir  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,.A. 

On  the  Question — 

"  That  *  Hides,  or  pieces  thereof,  tawed,  curried, 
varnished,  japanned,  enamelled,  MuscoTy,  or  Rus- 
sia Hides,  or  pieces  thereof,  tanned,  coloured, 
shaved,  or  otherwise  dressed,  and  Hides,  or  pieces 
thereof,  in  any  way  dressed,  not  otherwise  enu- 
merated,' stand  part  of  the  Resolution — 


Hudson,  G. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jollifib,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
LiddeU,  hon.  H.  T. 
Bdackenzie,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Round,  G.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Ool. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Stanley,  £. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tower,-  C. 
Tumor,  C. 
TyrreU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 
Yorke,  hon.  £.  T. 

TELLERS. 

Miles,  W. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
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disadrantageB  under  which  the  workmen 
might  labour — ^that  the  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  a  great  and  comprehensiye 
measure ;  and  he  doubted  not  that  they 
would  refuse  to  condescend  to  tell  the 
House  why  it  was  that  these  poor  tanners 
were  to  be  exposed  to  this  hard  reverse ; 
still,  he  asked,  and  with  some  curiosity,  on 
what  employment  it  was  that  these  parties 
were  now  to  be  enabled  to  bestow  their 
labour  and  skiU,  in  order  to  gain  an  honest 
livelihood  ? 

Sir  G.  clerk  said,  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  afforded 
a  strong  illustration  of  what  had  been  al- 
ready urged  in  that  House,  that  while  it 
remained  a  matter  of  uncertainty  what 
would  be  the  issue  of  the  Government 
measure,  every  trade  would  be  paralysed. 
The  cheapening  of  leather  must  neces- 
sarily benefit  the  shoemakers  of  this  coun- 
try, and  enable  them  to  compete  success- 
fully with  those  of  France.      What  was 
the  effect  of  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
in  1842?     Why,  the  importation  of  fo- 
reign hides  in   1843  was  585,000  cwt., 
which  was  increased  in  1844  to  637,000 
cwt. ;  and  last  year,  719,000  cwt.      If, 
however,  he  was  told  by  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  price  of  boots  and  shoes  had  not 
been  reduced  by  the  reduction  of  the  duty, 
he  would  have  the  hon.  Member  consider 
what  would  have  been  the  price  of  boots 
and  shoes  and  of  every  other  article  made 
of  leather  if  the  admission  of  foreign  hides 
had  been  resisted  altogether.      The  fact 
was,  that  in  ordinary  times  the  power  of 
consumption  in  this  country  increased  in  a 
more  rapid  ratio  than  the  means  of  supply- 
ing the  demand.     It  was  quite  true  that 
the  price  of  leather  had  not  been  reduced ; 
and  seeing  this  to  be  the  case,  with  the 
reduction  already  made,  was  it  not  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Government,  not  only 
to  protect  the  shoe  trade  of  this  country, 
but  also  to  enable  the  consumer  of  these 
articles  to  obtain  them  at  a  lower  price,  by 
allowing  leather  in  a  dressed  state  to  come 
in  duty  free  ?     Now,  he  did  not  entertain 
any  feelings  of  danger  to  the  tanners  in 
England  bv  the  proposed  reduction.     He 
asked,  with  the  skill  which  this  country 
possessed,  what  was  to  prevent  the  tanners 
from  producing  leather  as  cheap  and  as 
good  as  any  country  in  the  world  ?     This 
country  possessed  peculiar  facilities  for  the 
lanufacture  of  leather  which  no  other 
untry  in  the  world  had.     This  was  an- 
^r  case  in  which,  he  believed,  not  a  sin- 
"^presentation  had  been  m»de  by  per- 


sons connected  with  the  leather  trade 
against  the  proposed  reduction  of  duty. 
Last  year,  when  it  was  proposed  to  take 
the  duty  off  tanned  leather,  the  tanners 
complained  that  the  reduction  would  place 
them  in  a  very  disadvantageous  position, 
in  consequence  of  the  price  of  provisions. 
They  said,  that  if  protection  was  reduced 
upon  com  and  provisions,  they  would  not 
then  be  at  all  afraid  of  competing' with  the 
leather  manufactures  of  any  part  of  the 
world.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
was  convinced  that  the  measures  now  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
meet  with  the  hearty  concurrence  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  last  year  remonstrated 
against  the  reduction  upon  leather.  The 
Government,  at  any  rate,  would  have  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  by  the  reduc- 
tion they  were  enabling  the  poor  man  to 
procure  these  necessary  articles  at  a  more 
moderate  rate  than  he  had  hitherto  done. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
Question  —  Ayes  130;  Noes  74:  Majo- 
rity 56. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Aoknd,  T.  D.  Elphinstone,  H. 

Aglionby,  H.  A,  Escott,  B. 

AUam,  W.  EtwaU,  R. 

Baine,  W.  Ewart,  W. 
Baring,  pt.  hon.  F.  T.       Feilden,  W. 

Bamai^i,  £.  G.  Fergnaon,  Col. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.  Fitiroy,  Lord  C. 

Blewitt,  K.  J.  Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 

Bodkin,  W.  H.  Forster,  M.      i 

Botfield,  B.  Gore,  hon.  B^ 

Bowleg,  Adm.  Cronlbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sb  J, 

Bright,  J.  Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O. 

Brotherton,  J.  Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 

Browne,  hon.  W,  Hall,  Sir  B. 

Bruoe,  Lord  E.  Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Bruges,  W.  H.  L.  Hanmer,  Sir  J. 

Buller,  C.  Hatton,  Capt.  V. 

Buafeild,  W.  Hayter,  W.  G. 

Cardwell,  £.  Heathcoat,  J. 

Carnegie,  hon.  Capt.  Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 

Chapman,  B.  Hill,  Lord  M. 

Chflders,  J.  W.  Hindley,  C. 

Clay,  Sir  W.  Hobhonse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.        Hogg,  J.  W. 

Cochrane,  A.  Hope,  G.  W. 
Cockbum,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G.    Howard,  P.  H. 

Collett,  J.  James,  Sir  W.  0. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Jooelyn,  Visct. 

Dalrymple,  Capt.  KeUy,  Sir  F. 

Dashwood,  G.  H.  KeUy,  J. 

Dennistonn,  J.  Labouohere,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Dickinson,  F.  H.  Langston,  J.  H. 

Dnke,  Sir  J.  La^^rd,  Capt. 

Duncan,  Visot.  Loch,  J. 

Duncan,  G.  Lockluut,  A.  E. 

Duncombe,  T.  Macavlay,  rt.  hen.  T.  B. 

Dundas,  Adm.  M*Carthy,  A. 

Easthope,  Sir  J.  M'G<Miy,  F.  A. 

Ebriogton,  Visct.  McNeill.  D.  ^' 
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MHehell,  T.  A. 
IMMvorth,  Sir  W. 

CBrwn.J. 
Ordy  w. 

Pigei,CoL 
PMl^tt.hoa«Sira. 

I'eiiiMuit,  lion.  CoL 
Philipf,  G.  R. 
Plttiiitidfe,  Ga^. 
Priad.  SirR. 

BawdoD,  CoL 
!UiMel],  Lord  J. 
Etissell,  Lord  £« 

otysMttrt,  Lord 


SuCnAuiy  R.  n* 
SaDtlif  B. 
Si^rth,SirH. 
Sonen^  J.  P. 
SUosfiekl,  W.  R.  C. 
Stoart,  H. 
StniU,E. 
TaftMd.H.W. 
Tbciifer,  Sir  F. 
Thonelj,  T. 
TreUwnf  ,  J.  S. 
Tmcn,  Sir  P.  W. 

TUfBCTf  E* 

Vfllien,  hon.  C. 
ViUim,  Viaet. 
Warbarton«  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wood,  0. 
Wood,  CoL  Ta 
Wortkr*  hoiL  J.  &• 
W/ie,  T. 
Torka,  H.  R. 

tttLltt< 

Tonag,  R» 
CrijppSi  W» 


LUi  of  the  VcfM. 


Aeton,  CoL 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Arkwrighi,  G. 
AftelL  W« 
Batofon;  T. 
Benett,  J, 
Bennett,  P. 
Bentinck,  Loi^  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Bereilordi  Miy. 
Borthwi«k«  P. 
Brooko,  Lord 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Boiler,  Sir  J.  T. 
Clifton,  R.  R. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
ColTile,  C.  R. 
Compion,  II.  C. 

XKirMli,  B. 
DougUt,  Sir  fl. 
PAmhain,  £.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  fi. 
Finoh,  G. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Frewen,  C.  U. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gardner,  J.  D. 
Goooh,  £.  S. 
Goring,  C* 
Granby,  Mart^.  of 
Grogan,  E. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
HalMj.  T.  P. 
Harris,  hon.  C^pt 
Henley,  J«  W. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 


Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hont,  R.  H. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jollifle,  Sir  W.  G.  fi. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  H.  G. 
LiddeU,  hon.  H.  T. 
Manners,  Lord  0.  9. 
MaunseU,  T.  P. 
Mainrell,  hon.  i,  P. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  li. 
Newport,  Vlset. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Rashleigh.  W. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rolleston,  CoL ' 
Soott,  hon.  F. 
Seymer,  II.  K. 
Shaw,  rt.  hOh.  F. 
Sibthorp,  CoL 
Stanley,  E. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Tumor,  C. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
WaUh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Worcester,  Mara,  of 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TBLUtRS. 

Lawson,  A. 
TyrreU,  Sir  J.  T. 

On  the  Question — 

'*  *  That  linen,  ris.,  PUin  lanensafid  Diaper,  whe- 
ther chequered  or  striped  with  Dye  Tarn  or  not, 
and  Manuikiitures  of  Linen,  or  *'  *• —  "liied 
witii  Cotton,  or  with  Wool,  no  *<- 


ormfartnadaiV, 


Mb.  LAW805  stid,  he  r^pretted  beii^ 
obliged  to  rise  m  soon  Agmin,  but  ke  eoidd 
not  dBseharge  bis  dnfj  {attfafidl/  if  be  per* 
mitied  a  i^olntion  to  pass  wbieb  wcrald 
baTB  tiie  effieet  of  injuring  tbe  intefesis  of 
bis  constitaents,  wifliont  reeOTding  hts  op> 
position  against  it.  In  rising  to  do  so,  b« 
felt  boondto  state  diatbe  was  not  actuated 
bj  any  representations  from  the  mastn' 
nuuraiiscturers,  for  as  fiir  as  tber  irare  eon- 
eemed,  be  beliered  tbe  growth  of  home 
flax  rendered  them  able  to  compete  trhh 
ft>re]gners  in  tbe  mannfactnre  of  finen. 
Bnt  while  be  made  ibis  statement,  be 
could  not  forget  Ae  latge  class  of  la- 
bourers trbo  were  emplojed  under  the 
master  manufacturers,  and  who  would  be 
injured  by  any  reduction  in  tbe  price  of 
tbe  manufaetiu^  article.  He  could  not 
disguise  bis  belief  that  tbe  master  manu- 
fiw^turers  could  successfully  compete  with 
the  foreigner;  but  such  competition  could 
only  be  maintained  by  an  immediate  rednc* 
tion  in  the  wages  paid  to  the  labotffer.  He 
did  not  make  this  assertion  on  a  mere  aim- 
position,  but  from  facts  i(^ch  had  actuaUj 
occurred  a  short  time  since.  During  the 
late  recess  adeputSftion  of  poor  men  waited 
upon  him,  who  stated  that  they  and  tiicsr 
families  had  been  thrown  out  oif  work  for 
this  reason,  that  the  master  manufkcturers 
had  promised  them  an  increase  of  10  per 
cent  upon  their  wages,  but  that  they  had 
subsequently  confessed  prices  were  so  low 
they  could  not  tnake  tbe  adrance  they  bad 
been  led  to  hope  they  would  be  Me  to  do. 
Tbe  consequence  was  that  those  poor  men 
left  their  employment  and  had  called  upon 
him  for  a  subscription  to  enable  them  to 
continue  holding  out  against  their  masters. 
The  answer  he  retumdl  to  the  deputation 
was,  that  though  the  masters  had  not  been 
his  political  friends  in  the  borough,  still  he 
could  not  depart  from  a  principle  he  had 
ever  maintained,  namely,  that  be  would 
not  support  Any  class  of  men  against  their 
employers.  He  beliered  he  could  safely  say 
that  what  those  men  had  stated  to  him  was 
strictly  correct,  tijb.,  that  they  expected  an 
increase  of  10  per  cent  upon  Uieir  wages— 
that  they  coula  not  get  it,  and  ^lal  they 
had  quitted  their  employment  in  cons^ 
qnence.  and  were  then  out  of  work.  Instead 
of'  ^tersons  by  a  sobscr**^—* 

in  out  against  ^ 

pi  ^  work  for  tb< 

wi  much  more 


lies 
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Moid  df  relief.  If  the  master  mAimfac- 
tarers  oofild  not  now  paj  fair  And  remu- 
nerating priced,  how  could  they  do  bo  if  a 
furihdr  reduction  of  10  per  cent  should 
take  place}  and  if  the  master  manufac- 
turffifs  could  not  continue  their  competition, 
what  would  hecome  of  tiie  handloom 
weavers  ?  On  the  present  occasion  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  with  manj 
Observatiobsi  as  he  did  not  intend  to  divide 
the  Committee  upon  it^  hut,  at  the  same 
timO)  if  he  had  not  remonstrated  against 
the  Resolution,  he  should  consider  he  had 
not  done  his  duty  to  his  constituents.  It 
was  his  intention  upon  the  present  ocoa^ 
iioUf  and  upon  all  similar  occasions,  to 
gif e  his  vote  in  favour  of  protection  to 
domestic  industrji  and  he  hoped  it  w6uld 
not  h^  considered  disparaging  to  his  eha* 
raeter  if  he  defended  Knaresborough  linen 
against  G^maui  or  any  other  article  of 
native  produce  against  foreign,  ^e  should, 
in  common  with  the  Gentiemen  who  occu- 
pied seats  round  him,  at  least  have  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that,  however  great 
might  be  the  majority  against  them^  they 
had  supported  those  measures  which  they 
considered  were  the  best  for  the  welfare 
and  prosperity  of  the  country. 

Mb.  DUNCAN  said»  that  although  he 
represented  a  manuflAoturing  commtmity, 
comprising  not  less  than  70,000  persons 
who  Were  engaged  in  the  linen  trade,  he 
was  prepared  to  support  the  proposition 
Wught  forward  by  H^  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. He  was  perfectly  convinced  that  he 
was  speaking  the  sentiments  of  the  whole 
of  the  linen  manufacturers  of  Seotiand, 
when  he  declared  that  they  were  anxious 
that  everything  in  the  shape  of  duty  should 
be  taken  off,  and  that  nothing  in  the  sem- 
blance of  protection  should  be  given  to 
their  trade*  Concurring  as  he  did  most 
cordially  in  those  views,  he  should  have 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  now  before  the 
House. 

Question  agreed  to.* 

On  the  6th  Resolution — 

**  That,  from  and  after  the  0th  day  of  A|iril 
1047,  the  Duties  of  Ciutome  now  ps^le  upon 
the  Foreign  Goods  under  mentioned  Bhsll  oeaee 
and  determine,  and  thai  in  lieu  thereof  there  shall 
be  charged  the  following  Duties  on  such  Foreign 
Ckiods  on  their  importation  into  the  United  King- 
dom, ▼ii^— 

Mr.  MITCHELL  then  rose  to  move  hit 
Amendment  upon  the  proposition  affecting 
the  Timber  Duties.     It 


<•  To  leave  out '  1847'  ia  order  to  inMrt  *  1846' 


The  hon.  Member  said,  that  the  proposed  d^ 
lay  in  reducing  the  duties  was  fraught  with 
disadvantage— that  such  stlspensions  Were 
always  injurious  to  all  parties,  and  that  the 
change  ought  to  lake  place  at  once.  He 
contended  that  the  Canadian  timber  in- 
terest would  not  be  injured  by  the  reduc- 
tion of  duties-*-that  wood  from  that  Colony 
wmild  always  have  the  peference  over 
Baltic  timber  in  constructing  articles  fttt* 
domestic  use,  from  its  superior  capabiUties 
for  being  wrought. 

The  Question  was  put  that  1847  stand 
part  of  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  card  well  stated,  that  he  would 
address  his  observations  to  the  last  re* 
marks  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  when 
supporting  his  Motion.  The  effect  of  tak- 
ing the  duty  off  the  article  of  thnher  Would 
be  to  give  the  whole  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumer in  our  own  country,  ^nd  not  to  the 
producer.  To  regulate  the  time  when  any 
reduction  ought  to  be  made  in  such  aU 
article,  would  require  much  judgment  and 
consideration.  He  (Mr.  Cardwell)  thought 
he  could  prove  the  remarks  of  the  honi 
Gentleman  were  calculated  to  teU  against 
him,  rather  than  to  support  his  argument. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  if 
notices  had  been  given  early  in  the  winter, 
large  supplies  of  timber  could  have  been 
brought  into  this  market  from  Prussia  and 
Russia,  which  could  not  be  the  case  now. 
The  House  had  been  called  upon  to  deter- 
mine at  what  period  it  was  to  reduce  the 
dutv  on  timbers  but  he  contended  that, 
both  by  the  first  and  liecond  statement  of 
the  hont  Gentleman,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  called  on  to  negative  the  Amend- 
ment. The  period  at  which  a  reduction 
of  duties  on  timber  was  to  commence,  had 
been  a  matter  of  mature  consideration 
with  the  Government;  and  it  had  been 
agreed  that  the  measure  proposed  was 
that  most  likely  to  prove  beneficial.  That 
measure  he  hoped  the  House  Would  pass. 
There  were  at  all  periods  large  stocks  in 
hand,  and  it  certamly  ought  to  be  an  ob- 
ject of  consideration  to  avoid,  on  the  one 
hand,  injury  to  those  who  had  large  stocks, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  see  that  no  loss 
should  accrue  by  adopting  an  over  indul- 
gent view  of  the  case*  If  the  Amendment 
were  caftied»  it  would  be  deeisive  on  the 
question,  and  practically  the  duties  would 
cease  and  determine.  He  would  only  sub- 
mit that,  on  the  showing  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  on  other  grounds,  the  House 
ought  to  resist  the  Amendment, 

Sat  J*  HAMMBfi  bagged  to  say^  that  a 
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lo&g  time  before  any  change  of  this  kind 
was  in  contemplation,  or  at  least  known 
to  the  public,  he  had,  in  consequence  of  a 
conversation  which  he  had  with  some  of 
his  constituents,  arrived  at  quite  a  con- 
trary oonclusion  from  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitchell).  He  (Sir  J.  Han- 
mer)  concurred  in  the  views  taken  bj  the 
Govenmient,  believing  they  were  based 
upon  a  sound  principle. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  dividing. 

The  Question  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  the  House  do  agree 
with  the  Committee  on  the  said  Reso- 
lution, 

Lord  6.  BENTINCK  said,  that  as  it 
might  not  be  possible  to  finish  the  debate 
on  timber  that  night,  inasmuch  as  it  might 
occupy  six  hours,  it  would,  he  thought,  be 
convenient  for  all  parties  to  adjourn  the 
debate  on  timber  to  Friday  next. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesdaif,  March  18,  1846. 

UimiTii.]     Pinu.10  Bam.— 9*'  Mulhiyt   Marine  Mo- 
tiny. 
S*-  and  paned.     Out-Pcnaianen'  Sunkm  (Cbdaea  and 
Oiacnwidi). 

pBTfTKMra  Pnsanirranb  By  Vliwunt  Kbrington,  ftom  In- 
haUtanCioraiaTMmof  WdlinstOB,  te  Bcttv  Obtarr- 
■ttoe  of  Uia  Lord*!  Day.->FRnn  Citlacna  of  Liroeriok,  tor 
AboUtion  of  Miniiten'  Money  (ItaUnd).— Pram  Inhabit- 
ante  of  ttM  Town  of  Roit»  te  ttia  Total  and  bnmadlate 
Rapaal  of  tlM  Gon  Lam.— By  Captain  PaebalU  fkom 
Jolin  Quailf  M.O.*  toi  the  Liquidation  of  Portufueie 
Claimi. 

FEVER  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
resolying  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  on  the  Fever  (Ireland)  Bill 
being  read, 

vSl.  F.  SCROFE  rose  to  move,  pursu- 
ant to  his  Notice — 

"  That  it  be  an  Inatmction  to  the  Committee, 
that  they  hare  power  to  make  proTision  therein 
that  the  Guardians  of  the  several  Poor  Law 
Unions  in  Ireland  be  required  to  reliere  with  food 
all  suoh  destitute  persons  within  their  Unions  as 
may  be  in  danger  of  perishing  firom  want,  or  from 
disease  the  consequence  of  want." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  that,  in  moving  this 
Instruction,  he  had  no  wish  whatever  to 
obstruct  the  progress  of  a  Bill  which  might 
be,  and  na  doubt  was,  most  desirable  to  be 
passed  in  the  present  critical  conditioa  of 


Ireland;  at  the  aame  time,  the  Hoosa  had 
not  jet  heard  any  statement  firam  the  Go» 
vemment  as  to  the  reasons  why  this  mea^ 
sure  had  not  been  brought  forward  at  « 
much  earlier  period;  and  he  was  anxioiia, 
though  not  an  Irish  Member*  to  addreea  to 
the  House  a  few  obsenraticms,  with  a  iriew 
to  prove,  in  the  first  place,  tiiat  the  BilU 
if  wanted,  ought  to  have  been  introduced 
much  earlier ;  and  aeoondly»  that  beii^ 
introduced,  the  measure  ought  to  have  gone 
a  deal  further  in  its  provisions  than  those 
provisions  at  present  stood.  It  was  neces- 
sary that  in  the  outset  he  should  call  to 
the  recollection  of  the  House  the  nature  of 
the  Foot  Laws  at  present  existing  and  in 
force  in  Ireland.  In  the  year  Io37,  iho 
first  provision  for  the  maintenance  of  iho 
destitute  poor  in  IreUmd  was  made  by  iho 
Legislature;  and  in  that  measure  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  English  Poor  Law  was  copied 
to  a  very  great  extent.  The  same,  or  « 
similar,  organisation  was  established;  the 
country  was  divided  into  Unions;  boards 
of  guardians  were  appointed;  and  a  set 
of  officers,  denominated  wardens^  but  whose 
duties  corresponded  with  those  of  relieving 
officers  in  this  country,  were  established; 
and  lastly,  workhouses,  which  were  now 
nearly  completed,  were  ordered  to  be  built. 
The  distinction  between  the  Irish  and  the 
English  Poor  Law  Acts  consisted  of  two 
points — ^first,  that  by  the  former  there  was 
no  power  to  give  outdoor  relief;  and,  se- 
condly, that  on  the  face  of  the  Act,  it  did 
not  appear  that  indoor  relief  was  compul- 
sory, even  in  case  of  the  most  extreme 
destitution.  It  appeared  that,  in  the 
course  of  the  last  autunm,  the  fisilure  of 
the  potato  crops  in  Ireland,  which  attracted 
so  much  general  attention  and  sympathy^ 
came  under  the  notice  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  and  he  could  not  but  thmk 
that,  considering  the  extensive  organixatioii 
of  the  Poor  Law  Unions  in  Ireland»  it 
would  have  been  a  wise  precaution  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  have  tiirown 
upon  the  local  authorities  in  those  Unions 
the  responsibility  of  providing  for  the  com* 
ing  emergency,  the  Government  itself  su- 
perintending the  efficiency  of  the  prepara- 
tions, and,  at  the  same  time,  informing  the 
local  boards  that,  on  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment— he  thought  the  emergency  would 
have  justified,  calling  it  specially  together 
— ^measures  would  be  brought  forward  for 
the  purpose  of  requiring,  authorizing,  and 
enabling  the  boards  of  guardians  and  the 
local  authorities  to  provide  for  the  neces- 
sary maintenance  of  the   destitute  poor^ 
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whom  tbe  failure  of  the  potato  ci'ops  might 
have  reduced  to  the  extremity  of  distress 
and  suffering.      This,  however,  had  not 
been  done;  and  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try were  ignorant  of  the  steps  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  Government,  with  the 
ezeeption  of  the  fact  that  100,000  quarters 
of  American  oats  had  been  purchased  to 
supply  the  immediate  wants  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Irehind.     He  did  not  wish  to  dis- 
parage this  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
Government;    but   he  must  observe  that 
he  held  to  the  opinion  that  the  first  re- 
source for  the  people  of  Ireland,  which 
should  have  been  looked  to  on  the  failure 
of  the  potato  crops,  should  have  been  the 
oats  which  they  themselves  had  grown  by 
the  side  of  their  potatoes,  and  that  the  bur- 
den should  have  been  thrown  upon  the 
Unions  of  taking  care  that  a  sufficient  stock 
of  those  oats  eiiould  have  been  stored  to 
provide  against  necessity :    and  he  ear- 
nestly hoped  that  the  introduction  which 
had  been  made  of  American  com  into  Ire- 
land woukL  not  lead  to  the  expectation  on 
the  part  of  the  boards  of  guardians,  or  of 
private  individuals,   that  com    grown  in 
their  own  neighbourhood  might  be  safely 
exported,  instead  of  being  reserved  as  a 
stock  sufficient  to  meet  Sie  pressing  de- 
mands of  the  people  for  food.     He  made 
this  observation,  because  he  had  seen  with 
great  alarm  the  enormous  extent  to  which 
the  exportation  of  oats  from  Ireland  had 
taken  place  since  the  last  harvest,  and  the 
failure  of  the  potato  crops.     From  retums 
made  up  to  the  5th  February  last,  he 
found  that  the  imports  into  England  from 
Ireland,  since  the  last  harvest,  amounted 
to  about  258,000  quarters  of  wheat,  to 
701,000  cwt.  of  flour,  besides  barley— in- 
deed  the  amount  of    imports  of   wheat 
and  barley  was  in  value  something  like 
1,000,0002.     In  addition,  there  appeared 
to  have  been  imported  from  Ireland  about 
1,000,000  quarters  of  oats  and  oatmeal,  all 
since  the  failure  of  the  potato  crops;  and 
though  the  retums  from  which  he  derived 
this  information  only  reached  to  the  Sth 
Febraary,  the  same  thing  had  been  going 
on  for  the  last  six  weeks  in  the  same  extra- 
ordinary ratio ;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped 
that  amongst  the  means  provided  by  the 
Government  to  meet  the  impending  crisis, 
there  had  been  directions  given  for  storing 
a  sufficient  stock  of  the  produce  of  the 
bountiful  harvest  of  oats  which  had  been 
sent  by  Providence,  as  though  expressly  to 
meet  the  fulure  of  the  crops  of  potatoes, 
"be  Goverimienthadt  however,  undertaken 


the  responsibility — and  he  gave  them  ftdi 
credit  for  the  ample  manner  in  which  th«t 
responsibility  had  been  admitted — of  seemg 
that  no  individual  should  be  allowed  to 
starve  in  Ireland  for  want  of  food;  but  he 
stiU  thought  it  would  have  been  much  bet- 
ter to  have  left  the  responsibility  upon  the 
local  authorities.     The  House  haa  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  that  he  placed  great  reli- 
ance on  the  voluntary  assistance  of  the 
landed  proprietors.     He  owned  that  to  him 
the  dependence  to  be  there  placed  appear- 
ed of  a  very  brittle  and  frail  character. 
In  some  districts,  probsbly,  assistance  would 
be  afforded;  but  he  knew  that,  in  others, 
the  landowners    would    receive  the    full 
amount  of  their  rents,  which  they  would 
carry  into  foreign  lands,  and  not  return  a 
single  farthing  towards  the  relief  and  main- 
tenance of  their  suffering  tenantry.     How, 
then,   was  such  a  state   of  things  to  be 
met,   but  by  making  their  contributionB 
compulsory  ?  It  was  so,  not  only  in  Eng- 
land, but,  he  believed,  in  almost  every  part 
of  North  Europe.      Circumstances  were 
occurring  at  the  present  moment  in  Ireland 
which  clearly  showed  that  reliance  could 
not   be   placed  upon  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  alluded  on  a 
former  occasion.     Could  it  be  denied  that 
accounts  were  daily  reaching  this  country 
that  in  Ireland,  even  at  this  period  of  im- 
pending famine,  the  eviction  of  the  tenantry 
was  going  on  ?   That  so  far  from  the  poor 
being  supported  during  the  existing  emer- 
gency by  their  landlords,  their  dwellings 
had  been  levelled  with  the  ground,  and 
they  themselves  driven  to  swell  the  daily 
increasing  masses  of  destitution  and  misery 
which  crowd  the  towns  of  Ireland  ?     That 
very  morning  he  had  seen  a  statement  of  a 
most  harrowing  description.     It  came  from 
Roscommon,  and  asserted  "that,  to  add 
to  the  misery  of  the  wretched  peasantry, 
day  after  day  we  hear  of  hundreds  of  fami- 
lies being  turned  out  of  their  homes.     Yes- 
terday one  lady  dispossessed  447  wretched 
beings;   one  poor  woman  with  a  child  in 
her  arms  had  not  time  to  make  her  escape 
from  the  cabin  which  was  being  pulled 
down,  and  a  piece  of  timber  falling  upon 
her  kiUed  the  infant  in  her  arms."*     Up- 
wards of  2,000  human  beings  had  been 

*  It  is  proper  to  notice  that  the  passage  in  the 
text  was  correctly  quoted  by  Mr.  Scrope  from  the 
Hoscommon  Journai;  but  the  cirotunstances  of 
a  child  haring  been  killed  in  the  anus  of  its  m^ 
ther  was  ■Aerwardi  oontradiotecl* 
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turnM  out  hy  the  sADie  ladj  And  her  bas- 
bftnd  within  the  last  few  jean.  Now  he 
(Mr.  P.  Scrope)  asked  if  this  was  not  a 
eas6  which  justified  the  introduction  of  the 
compulsory  principle  for  which  he  con- 
tended? From  another  account  he  found 
that,  "  in  MuUingar,  nineteen  families  had 
heen  ejected;*'  and  at  Kilhnallock,  in  the 
eountj  of  Limerick,  forty  families  had 
ithared  a  similar  fate,  and  prayers  had  been 
offered  up  in  the  chapels  to  "giye  them 
patience  under  their  sufferings."  [Sir  J. 
Qraham  :  Where  do  you  find  these  state- 
ments ?]  Perhaps  they  were  exaggerated; 
and  he  admitted  that  he  had  only  newspaper 
authority  for  them;  but  could  it  be  denied 
that  erictions  in  Ireland  were  still  going  on, 
or  that  the  clearance  system — ^well  au- 
thenticated in  the  blue  books  of  Parlia- 
mentary Committees,  and  which  he  wished 
«n  endeavotir  to  be  made  to  stop  it — ^was 
one  which  had  been  going  on  for  years  in 
Ireland  ?  He  repeated  that  the  contribu- 
tions of  the  landed  proprietors  ought  to 
be  compulsory.  It  was  said  that  since 
the  establishment  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
no  necessity  for  change  eidsted.  That 
might  be  the  case  if  the  boards  of 
guardians  were  compelled  by  law  to 
Maintain  their  poor;  but  so  far  from  that 
being  the  practice,  he  was  afraid  that 
the  refusal  to  admit  to  indoor  relief  yery 
frequently  was  maintained  until  the  rery 
large  stage  of  destitution  had  arrived.  In 
oorroboration  of  this  assertion,  he  would 

Juote  a  case  Well  known  to  some  hon. 
[embers,  from  the  Report  of  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  the  year 
1845.  It  was  the  case  of  David  Broad- 
ley,  of  Carrick-upon- Shannon,  who,  after 
repeated  applications  for  and  refusals  of 
relief,  About  the  middle  of  the  preceding 
month  of  December  ended  his  days  on  the 
high  road,  where  his  body  was  left  the 
whole  of  the  next  day  (Sunday)  ts  a  spec- 
tacle to  the  people  passing  to  and  return- 
ing from  church.  The  board  of  guardians 
of  the  Carrick-on-8hannoti  Union  had  been 
very  properly  reprimanded  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners;  but  he  asked  what 
security  existed  that  similar  circumstances 
might  not  again  octut  under  the  pressure 
of  the  crisis  which  was  now  fast  approach- 
ing— ^what  security  was  there  that  similar 
harrowing  oases  of  abnolute  death  from 
want  might  not  be  multiplied?  Besides, 
even  supposing  the  boards  of  guardians 
were  to  take  into  the  workhouses  all  who 
were  in  m  destitatd  condition^  why  the 
workhouses   would  be   soon   ooiupletely 


filled,  and  what  resource  would  tll«re  be  in 
the  event  of  that  emergency  oecfanhngt 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Seerolttry  for 
the  Home  Depattment  had  steled  tluti 
means  would  be  employed  to  pttt  the  popu- 
lation to  work.  In  the  propriety  of  the 
adoption  of  that  resource  he  entirely  egiued. 
He  saw  some  value  in  the  measures  ti^«h 
had  Already  been  passed  during  the  pf»> 
sent  Session  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
effect  to  that  proposition;  bnt  he  woitld 
suggest  that  a  Bill  for  the  reelamMioii  of 
waste  lands  might  well  be  added  to  thooe 
which  had  already  received  the  sanctton  of 
the  Legislature  with  respect  to  fisborieA 
and  drainage.  The  waste  lands^  both  bogs 
and  mountains,  would,  he  thoughti  afford 
means  of  employment,  with  a  small  outlay, 
to  a  considerable  advantage.  Stfll  theee 
measures  only  referred  to  &e  relief  of  the 
able-bodied  poor,  while  it  oonid  not  be  iat^ 
gotten  that  in  Ireland  tiiere  was  an  einor^ 
mous  class  of  the  population  whieh  waa  tak- 
able  to  work  for  their  own  maintenanee. 
How  was  it  proposed  to  relieve  that  daae* 
whieh  comprised  the  aged,  the  sick,  crip- 
ples, widows  and  orphan^,  and  all  those 
who  came  within  the  designation  of  impo- 
tent poor — ^a  class  which  numbered  hun- 
dreds of  thousands.  The  workhouses  in 
Ireland,  130  innuniber,  would,  he  believed, 
only  afford  accommodation  to  about  90,000 
persons;  and  what  was  to  be  done,  suppos- 
mg  that  number  was  doubled  or  trebled  f 
Why,  then  it  Would  be  obligatory  to  afford 
them  outdoor  relief.  Henoe  it  was  dmi 
he  contended  it  would  be  both  wise  and 
prudent  for  the  Government  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  organised  local  authoritiee, 
and  to  make  it  compulsory  upon  them  to 
take  measures  for  that  purpcme,  and  thus 
satisfy  the  tninds  of  the  people  thai  re*> 
lief  would  be  afforded  to  them  out  of  funds 
taken  primarily  out  of  Ireland's  own  re- 
sources. He  knew  that  the  Irish  proprie- 
tors, in  alluding  to  the  principle  of  out- 
door relief,  spoke  of  confiscation.  They 
ought  not  to  make  use  of  such  a  strong  ex- 
pression, or  they  must  expect  even  stronger 
terms  being  applied  to  themselves.  Bnt 
what  did  the  poor  rate  in  Ireland  at  nteseftt 
amount  to?  Why,nottoinorethanda.or6<f. 
in  the  pound;  while  in  England  the  rate  waA 
2$,  in  the  pound  on  the  aggregate  value  of 
the  land.  He  was  reminded  that  in  one 
district  of  Ireland  the  rate  amounted  to 
I5d,  in  the  pound;  but  what  was  that  com- 
pared with  the  amount  levied  in  England 
where  it  was  known  that  poor  rates  had  at 
times  amounted  to  10«<y  12#.|  10f.»  and 


iiri 


{MUkI) 


{tfAA6ft  18}      ^«««f<  {ifOiM)  BOL     nn 


6tefi  to  1^9.  in  the  pound.  Stich  Wm  ike 
fitate  of  things  which  hftd  been  seen  in 
England  in  times  of  eitreme  destitution 
and  starratioUi  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Bouse,  he  repeated  that 
the  first  requisition  ought  to  b&  upon  the 
local  authorities,  who  were  competent  to 
yaisetoids  by  an  equal  rate  on  all  pro* 
pefty,  becailse  the  voluntary  tAie  which 
was  expect^  would  only  be  contributed  by 
the  benCTolent,  while  tho  hardhearted  ab- 
sentee, who  was  unwilling  to  subscribe 
irould  get  off  **  scot  free,  although  pro- 
bably he  possessed  more  wealth  than  thos^ 
upon  whom  he  lefb  the  burden.  I'he  right 
Hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Oorem- 
ment  spoke  on  this  matter  the  other  day, 
AS  though  it  was  desirable  to  maintain  se- 
crecy and  mystery.  Now  he  could  not  un- 
d^tstand  why  there  should  be  any  mystery 
Of  secrecy  about  the  matter.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  etery  Irishman  ought  to  be  in- 
ibrmed  that  he  Was  not  in  danger  of  abso- 
lute starvation,  and  that  his  fears  as  to  a 
famine  ought  to  be  appeased.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  a  sound  Poor  Law,  securing 
the  maintenance  of  the  destitute,  would 
afford  ihe  best  means  of  putting  down 
those  outrages  which  Were  about  to  be 
coerced  by  some  strong  and  unconstitu- 
tional measure.  Let  proTision  be  made 
that  men  shall  not  be  allowed  to  die  in 
ditches  fof  want — show  some  respect  for 
the  Ures  of  the  poorer  classes,  and  that 
would  teAch  them  to  respect  the  lives  of 
others.  Ho  did  not  ask  fof  a  permanent 
measure  of  compulsory  relief,  but  for  a 
measure  to  meet  the  emergency,  and 
which  would  compel  the  local  authorities  to 

!)rotide  fhnds  out  of  the  resources  of  Ire- 
and,  which  were  amply  sufficient  for  that 
pul^ose.  On  the  whole,  he  felt  that  the 
amount  required  was  not  such  as  the 
landed  proprietors  of  Ireland  ought  to  hesi- 
tate to  contribute,  in  order  to  avert  the 
hotrofs  of  want  and  starvation  on  the  land 
which  they  possessed. 

Mb.  S.  CRAWFORD  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion.    He  diddahned  any  wish  to  throw 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  measures  pro- 
posed by  Her  Mi^esty's  Government ;  but 
ne  thought  it  the  duty  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
unconnected  with  the  Government  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  measures 
which  in  their  Judgment  the  present  emer- 
gency required.      The  Government  had 
stated  that  they  took  upon  themselves  the 
^onsibility  of  providing  food  for  the 
Die  of  Ireland.    He  gave  the  Govem- 
^  tttiidt  for  BO  doing ;  hut  {he  measures 


they  had  hithdrto  taken  had  not  provad 
adequate  to  meet  the  emergency;  some 
other  measuresi  therefore*  were  neeessary 
to  be  ad(mtad.  Reports  of  Commissioners 
and  of  Committees  appointed  Under  dif- 
ferent Governments,  had  recommended  the 
adoption  of  several  measures,  nohe  of  which 
had  hitherto  been  brought  forwards  If  the 
reeommendatlons  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
mission and  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
Commission  had  been  attended  to,  it  was 
his  opinion  that  none  of  those  evils  which 
now  existed,  would  have  occurred.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (8ir  R.  Peel)  had 
said,  that  in  the  measures  the  Government 
intended  to  take,  it  wotLld  be  impossible  for 
him  to  sucoeed  without  the  assistance  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  on  whose  volun>- 
tary  co-operation  he  mainly  relied.  With^ 
out  wishing  to  speak  karshlv  of  the  Irish 
landlordsi  he  must  observe  that  on  former 
occasions  they  had  generally  fkuled  in  the 
discharge  of  that  duty  which  the  Govern- 
ment was  desirous  to  enforce  upon  them. 
Many,  no  doubt,  did  perform  their  duty ; 
but  many,  as  unquestionably,  neglected  to 
do  so*  Some  compulsory  measure,  there- 
fore, was  required.  But  the  landlords 
should  be  encouraged  to  engage  actively  in 
affording  assistance  at  a  period  of  unusual 
distress.  Several  measures  calculated  to 
give  this  encouragement  had  for  many 
years  been  suggested.  One,  which  had 
recently  been  partially  acted  upon,  was, 
to  empower  the  tenant  for  life  to  charge 
the  inheritance  with  a  portion,  at  least,  of 
any  outlay  by  him  which  tended  to  the 
peimanent  improvement  of  the  estate. 
There  was  a  recommendation  contained  lii 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners'  Report,  that 
the  local  authorities  should  be  empowered 
to  enforce  the  improvement  of  waste  lands, 
and  of  locating  individuals  and  families  on 
those  lands.  This  Would  be  an  achieve^ 
ment  of  the  greatest  value.  But  the  r^ 
commendation  had  beeome  a  mere  dead 
letter.  It  was  hard  that  the  landlords 
should  be  blamed  when  the  Government 
failed  to  perform  their  duty.  Theni  with 
respect  to  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  Com- 
mission !  the  Report  of  that  Commission 
had  now  been  presented  for  nearly  two 
years ;  but  no  positive  statement  had  been 
made  by  the  Government  as  to  how  many 
of  the  reoommendations  of  that  Commission 
they  intended  to  adopt.  It  was  true,  they 
had  introduced  a  Drainage  Bill ;  but  im- 
provement by  drainage  was  applicable  only 
to  a  certain  description  of  land.  What  he 
widied  to  see  was  h  gmetii,  measure  for 
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the  general  improrement  of  Ireland.  The 
Bill  now  hefore  the  Hooae  provided  only 
for  one  description  of  disease — namelj^ 
fever.  It  made  no  provision  for  those 
various  diseases  which  were  mentioned  in 
the  Reports  received,  as  now  afflicting  the 
people  of  Irelimd.  [Sir  J.  Gbahak:  That 
can  he  amended  in  Committee.]  Another 
eril  under  which  Ireland  suffered,  was  the 
displacement  of  persons  from  their  holdings. 
Some  provision  should  he  made  for  the  re- 
lief of  those  indiriduals  who  were  dispos- 
sessed of  their  land.  It  was  to  meet  thii^ 
evil  that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  re- 
commended that  the  local  guardians  should 
have  the  power  to  locate  individuals  upon 
unreclaimed  lands,  making  the  landlords 
chargeable  for  a  proportionate  part  of  the 
expense  of  doing  so.  It  was  neoessary 
that  Government  should  make  a  bold  stand 
upon  this  subject ;  and  not  adhere  so  te- 
naciously to  the  abstract  rights  of  the 
landlords.  They  should  make  such  a  dis- 
posal of  the  waste  land  as  the  interest  of 
the  State  required.  Government  often  felt 
the  necessity  of  interfering  with  the  political 
rights  of  the  people:  they  were  now  acting 
upon  that  feeling ;  and  he  would  not  deny 
that  the  necessity  existed ;  and  in  like 
manner  the  civil  rights  of  individuals  should 
be  made  to  give  way  to  the  public  good. 
Unless  some  means  were  provided  for  giv- 
ing food  to  the  poor  through  the  medium 
of  the  Poor  Law  establishments,  no  suffi- 
cient relief  could  be  rendered  to  meet  the 
present  exigency.  It  might  be  said  that 
this  would  impose  a  heavy  tax  upon  the 
poorer  sort  of  ratepayers.  But  the  answer 
to  that  was,  that  the  poorer  sort  of  persons 
were  already  relieved  from  the  payment  of 
poors'  rates.  Tenants  in  towns,  under  4{., 
were  exonerated  from  that  tax.  The 
Government  ought  to  throw  the  burden 
directly  upon  the  landlord,  and  the  rich 
tradesmen,  and  farmers.  Instances  of 
death  had  been  known  to  ensue  from  the 
guardians  having  refused  to  make  an  as- 
sessment for  the  relief  of  outdoor  paupers. 
The  guardians  ought  to  be  made  responsi- 
ble in  aU  cases  where  death  ensued  from 
starvation.  A  law  which  fell  short  of  im- 
posing this  responsibility,  instead  of  being 
a  law  for  the  protection  of  the  poor,  de- 
served to  be  designated  an  inhuman  law. 

SiB  J.  GRAHAM :  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  I  feel,  and  constantly  have 
felt,  the  high  responsibility  and  great  dis- 
advantage under  which  I  labour,  in  dealing 
with  questions  of  such  immense  importance, 
and  so  deeply  affecting  the  well-being  of 


the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  Ireknd«  ia 
the  absence  of  those  of  my  Colleagues  who 
are  more  immediately  connected  with  the 
Irish  Government,  and,  tlierefbre,  ne- 
cessarily possessing  that  local  infonn- 
ation,  of  which  I  am  to  a  conaideraUe 
degree  ignorant.  At  the  same  time  I  sm 
anxious  to  state  plainly  to  the  House  the 
opinion  which  I  entertain  with  reference  to 
the  important  questions  which  incidentallj, 
and,  because  incidentally,  unfortunately, 
have  been  brought  under  discussion,  on  a 
Motion  for  giving  an  instruction  to  a 
Committee  upon  a  comparatiTdy  veiy 
limited  Motion.  I  believe  it  is  barely 
within  the  rules  of  the  House  that  such  an 
instruction  should  be  moved  with  reference 
to  a  measure  of  this  description.  This  fiill 
is  applicable  to  a  limited  pmod,  and— al- 
though for  an  important  and  pressing, 
stiU----for  a  temporary  object;  I  mean  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  means  of  affording 
relief  in  cases  of  fever  in  Ireland,  arising 
from  the  calamity  which  now  threatens 
that  country.  The  instructions  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Scrope)  raises  the 
whole  question  of  relief  to  the  able-bodied 
at  their  own  homes.  [Oppositiok:  S09 
no !  1     Yes  they  do. 

Mr.  p.  scrope  begged  to  explain 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  misimder- 
stood  him.  If  the  precise  worda  of  his 
proposal  did  not  fuUy  express  his  (Mr. 
P.  Scrope 's)  meaning,  he  thought  that  the 
speech  he  had  ad<&essed  to  the  Hoom 
must  have  done  so.  He  never  contem- 
plated  giving  relief  to  the  able-bodied  idle, 
though  destitute,  poor.  All  he  wished  to 
be  done  for  them  was,  that  they  should  be 
provided  with  work.  He  was  quite  willing 
to  alter  his  Motion  to  that  effect. 

Sib  J.  GRAHAM  :  This  shows  the  im- 
mense disadvantage  which  results  from  a 
practical  departure  from  the  rules  of  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
existing  Poor  Law,  in  Ireland,  then  he  would 
have  adopted  exactly  the  proper  course  for 
attaining  his  object,  and  we  should  have 
known  what  he  aimed  at.  But  owing  to  a 
departure  from  the  rules  of  the  Hou^> 
what  has  occurred  ?  Why,  the  very  tot 
objection  that  I  make  against  the  Motion, 
calls  up  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  says  that 
he  is  perfectly  willing  to  alter  the  terms  of 
his  instruction.  I  am  willing  to  take  the 
alternative  which  he  has  suggested,  and  to 
point  out  the  difficulties  arising  from  them 
as  so  amended.  But  it  is  not  a  mere 
question  of  the  Poor  Law  that  is  now  under 
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conuderatioii.  The  hon.  Member  who  ee- 
conded  the  Motion  has  raised  another  ques- 
tion of  the  highest  importance,  but  having 
no  possible  connexion  with  the  very  limited 
measure  now  before  the  House,  namely, 
the  question  affecting  the  relation  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Ireland.  And  this,  too, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  done  in  the  face 
of  a  notice  which  has  been  given  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  (Lord  J.  Russell),  who  has  an- 
nounced his  intention,  affcer  Easter,  of 
bringing  imder  the  consideration  of  the 
House  the  general  condition  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  It  is  impossible  to  dissemble — 
it  would  be  most  unwise  to  attempt  to  dis- 
semble— ^that  these  two  questions — ^the  re- 
lief of  the  destitute  poor  of  Ireland,  and 
the  relation  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
are  the  two  questions  which  lie  at  the  root 
of  all  the  ^fSculties  of  governing  that 
country  with  a  view  to  the  happiness 
and  social  welfare  of  the  people.  I  say, 
again,  I  think  it  most  unforttmate,  espe- 
ciaUy  in  the  present  state  of  the  House, 
and  incidentally,  that  two  such  important 
questions  should  be  discussed.  I  cannot, 
however,  refrain  from  making  a  few  short 
comments  upon  some  of  the  observations 
which  have  been  made  by  the  two  hon. 
Gentlemen,  the  mover  and  seconder  of 
this  instruction.  The  hon.  Mover  first 
complained  that  measures  for  the  relief  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  not  been  brought 
forward  at  a  much  earlier  period.  He 
stated,  that  it  would  have  been  a  great 
advantage  if  Parliament  had  assembled 
sooner,  that  the  general  state  of  Ireland 
might  have  been  taken  into  consideration 
at  an  earlier  period.  Now,  the  House  and 
country  are  well  aware  of  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances imder  which  these  measures 
were  introduced.  My  right  hon.*  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  sought  to 
impress  upon  his  Colleagues,  early  in  No- 
vember, the  necessity  of  adopting,  as  a 
Government,  certain  measures,  which  he 
and  a  portion  of  his  CoUeagues  were  de- 
sirous should  be  brought  under  the  notice 
of  Parliament,  even  in  the  course  of  that 
month.  I  will  not  refer  to  the  transactions 
of  that  month,  further  than  to  say,  that 
the  Government  over  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  presided,  after  long  discussions,  in 
which  there  prevailed  differences  of  opinion, 
was  dissolved.  Efforts  were  then  made  to 
form  another  Administration.  The  arrange- 
lents  consequent  upon  so  difficult  an  im- 
rtaking  occupied  a  considerable  time  ; 
\  &nmj,  the  effort  was  abandoned,  and 


the  present  Government  did  not  resume  its 
responsibility  until  the  middle  of  Decem* 
ber.  The  Government  then,  as  recon- 
structed, had  to  consider  the  measures 
which  it  would  be  proper  to  introduce  re- 
lating to  Ireland.  It  would  have  been 
most  unwise  to  have  met  Pariiament  until 
they  had  arranged  those  measures  which 
they  intended  to  ask  Parliament  to  adopt. 
So  much,  then,  upon  the  subject  of  delay. 
I  hope,  under  all  the  circumstances,  that 
the  delay  does  not  remain  unexplained,  and 
that  the  explanation  will  be  considered 
satisfactory  by  this  House.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  labours  under  some  misap- 
prehension, if  he  supposes  that  there  ex- 
ists no  provision  by  the  present  law  for  the 
relief  of  poor  persons  suffering  from  dis- 
ease in  Ireland.  There  are  no  less  than 
four  provisions,  as  the  law  now  stands,  for 
cases  of  feven  The  first  provides  that  the 
party  should  be  taken  into  the  workhouse. 
Now,  I  think  that  a  most  dangerous  pro- 
vision to  act  upon  in  cases  of  epidemic 
fever ;  as  it  would  be  bringing  the  disease 
into  immediate  contact  with  the  poor  in* 
mates  who  were  in  health.  The  next  pro- 
vision is,  that  the  sick  may  be  removed 
fr09i  their  home  to  the  hospital.  But  in 
many  instances  those  hospitals  are  twenty 
and  thirty  miles  distant ;  and  if  the  fever 
assumed  the  form  of  an  epidemic,  this  pro- 
vision must  be  considered  to  be  a  very  im- 
perfect one.  Then,  the  third  provision  is, 
that  which  enables  the  guardians  of  Unions 
to  erect  fever  hospitals  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  workhouse.  This  I  consider  an  ad- 
mirable provision;  and,  out  of  130  Unions 
in  Ireland,  nearly  eighty  have  acted  upon 
it.  The  fourth  provision  of  the  existing 
law  is  that  wluch  gives  a  power  to 
the  guardians  to  hire  private  houses  for 
cases  of  fever  where  no  hospital  exists. 
Such  is  the  present  law ;  and  I  certainly 
did  think  it  expedient  that  an  interval 
of  time  should  be  given  to  the  boards  of 
guardians  to  consider  these  provisions,  in 
order  that  I  might  ascei*tain  to  what  ex- 
tent they  were  disposed  to  act  upon  them. 
Generally  speaking,  I  have  no  reason  to 
complain  of  their  intentions.  But  within 
the  last  week  the  Government  has  received 
from  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  a  represen- 
tation that  there  is  reason  to  apprehend 
the  spread  of  fever  in  that  country,  which 
will  require  an  extension  of  means  on  tho 
part  of  the  Government  to  arrest  its  pro* 
gross.  I  am  afraid,  under  the  ciroum* 
stances  of  the  present  scarcity  of  food,  or 
of  the  unwholesome  nature  of  the  food  o£ 
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tka  Mople,  ibat  ths  iipiH*«h«iiii(mi  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  are  well  grounded;  and 
that  an  extension  of  the  power  to  provide 
relief,  in  casei  of  fever,  is  expedient.  This 
Bill  haa,  therefore,  emanated  from  the  re< 
Qommendatiou  of  the  Executive  of  Irekud. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  oomplained  that 
I  have  not  stated  to  the  House  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill*  I  think  the  provisions 
lie  in  a  very  narrow  compass,  and  are  per- 
fectly intelUgihle,  The  burden  of  expense 
which  will  arise  hy  the  adoption  of  means 
to  check  the  spread  of  fever  which  is  anti- 
cipated will  be  divided,  under  the  circum- 
stances, between  the  public  generally  and 
the  rat^ayers.  The  public  will  pay  for 
the  extrar>medioal  attendance  i  and  power 
will  be  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on 
the  representation  of  the  Central  Medical 
Board  in  Dublin,  to  require  the  guardians 
of  the  Unions — ^if  there  should  be  any  uu- 
willingness  on  their  part  to  act  spontane- 
ously— ^to  adopt  measures  of  precaution, 
either  by  erecting  temporary  hospitals,  or 
by  hiring  buildings  within  their  Unions, 
wherein  fever  patients  may  be  received; 
and  where  they  shall  obtain  the  benefit  of 
medical  attendance,  and  all  those  medical 
appliances  which  their  unhappy  condition 
may  require.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  in  his  opinion  there  are  various 
precautions  which  ought  to  hare  been 
adopted,  but  which  have  been  neglected  by 
the  Government.  In  the  first  place,  I  un- 
derstood him  to  eomplain  that  the  export 
of  com  from  Ireland  has  not  been  checked 
or  prohibited. 

Mb.  p.  SCROPI;  :  No ;  that  is  not  what 
I  said.  I  expressed  a  hope  that  Govern- 
ment had  taken  care  that  a  sufficient  stock 
of  com  should  be  reserved  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood where  the  distress  prevailed. 

Sw  J,  GRAHAM  :  How  could  the  Go- 
vernment cheok  the  diminution  of  com  in 
Ireland,  unless  they  prohibited  the  expor- 
tation of  com?  [Mr.  P.  Scbops:  The 
Unions  might  have  a  stock  in  hand,]  I 
must  repeal  that  it  would  be  very  con- 
venient to  the  House  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  put  in  the  shape  of  a  Bill,  or  of  Re- 
solutions, such  measures  as  he  thinks  the 
present  emergency  requires.  I  should 
most  willingly  receive  the  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  treat  them  with 
great  respect ;  but  if  any  check  in  the  pre- 
sent impoverished  state  of  Ireland  were  to 
be  imposed  upon  the  exportation  of  the 
only  artiele  which  Ireland  has  for  sale, 
I  am  greatly  mistaken  if  all  the  evils 
of  that  unhappy  couniiy  would 


^vated  tenfold.  Althevgh  I  am  ahpua 
disposed  to  treat  the  suggestions  of  tna 
hon.  Gentleman,  especially  on  economical 
subjects,  with  the  greatest  respect,  yet  I 
certainly  am  astonished  that  any  proposition 
to  check  the  exportation  of  com  fiom  Ii«- 
land  should  have  emauated  from  such 
authority.  [Mr.  P.  Sorops  :  I  never 
anything  of  the  kind.]  Then  I  have  the 
misfortime  of  having  misunderstood  tfa» 
hon.  Gentieman. 

Ma.  P.  SGROPE :  I  beg  again  to  ex- 
plain.  I  said  that  under  the  oirounstanoea 
which  had  occurred  in  Ireland,  I  thought 
it  would  have  been  desirable  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  instrueted  the  local  an* 
thorities  to  make  preparations  for  coming 
events ;  and  that  one  of  those  preparationa 
would  have  been  the  laying  out  oi  a  sum  of 
money  in  the  purchasing  of  a  sufficient 
stock  of  oats  and  other  com,  to  pmvida 
food  for  the  destitute  poor ;  but  I  did  not 
suggest  that  the  Government  should  hav« 
passed  any  measure  to  check  the  exporta* 
tion  of  com  f^om  that  country. 

Sin  J,  GRAHAM  said,  that  was  eouivn* 
lent  to  a  recommendation  that  there  snonld 
be  a  purchase  of  oats,  a  forced  purchase  of 
oats.  But  how  was  such  a  purchase  to  b« 
effected?  Was  it  to  be  done  W  Govern* 
ment,  or  out  of  the  poor  rates  ?  Either  pro* 
position  would  have  had  the  effoot — *  moal 
bjurious  one— of  suddenly  increasing  the 
demand  for  the  article,  and  greatiy  en^ 
hancing  the  price ;  and  not  only  enhancing 
the  price  of  the  food  thus  bought  for  die 
purposes  of  charity,  but  equally  raising  tho 

frice  to  be  paid  by  those  poor  persons  in 
reland,  who  were  just  able  to  subsist  upon 
oatmeal,  instead  of  potatoes.  It  would  also 
have  had  the  effect  of  enhancing  the  prico 
of  the  article  in  all  the  markets  of  thia 
country,  where  it  was  in  general  usei 
and  I  was  about  to  say,  if  a  reference  to 
another  debate  were  not  irregular,  thai 
we  should  see  as  the  effect  of  the  mainte* 
nance  of  tiie  Com  Laws  an  artificiallj 
enhanced  price  of  wheat  throughout  iho 
United  Kingdom,  and  at  the  same  timov 
if  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentieman  bo 
agreed  to,  an  enhanced  price  of  oata 
also  created  by  purchases  on  the  public 
account.  A  more  dangerous  proposition 
it  would  be  scarcely  possible  to  subinii 
to  the  House,  being  second  only  in 
danger  to  the  first  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentieman,  which  he  now  disclaims.  Tho 
hon.  Gentleman  rests  this  extraordinary 
recomm     *  -^wo  grounds.  Firal,llio 
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X^i  bere  let  pe  say,  it  is  mueh  to  ]>% 
lu>ped  and  desired  that  the  landlords  will 
exercise  more  than  usual  forbearance 
towards  tbeir  tenantry  during  the  period 
of  oalamity  which  now  threatens  them ; 
and  I  am  disposed  to  entertain  a  confident 
belief  that  such  will  be  the  case.  The  hout 
Qentlemim  denies  that  this  has  as  yet  been 
the  case  ;  he  asserts  that  ejectments  on  a 
large  scale  are  stiU  occurring,  On  being 
asked  for  proof  of  the  fact,  he  alludes  to  a 
paragraph  in  a  Rosconmion  paper  which 
he  has  read,  copied  in  the  London  papers 
of  this  morning;  and  when  pressed  for 
further  proof,  he  deduces  the  statements  of 
other  papers.  The  second  ground  on  which 
he  argues  the  recommendation,  is  the  recur- 
rence of  a  refusal,  on  the  part  of  the  boards 
of  guardians,  to  grant  relief,  I  myself  have 
not  heard  that>  in  the  present  unfortunate 
circumstances,  there  has  been  any  disposi- 
tion in  the  boards  of  guardians  in  Ireland 
to  proportion  their  aid  to  the  increased 
wants  of  the  conmiunity.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  brought  forward  a  single  instance 
to  the  contrary,  and  that  instance  is  re- 
corded in  the  report  of  the  board  of  guar- 
dians two  years  ago  i  but  it  was  such  a  de- 
parture from  the  usual  practice,  that  it  met 
with  the  disapprobation  of  the  Commission- 
ers, when  it  was  e^^pressed  in  so  decided  a 
manner,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
refuse  to  applaud  their  conduct,  With  re- 
spect to  the  asserted  deficiency  of  the  mea- 
sures with  which  GoTemment  proposes  to 
remedy  the  wide-spread  evil,  I  have 
stated  to  the  House  that  the  sum  of 
money  already  voted,  or  undertaken  to  be 
voted)  by  the  Government,  subject  to 
the  sanction  of  the  House,  to  accom- 
plish that  object,  amounts  to  very  nearly 
500,0001.  That  is  to  be  applied  without 
delay,  and,  of  course,  must  have  the  effect 
of  adding  to  the  means  of  the  people  to 
avert  that  calamity  with  which  they  have 
been  visited.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  also 
has  a  suggestion  in  reference  to  the  public 
works,  which  he  thinks  it  is  requisite 
to  consider,  and  which  we  have  omitted  to 
notice.  He  believes  that  some  arrange* 
ment  might  be  made  for  giving  additional 
facilities  for  the  improvement  of  waste 
lands  in  Ireland.  I  am  by  no  means  dis- 
posed to  deny  that  such  improvements  are 
well  worthy  of  public  encouragement  i  but 
it  is  forgotten  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
there  exist  many  facilities,  subject  to  cer- 
tain restrictions  which  have  been  already 
imposed,  for  obtaining  loans  from  the  Ex- 
fhe^uer  Lotn  Commi«si<0ierji  for  all  suob 


werkf^  I  and  there  is  lUso,  I  tlw^Hi  l^  9<^tf 
in  Ireland,  incorporated  for  the  ^^ory  ob- 
ject of  carrying  out  luoh  improvements  in 
waste  lands,  which  has  alreildy  availed  it« 
self  of  the  opportunity  presented  of  obtain- 
ing the  money  demanded  for  the  oco^sian. 
It  is  needless  to  say  that,  under  prepent 
circumstanoesi  the  Crown  would  be  most 
willing  to  entertain  such  an  offer.  I  hava 
thus  shown  that  there  has  been  provided  by 
the  Legislature,  subject  to  certain  oondi* 
tions  which  I  think  salutary  and  sufficient* 
the  remedy  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
adverted  to.  I  come  nowto  what  is  re^ytbe 
most  important  circumstance  that  can  be 
considered  in  reference  to  the  questions 
raised  by  the  hon.  GentlemaUi  and  that  is, 
whether,  under  the  pressure  of  a  temporiury 
calamity — ^great  as  I  admit  it  to  be — ^we 
should  hastily  and  without  mature  aomU 
deration,  completely  alter  the  principles  of 
Uie  Irish  Poor  Law,  The  hon.  Gentle* 
man  says  that  Government  has  undertaken 
a  serious  responsibility  in  not  meeting  the 
calamity  in  question,  and  supplying  tho 
exigencies  ansing  from  it  out  of  a  poor 
rate  levied  in  Ireland  by  the  boards  of 
guardians,  instead  of  meeting  the  emer* 
gency  by  grants  from  the  public  purse. 
Certainly  I  feel  with  the  hon.  Gen<« 
Ueman  the  weight  of  that  responsibility ;. 
and  if,  consistently  with  my  sense  of 
duty,  I  could  have  transferred  the  re« 
sponsibUity  and  burden  to  local  funds  and 
parties,  I  c^n  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  House,  that  personally,  and  in** 
deed  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  I 
should  have  been  happy  to  be  able  to  take 
that  course.  But  after  having  given  the 
subject  the  most  anxious  and  delibemte 
consideration,  I  have  come  to  the  conclu* 
sion  that  under  present  circumstances  I 
could  not  be  a  party  to  any  such  recom* 
mendation.  I  think  it  is  our  bounden 
duty,  in  legislating  for  Ireland,  not  to  le-* 
gisiate  with  regard  to  English  feelings. 
English  prejudices,  and  still  less  with  re* 
ferenee  to  English  law,  which  has  long 
obtained  the  sanction  of  usage  in  this 
country  i  but  we  are  bound  to  consult  Irish 
feelings,  Irish  habits,  Irish  laws*  as  they 
h$ve  existed  for  centuries,  though  they 
may  be  at  variance  with  the  provisions 
found  in  the  English  Statute-book.  It  is 
most  true  that  from  the  reign  of  Elixabeth, 
for  nearly  three  centuries,  there  has  been, 
not  indeed  a  claim  for  maintenance,  but  an 
absolute  right  to  obtain  work,  and  work 
yielding  wages  ;  the  poor  man  may  b^ 
sAid  to  hftve  been  indirectly  enabled  to  der 


aani  frmn  his  loealitj  a  anppi;  of  food. 
In  Scotlmnd,  t  a  later  period,  the  same 
prineiple  wa*  admitted,  thongli  there  might 
M  some  difference  in  sdmintBtration. 
[Lord  John  Russell:  The  aUe-bodied 
hare  no  right  to  relief  in  Scotland.  ]  Yee, 
1  admh  to  the  noble  Lord  that  a  most  im- 
portant difference  existed  in  the  Scotch 
Toot  Law,  which  gare  the  impotent  poor 
there  onlj  a  right  to  relief,  the  able-bo- 
died bong  nnder  no  circinnstancefl  entitled 
to  it.  I  have  pointed  out  what  was  the 
law  of  England,  what  was  that  of  Scot- 
laad,  which  in  a  most  important  puticnlsr 
varies  fraia  that  of  Engluid ;  bat  it  is  right 
also  to  observe  that  during  three  centuries 
no  law  for  the  relief  of  the  Irish  poor  ever 
jet  found  a  place  on  thff  Statate-book  of 
that  countiy.  I  don't  with  to  follow  the 
matter  nnneoCMarilj  further  ;  still  I  am 
bound  in  mj  own  rindicatiou  to  touch  on 
a  topic  or  two,  when  it  is  proposed  by  a 
new  law  to  throw  on  the  land  of  Ireland 
the  burden  of  supporting  its  own  labourers. 
Berond  all  question  different  habits  pre- 
nul  in  the  two  conntries.  In  Ireland  mendi- 
eancT  has  not  been  prohibited  even  onder 
the  Foor  Law  recently  passed  wi&  respect 
to  that  country,  and  almsgiring  prevuls 
there  to  a  greater  extent  than  in  any  other 
coontry.  I  don't  wish  to  dwell  on  differ- 
ences of  religion;  but  still  that  is  a  matter 
which  cannot  be  omitted  from  our  consid- 
eration. The  Roman  Catholic  is  the  reli- 
gion generally  preralent  in  Ireland  :  the 
priesthood  of  that  religion  are  an  unmar- 
ried priesthood,  and  they  doTote  their 
titae,  their  means,  eTerything  which  can 
be  called  their  own,  to  the  visiting  the  sick 
and  the  comforting  the  poor — and  this,  as 
I  believe,  to  the  great  benefit  of  the 
poor  of  Ireland.  It  must  also  be  re- 
membered that  from  their  peculiar  tenets 
they  attach  immense  importance  to  alms- 
giving ;  and  I  am  disposed  to  think, 
diM  the  prevalence  of  that  religion  does 
induce  in  the  social  scheme  a  difference 
decidedly  in  favour  of  the  poor.  Bat  then 
let  n)e  observe  that  all  sales,  all  purchases, 
all  leases,  all  fixed  contracts,  previous  to 
1837,  when  the  new  Poor  Law  passed, 
were  fixed  on  the  estabUBhed  usage  of  the 
country,  that  the  right  of  maintenance  for 
the  poor  was  no  part  of  the  hardens  inci- 
dent to  the  lantf  of  Ireland.  This  is  an 
additional  and  most  important  clement  of 
consideration,  in  testing  the  prop 
hon.  Gentleman  with  referenci 
rights  of  property.  Well,  then, 
t*  Um  lutbita  of  Ue  pow  dtouKl 
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proposition  of  the  hon.  Uenber  for  8tna4 
is  nnther  more  nor  less  than  a  recurrence 
to  the  labonr  rate  whieli  ^trmetij  pre- 
vailed in  England,  and  whieh  was  aa 
abuse  so  inveterate  and  dangerous  diat 
it  was  found  necesaary  to  eradicate  it 
the  expense  of  mud  **f7 
feeling  eiciled  in  several  quarters  in  tfau 
conunonity.  I  shall  ever  be  of  opin- 
that  the  system  of  a  labour  rate, 
as  it  existed  here,  was  a  fnghtfdl  erO. 
I  believe  that  it  demoralized  the  working 
classes  to  the  greatest  possible  degree; 
and  tiiat  its  d^roding  operation  was  fatal 
to  their  independence.  As  a  tax,  too,  it 
was  most  nnjnst.  Take  an  tDustratian  of 
the  manner  in  whieh  it  worked.  One  man 
resides  on  his  estate,  and  discharges  lu> 
duty  in  an  exemplary  manner;  he  gives  la- 
bour to  those  able  to  work,  and  he  snpporta 
those  who  are  unable ;  and,  in  point  of  &ct, 
on  his  proper^  pauperism  cannot  be  said 
to  exist.  His  next  neighbonr  neglects  «H 
the  duties  I  have  mentioned.  Now  tlie 
effect  of  a  labonr  rate  is  to  make  the  gpoi 
landlord  and  his  tenants  pay  for  the  neg- 
lect and  maltreatment  of  the  labonr^n 
over  whose  condition  they  have  no  control 
whatever.  It  has,  in  &ct,  this  effect — it 
makes  industry,  and  wealth,  whieh  is  tta 
consequence,  liable  for  the  maintenance  of 
idleness  and  poverty.  When  once  the  ides 
previuls  that  a  man  can  shift  the  burden 
of  his  support  from  himself  to  his  ne^fa- 
boors,  however  industrious,  honest,  and 
independent  he  may  be,  if  by  the  force  of 
circumstances  he  is  made  dependent  tag 
his  daily  bread  on  die  law,  he  wiU  be  re- 
duced in  his  own  estimation  and  in  the 
scale  of  society.  The  effect  of  the  rate 
was  to  make  the  employers  and  the  on* 
ployed  enemies.  Of  all  the  evils  of  the 
En^sh  Poor  Law,  none  has  been  more 
fatally  or  more  cleariy  ascertained  Ihaa 
this ;  and.  therefore,  if  the  propontiOB  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  is  to  iatriK 
duce  into  Ireland,  even  in  her  present  most 
unfortunate  position,  a  labonr  rate,  wbieli 
English  experience  has  demonstrated  t«  h* 
vicious  in  principle  and  destrnctive  in  pn» 
tice,  every  consideration  of  policy  and 
equity  indnces  me  to  oppose  the  applte*- 
tion  to  temponry  evils,  of  remedies,  lh* 
permanent  effects  of  which  are  known  lo 
be  injurious  ;  and  I  have  stated  many  otbar 
reasons  whv  Government  decUues  the  pr»- 
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people  in  that  country^     I  am  satisfied,  that 
if  you  lift  thcao   fiood-gates,    a    torrent 
of  pauperism  will  overflow  the  laud;  and  I 
think  it  not  only  inconsistent  with  the 
rights    of   owners,   hut    with    the    inde- 
pendence and  welfare  of  the  labourers. 
I  repeat  my  belief  that  this  evil  is  only 
temporary ;    if   temporary    it    ought   to 
be  met  by  a  temporary  remedy.     And 
what  is  that  remedy  ?     I  say  it  is  to  be 
obtained  by  aid  from  the  general  taxation; 
and  when  I  say  that,  I  mean  by  aid  to  be 
given  from  the  public  Exchequer.     It  is 
not  aid  from  England,   it  is  not  genor 
rosity:     I    deny    that  altogether.      Ire- 
land contributes  to  the  general  taxation ; 
and    when     the    peculiar,  circumstances 
of  Ireland  are  considered,  it  will  be  al- 
lowed that  she  contributes  her  fair  and 
just  quota :  at  all  events,  I  would  not  now 
regard  that  question  with  a  very  jealous 
and  scrutinizing  eye.     Then,  as  Ireland 
takes  her  share  in  the  general  taxation, 
her  misfortune  is  to  be  alleviated  by  assist- 
ance from  the  public  purse.      It  is  not 
a  dole  given  by  England  to  Ireland:  it  is 
from  the  resources  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
of  which  she  is  an  integral  part,  that  aid 
is  to  come.     I  do  also  most  certainly  hope, 
and  I  may  say  I  believe,  that  the  sympa- 
thy and  kindness  which  the  British  Legis- 
lature has  evinced  in  her  hour  of  need 
towards  Ireland,  will  produce  a  favourable 
impression  on  the  hearts  and  minds  of  the 
people  of  that  country.     I  trust  it  will 
prove  to  them  that  British  connexion  is  not 
onerous,  but  advantageous.     I  am  happy 
to  see  that  that  effect  has  already  been 
produced.     It  has  been  asserted  that  Eng- 
land's infirmity  is  Ireland's  opportunity ; 
but  it  will  not  be  now  denied  that  Ireland's 
infirmity  has  also  been  England's  opportu- 
nity— ^that  we  have  shown  an  eager  sym- 
pathy for  her  sufferings,  and  an  earnest 
desire  to  allay  them.     As  to  the  imposi- 
tion of  any  land  tax,  as  suggested,  I  must 
object  to  it ;  for  I  believe  it  would  be  un- 
just and  impolitic  in  the  extrgme  to  use 
this  0{^rtunHy  to  add  another  burden  to 
an  impoverished  people.  This  Bill  is  limited 
in  point  of  time ;  and  to  that  extent  I  do 
not  believe  the  measure,  so  limited,  will  be 
resisted.     I  have  now  stated  to  the  House 
the  outline   of  those  views  which,   after 
much  deliberation,  I  honestly  and  sincerely 
entertain  ;  and  I  cannot  too  strongly  state 
my  in8iq>erable  objections  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroua.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  stating 
that  his  Amendments,  on  going  into  Com- 
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mittee,  would  be  to  strike  out  the  word 
**  destitute,"  the  word  "poor,"  and  to  add 


fever 


and  other 


epi- 


to   the   word 
demic  diseases." 

Mr.  smith  O'BRIEN  said,  nothing 
could  be  more  fair  than  the  spirit  in  which 
this  subject  had  been  discussed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.     He  hoped  to  discuss  it  with 
the  same  feeling;  but  in  the  remarks  which 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  address  to  the 
House,  if  anything  should  fall  from  him 
contrary  to  that,  he  trusted  they  would  not 
consider  that  it  was  put  forward  with  any 
intention  of  offending  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net.    They  were  all  agreed  that  it  was 
desirable  to  take  measures  to  prevent  the 
epidemic  which  would  result  from  the  fail- 
ure of  the  potato  crop,  in  order  to  meet 
future  contingencies;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  had  intro- 
duced with  the  intention  of  accomplishing 
this  object  was  inadequate  to  the  emer- 
gency.    He  found,  by  reference  to   the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Act,  that  the  guardians  of 
every  Poor  Law  Union  are  empowered  to 
provide  relief  for  persons  affected  with  con- 
tagious or  other  diseases  in  the  workhouses 
under  their  control  during  their  illness  and 
convalescence;  to  afford  them  such  food  as 
they  might  deem  necessary,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners;  and 
that  the  expense  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
rates  paid  by  the  inhabitants  of  each  Union. 
Under  this  law  there  were  eighty-eight 
fever  hospitals  connected  with  Unions,  in 
all  of  which  this  rule  had  been  carried  out, 
whenever  necessity  arose.     He  thought, 
therefore,  that    the  right  hon.   Baronet 
should  have  brought  forward  some  case  in 
which  the  guardians  of  one  or  more  of 
these  Unions  had  neglected  or  refused  to 
carry  out  this  prorision  :  he  had  not,  how- 
ever, done  so;  but  the  BiU  he  had  intro- 
duced showed  that  he  considered  that  the 
Poor  Law  guardians  had  neglected  their 
duty.     The  BiU  would  introduce  the  prin- 
ciple of  imperative  taxation,  which  was 
much  complained  of  in  Ireland,  and  appa- 
rently wi^out  achieving  any  great  object. 
It  also  gave  power  to  the  Executive  to 
appoint  fresh  medical  officers,  certainly  at 
the  'expense  of  the  State,   who  were  to 
supersede  the  officers  now  employed  in  the 
different   Unions.      It  appeared   to  him, 
however,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  did  not 
want  fever  hospitals,  but  food  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.     *The   Government  asked, 
had  they  not  brought  in  the  Com  Law 
Bill?     That,  he  apprehended,  was  a  Bill 
for  England,  and  not  for  Ireland.    If  that 
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meafiure  had  the  effect,  as  predicted  bj  its 
friends,  and  dreaded  bj  its  opponents,  of 
reducing  the  export  trade  from  Ireland 
from  15,000,00«.  to  12,000,000Z.,  the 
first  effect  of  it,  at  all  events,  would  be  to 
reduce  by  3,000,000i.  the  power  of  giving 
emplo^rment  in  Ireland.  In  107  Unions, 
distributed  over  twenty-five  counties,  the 
Reports  proved  there  was  fever,  diarrhoea, 
and  all  manner  of  complaints  arising  from 
scanty  and  diseased  food.  They  had  now 
€ome  to  a  crisis  in  Ireland;  and  he  was 
afraid  that,  in  a  short  time,  the  supply  of 
provisions  would  be  altogether  exhausted. 
But  certainly,  as  regarded  a  large  portion 
of  the  population,  the  remedy  for  distress 
should  not  be  longer  delayed.  It  was  a 
prevalent  feeling  in  Ireland,  that  the  ports 
ought  to  have  been  opened  in  November 
last.  It  was  the  duty  of  €k)vemment, 
when  such  a  crisis  was  depending,  to  have 
assembled  Parliament;  and  then  such  mea- 
sures would  have  been  adopted  as  would 
have  rendered  unnecessary  any  appeal  to 
the  public  purse.  As  regarded  railway  ex- 
penses, it  was  manifest  that  it  would  be 
impossible  that  any  funds  from  that  source 
would  come  into  circulation  in  connexion 
with  any  Railway  Bills  to  be  considered 
this  Session.  Had  the  Government  taken 
these  projects  into  consideration  in  Novem- 
ber last,  their  benefit  might  have  been  felt 
at  the  period  when  it  would  most  be  wanted. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  '*  Look 
at  the  liberality  of  Parliament;  ^ey  had 
granted  400,000Z.  to  afford  employment  to 
the  people  of  Ireland;  Bills  for  public 
works  had  been  forwarded  in  order  that 
Ireland  might  feel  the  benefit  of  the  em- 
ployment they  would  occasion.  There  was 
the  Braihage  Bill;  the  Bill  for  County 
Works,  for  which  100,0001.  was  to  be  ad- 
vanced;  the  Public  Works  Bill,  for  which 
60,000Z.  was  to  be  advanced ;  and  the 
Fisheries  Piers  Bill,  for  which  600,0002. 
was  to  be  advanced.  They  would  certainly 
be  better  than  grants;  and  had  he  been 
speaking  to  an  Irish  Parliament,  he  would 
have  recommended  similar  measures  to 
them;  for  he  considered  that  the  princi- 
ple of  indiscriminate  charity  was  one  of 
the  most  demoralising  and  debasing  kind. 
If  they  would  do  what,  in  his  opinion,  they 
ought  to  do,  they  would  not  find  it  neces- 
sary to  make  these  demands  on  the  public 
Exchequer.  About  four  or  five  millions 
per  annum  were  abstracted  from  Ireland 
oy  absentees  living  in  England  or  on  the 
Continent;  and  if  these  people  resided  in 
their  own  countryi  it  was  Iub  belief  that 


there  would  not  only  be  no  ]N*ospeei  of 
starvation,  but  that  the  people  would  g«t 
better  food.  Let  the  Government  levy  a 
tax  on  the  absentees,  and  they  might  keqi 
their  grants  in  their  noekets.  A  tax  of 
10  per  cent  on  4,000,000{.  would  giv« 
400,0002.,  which  could  be  applied  to  the 
relief  and  benefit  of  Ireland.  It  was  not 
customary  for  him  to  suggest  measures  of 
improvement  to  Her  Majesty's  Minialen, 
yet  he  had  no  hesitation  in  flaying  that  tbe 
principle  of  loans,  if  carried  out,  would  be 
productive  of  great  advantage.  An  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  of  Uie  employm«it  af* 
forded  by  railway  projects;  but  he  ooold 
say  that,  from  the  stagnation  of  the  money 
market,  and  other  causes,  there  waa  a 
general  indisposition  at  the  present  momeBt 
to  pay  up  the  calls  upon  shares;  and  eTcii 
those  which  were  in  a  forward  state  were 
now  almost  suspended  for  want  of  funds. 
Why  could  not  the  Government  advanoe 
money,  in  order  to  carry  them  on  f  A 
very  erroneous  impression  existed  on  peo- 
ple's minds  in  regard  to  loans  made  to 
Ireland.  On  almost  every  occasion  of  the 
kind  the  British  Exchequer  had  profited 
by  the  transaclaon,  because  they  borrowed 
the  money  in  England  at  3  per  cent,  and 
lent  it  to  Ireland  at  five  per  cent,  taking 
care,  at  the  same  tune,  to  have  some  per- 
fectly good  security ;  as  in  the  propooed 
measure  for  drainage,  the  Legislature  had 
taken  care  to  make  monev  advanoed  for 
the  purpose  of  draining  ue  first  chai^ge 
upon  the  land  benefited  by  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  advocated  local  taxa- 
tion. To  that  principle  he  had  alwaja 
been  friendly;  but  he  would  rather  prefer, 
for  the  present  purpose,  that  a  special 
rate  should  be  made,  from  which  all  amaD 
holders  should  be  exempted,  but  to  whieh 
all  annuitants,  and  everyone  who  benefited 
by  land,  should  be  rendered  liable.  There 
was  another  class  of  measures  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  have 
brought  forward.  The  Ri^rt  of  their 
own  Commissioners  had  been  lying  on  tlie 
Table  of  the  House  upwards  of  a  year. 
That  Report  ought  to  have  occupied  their 
attention  during  the  vacation ;  and  thej 
might  have  been  prepared  with  meaaurea 
that  might  have  proved  beneficial  to  Ire* 
land.  They  had  brought  in  a  Coereien 
Bill,  which  would  occupy  several  moalba 
in  discussion ;  it  was  very  possible  that 
that  Bill  might  not  be  paseed  before  ChrisU 
mas.  They  had  had  a  specimen  of  the 
fixedness  of  purpose  of  the  Irish  Menhfta 
in  the  discnsuoii  of  the  Amu  BiD  of  IMS. 
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The  disousBioa  on  that  Bill  muBt  occupy 
much  valuable  time :  would  it  not  be  bet- 
tert  then,  he  would  ask,  to  deyote  the 
monthB  which  must  be  consumed  upon  it 
to  the  coneideration  of  measures  which 
would  be  beneficial  and  useful  to  Ireland  ? 
Let  them  appoint  a  Committee  of  Irish 
Members  from  every  section  of  the  House 
— ^refer  the  Report  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded to  them-— and  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  unanimously  recommend  many  mea- 
sures which  would  be  for  the  basis  of  use- 
ful legislation.  The  Coercion  Bill  would 
only  further  exasperate  the  people,  and 
increase  crime.  Let  them  follow  the  ad- 
vice he  had  given  them,  and  the  disposition 
to  vilify  their  proceedings  which  was  attri- 
buted to  him  would  at  once  pass  away, 
and  he  would  say  that  their  legislation  was 
both  wise  and  useful. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  observed  that  the 
Drainage  Bill  was  not  to  be  applied  to  Ire- 
land alone,  but  was  intended  for  the  three 
kingdoms. 

Mr.  WAELE  Y  said,  he  had  hoped  that 
the  Government  were  not  unfriendly  to  the 
introduction  of  a  good  Poor  Law  into  Ireland ; 
but  it  was  now  clear,  from  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  had  no  hope  that  such  a  law 
would  be  introduced,  or  if  introduced, 
would  be  supported  by  the  Government. 
He  regarded  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  as  a  very  calamitous  an- 
nouncement; and  he  thought  that  the  poor 
of  Ireland  would  have  great  reason  to  com- 
plain of  it.  The  nght  hon.  Baronet 
thought  ^at  it  was  not  a  permanent  evil 
they  were  to  provide  for — a  temporary  ar- 
rangement was  sufficient ;  but  was  not  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  proved  by 
their  own  inquiries  and  legislation,  a  reason 
for  altering  their  permanent  condition? 
[Sir  J.  Graham:  Not  for  altering  the 
Poor  Law.]  He  therefore  felt  grateful  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  for  introducing 
the  subject  in  a  large  and  comprehensive 
sense,  in  a  way  that  the  subject  might  be 
understood  by  the  English  public.  He 
thought  it  positively  disgracefal  that  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland  should  have 
different  laws  for  the  government  of  their 
poor.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  why  Ireland  was  not 
entitled  to  the  itame  wide  and  general  Poor 
Law  as  the  people  of  England.  In  that 
respect  he  had  failed.  Was  there  not  the 
same  state  of  things  in  Ireland  at  present 
as  in  England  before  the  Statute  of  Eli- 
xabeth?    Did  not  vagrancy  exist  now  in 


Ireland  as  it  did  then  in  England  ?  Va- 
grancy was  not  punished  in  Ireland  as  it 
was  in  England ;  but  it  did  not  give  a  man 
in  Ireland  a  title  to  relief.  Suppose  he 
were  in  England,  he  would  be  entitled  to 
relief.  Yes,  if  an  Irish  vagrant  came  to 
England,  and  by  the  law  of  England  ac- 
tually violated  the  law,  he  nevertheless 
would  be  entitled  to  relief ;  but  in  Ireland, 
even  a  destitute  man,  starving  almost  to 
death,  was  not  entitled  to  relief.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  he  was  entitled  to 
beg.  What  a  splendid  boon  to  the  Irish 
to  be  entitled  to  beg!  Why  not  make 
vagrancy  an  offence  in  Ireland,  as  in  Eng- 
land, and  give  to  the  poor  of  Ireland  the 
same  claim  as  they  would  have  in  England? 
Suppose  an  Irish  labourer  in  England, 
destitute  and  having  committed  no  offence, 
applied  for  relief;  he  obtained  that  relief ; 
he  was  entitled  by  law  to  relief  in  England. 
After  he  had  obtained  this  relief  more  than 
once,  an  order  was  issued  for  his  removal 
to  Ireland;  he  was  sent  to  Ireland,  and  as 
soon  as  he  was  landed  on  the  shores  of  his 
own  country  he  was  entitled  to  no  relief. 
He  was  sent  from  a  foreign  country,  where 
he  was  entitled  to  relief,  and  when  he  came 
to  his  native  country  he  was  doomed  to 
starvation  unless  he  could  obtain  charity. 
The  same  as  to  Scotchmen.  If  a  Scotch- 
man become  a  pauper  in  England,  he  was 
entitled  by  law  to  relief,  and  he  received 
it.  After  a  certain  period  he  was  sent,  at 
the  cost  of  40«.  or  50«.,  to  his  own  country, 
and  his  own  Scotch  law  doomed  him  to 
starvation.  And  he  should  like  to  know 
whether,  under  this  state  of  thmgs,  the 
English  labourer  was  treated  as  he  ought 
to  be?  He  considered  that  the  present 
state  of  the  law  was  a  robbery  of  the  Eng- 
lish landlord,  and  a  robbery  of  the  just 
rights  of  the  English  labourer.  Many 
thousands  of  the  Irish  labourers  came  to 
England  in  the  time  of  harvest,  and  at  the 
end  of  it  returned  to  their  own  country 
with  what  they  had  earned  in  their  pockets. 
What  was  the  condition  of  the  English  la- 
bourer? This  was  the  season  of  the  year 
at  which  the  English  labourer  hoped  that 
increased  wages  would  enable  him  to  set 
aside  a  sufficient  sum  to  provide  for  the 
wants  of  that  period  of  the  year  when  em- 
ployment would  become  scarce,  and  food 
more  costly;  yet  the  misfortune  of  his 
position  was  this,  that  at  that  critical  mo- 
ment the  labour-market  in  England  became 
glutted  with  an  influx  of  labourers  from  a 
foreign  country.  [Hon.  Members  :  Not 
foreign!]  Certamly  they  were  foreign* 
2Q2 
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ers  in  tbe  eyes  of  the  English  hibourer. 
He  had  not  said  that  the  Irish  were  fo- 
reigners ;  this,  however,  he  would  say,  that 
those  who  wished  to  treat  the  Irish  dif- 
ferently from  the  manner  in  which  they 
treated  the  English,  intended  to  make  them 
foreigners;  hut  nothing  could  be  further 
from  his  mind  than  such  a  sentiment.  He 
wished  to  see  the  working  classes  of  both 
islands  placed  upon  the  same  footing,  and 
then  competition  amongst  them  could  be 
injurious  to  neither.  In  the  present  state 
of  things,  nothing  could  be  more  unjust 
than  to  overwhe^  the  labour-market  in 
this  country  with  swarms  of  half-starved, 
half-naked  Irishmen.  Nothing  could  be 
more  natural  than  that  the  English  should 
regard  the  Irish  labourer  as  a  foreigner, 
for  he  beat  down  the  value  of  the  English- 
man's labour.  Now,  the  thing  to  be  de- 
sired was,  that  there  should  be  a  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland  that  would  make  a  provi- 
sion for  the  destitute  labourer.  In  Eng- 
land the  law  enforced  such  a  provision; 
and  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  went  no 
further  than  to  effect  that  object.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  speech  the 
House  had  heard,  made  some  observations 
the  effects  of  which  were  to  divert  attention 
from  the  subject  then  more  immediately 
under  their  consideration;  but  with  any 
notice  of  those  uncalled-for  remarks  he 
should  not  then  trouble  the  House.  He 
would  suppose  the  law  in  Ireland  to  be 
similar  to  the  law  in  England;  and  when 
that  supposition  had  previously  been  ad- 
verted to,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that 
it  led  to  forced  purchases,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  the  prices  of  food  had  reached 
their  present  level.  [Sir  J.  Graham:  I  did 
not  say  so.  ]  Well,  supposing  that  it  was  not 
BO,  or  at  least  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  said  so,  still  he  would  ask, 
was  not  England  open  to  the  same  or 
similar  effects?  Did  not  the  guardians  of 
the  poor  in  this  country  make  purchases 
upon  the  spot  ?  Surely  meat,  flour,  and 
other  provisions  for  the  workhouses  were 
purchased  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
of  such  workhouses — in  short,  was  not 
everything  given  in  the  workhouses  ob- 
tained in  the  inunediate  vicinity  of  them? 
Before  he  sat  down,  he  intended  to  con- 
trast the  extent  to  which  outdoor  relief 
was  carried  in  this  country,  as  compared 
with  the  relief  afforded  in  the  workhouses 
during  the  period  which  had  elapsed  be- 
tween the  enactment  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law 
»Qd  the  present  time.    But  before  he  pro- 


ceeded to  do  this,  he  wished  once  more  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
S  trouddid  nothing  more  than  urge  the  House 
to  do  that  which  the  operation  of  the  Poor 
Laws  effected  every  day  in  England.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  House  ought  very 
carefully  to  look  at  what  was  going  on 
outside  the  workhouse,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  calmly 
and  dispassionately  consider  the  literal 
statement  of  facts  which  he  intended  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House ;  and 
in  doing  this  he  intended  to  quote  from 
returns  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self used  in  debates  which  occurred  in  the 
course  of  last  year.  He  would  say  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  fair  than  to  make  the  people  of 
England  aware  of  the  facts  which  those 
returns  disclosed ;  nothing  was  better  cal- 
culated to  enlighten  the  public  mind  upon 
this  subject  than  to  place  those  statements 
in  juxtaposition.  They  should  all  be  seen 
at  one  view  in  order  to  their  being  fiillj 
understood.  He  should  limit  his  statement 
thus — he  should  begin  with  the  year  1 837, 
and  end  with  1844.  The  hon.  Member 
then  read  the  following  table : — 

ENGLAND  AND  WALES. 


Years. 

ReiicTed  in 

Reliered  ont  of 

Workhoiues. 

Workhoiues. 

1837  

30,351 

258,367 

1838  

78,264 

568,113 

1839  

98,755 

674.788 

1840  

114,626 

747.052 

1841  

136,442 

814.425 

1842  

149,461 

855.283 

1843  

183,974 

1.010.136 

1844  

179,663 

997,224 

Now,  the  House  must  remember  that  in  Ire- 
land no  one  received  any  relief  out  of  tbe 
workhouse.  Some  hon.  Members  had  cheer- 
ed when  he  reached  that  part  of  the  state- 
ment which  showed  that  there  had  been  & 
decrease  in  the  numbers  of  those  who  re- 
ceived relief  outside  the  workhouse,  as 
if  that  proved  the  system  to  be  bad;  but 
the  aggregate  numbers  did  not  show  the 
working  of  the  law  so  much  as  the  per- 
centage did.  In  1839,  1840,  and  1841, 
it  was  87;  86  in  1842,  85  in  1843.  and 
85  in  1844.  That  showed  the  state  of  tbe 
law,  its  operation,  and  its  practice.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  disapprove  of 
that  practice  ?  If  it  be  bad,  why  not  alter 
it  ?  But  it  had  worked  wcU  as  far  as  out- 
door relief  was  concerned.  He  would  pot 
the  proposition  again.    If  the  system  were 
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bad,  and  objectionable,  and  demoralizing, 
wbj  not  alter  it  ?  But  if  good,  it  ougbt  to 
be  extended.  Nothing  was  more  common 
than  to  declaim  in  that  House  and  other 
places  against  the  evils  of  absenteeism; 
but  he  desired  to  know  if  any  one  could 
devise  a  better  absentee  tax  than  that 
which  a  good  sound  system  of  poor  rates 
afforded.  The  English  people  had  a  right 
to  be  protected  from  the  competition  which 
the  influx  of  Irish  labourers  occasioned. 
The  duty  of  providing  for  their  own  poor 
belonged  to  the  Irish  proprietors.  Possibly 
some  Irish  Members  thought  that  they  did 
maintain  their  own  poor.  How  did  they 
maintain  their  poor — was  it  on  potatoes  ? 
The  Returns  which  were  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  showed  that  millions  of  the 
Irish  had  no  other  food  than  potatoes. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  if  the  great  land- 
ed gentry  of  Ireland  were  contented  with 
that  state  of  things  ?  Were  the  protec- 
tionists satisfied  with  it  ?  Dr.  Corrigan, 
in  a  very  just  and  forcible  manner,  described 
the  condition  of  the  pauper  Irish.  That 
Gentleman  truly  described  them  as  living 
upon  the  very  lowest  description  of  food, 
and  at  the  same  time  he  very  truly  stated 
that  starvation  was  uniformly  followed  by 
pestilence;  and  it  was  not  until  pestilence 
supervened  that  the  Irish  gentry  seemed  to 
grow  discontented.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment Ireland  was  threatened  with  starva- 
tion, and  therefore  was  threatened  with 
pestilence.  Every  means  should  of  course 
be  adopted  to  remedy  the  evil;  but  mere 
talk  would  do  no  good.  Hon.  Members 
might  say  that  at  the  present  moment  it 
was  not  expedient  to  alter  the  law.  Did 
any  one  suppose  that  they  would  be  wil- 
ling to  change  it  when  the  presstire  upon 
them  was  lessened  ?  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  had  given  notice  that 
he  intended,  after  Easter,  to  bring  the 
state  of  Ireland  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House;  he  hoped  that  the  public  would 
learn  from  the  noble  Lord  distinctly  what 
his  views  were  as  to  an  Irish  Poor  Law; 
for  the  present  was  a  most  cruel  state  of 
things,  because  it  was  well  known  that  if 
in  !&eland  a  poor  man  fell  into  a  state  of 
destitution,  there  was  no  remedy  open  to 
him.  There,  if  a  poor  man  fell  ill  of  fever, 
or  any  other  ailment,  and  the  fever  hospi- 
tals were  full,  and  the  workhouses  i^ll, 
what  could  he  do  ?  There  was  no  relief 
for  him.  That  every  one  knew  to  be  the 
state  of  the  law,  and  every  one  must  know 
that  the  representation  which  he  gave  of 
the  matter  was  strictly  true;  yet  in  that 


state  of  things  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House  and  proposed  a 
Fever  Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  limit 
the  probable  operation  of  the  pestilence. 
But  was  the  evil  one  of  limited  operation  ? 
Was  it  not  an  evil  which  had  spread  itself 
over  the  whole  face  of  the  country;  and 
were  there  not  at  the  present  moment  mil- 
lions threatened  with  starvation  ?  All  this 
time,  however,  it  was  said  that  the  work- 
houses were  not  full.  Probably  the  poor 
people  thought  that  they  might  as  well 
starve  out  of  the  workhouses  as  in  them. 
It  was  idle  to  say  that  the  people  were  not 
half  starved  in  the  workhouses.  No  doubt 
the  Irish  proprietors  were  a  fine,  generous, 
hilarious  set  of  gentlemen;  but  yet  after 
all  they  did  not  take  care  of  their  poor; 
and  there  was  the  puzzle.  It  quite  baffled 
him;  there  was  something  in  the  Irish  cha- 
racter which  he  could  not  understand.  The 
Irish  proprietors  thought  that  they  main- 
tained their  own  poor;  but  what  sort  of 
maintenance  was  it  ?  The  best  way  of  an- 
swering that  question  was  to  see  from  the 
returns  before  the  House  what  was  the  diet- 
ary. In  value,  the  dietary  amounted  to  a 
sum  less  than  28,  per  week;  for  that  was 
the  nuiximum  cost  of  diet  and  of  clothing, 
taken  altogether.  In  many  of  the  Unions, 
the  charges  for  diet,  necessaries,  and  cloth- 
ing were  l8,4d,.  Is.  5d,,  Is,  Sd,,  and  Is. 
9d,  a  week.  They  clothed  the  poor  for  Id. 
a  week.  He  confessed  that  he  knew  not 
how  poor  people  could  be  clothed  at  so 
small  an  expense,  unless,  indeed,  they  were 
covered  with  the  skins  of  potatoes.  With 
such  clothing  and  diet  it  was  no  wonder 
that  the  people  kept  out  of  the  work- 
house. When  human  beings  could  be  in- 
duced to  enter  such  places,  what  must  have 
been  their  previous  condition  ?  Surely  no 
one  would  voluntarily  go  into  a  place  where 
only  Is.  9d.  was  to  be  expended  in  his 
maintenance.  If  an  Irishman  in  this 
country  happened  to  be  guilty  of  disorderly 
conduct,  he  was  taken  to  a  station-house, 
and  there  he  got  bread,  butter,  coffee, 
dsc,  to  the  value  of  6d.,  and  his  lodging  to 
boot.  The  maintenance  of  criminals  in 
this  country  cost  from  28.  6d.  to  Ss.  6d. 
and  4«.  a  week;  and  pauper  lunatics  cost 
in  England  as  much  as  9s.  Gd.,  whereas 
the  same  class  of  persons  in  Ireland  were 
restricted  to  Is.  9d.,  and,  in  some  cases, 
the  allowance  was  as  low  as  Is.  4:\d.  per 
week.  Looking,  then,  at  these  facts,  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  he  should  like 
to  be  informed  if  the  Irish  landlords  were 
unfriendly  to  the  introduction  of  a  poor 
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law  of  a  more  liberal  character;  and  if  the j 
were  not  now  favourable  to  such  a  change, 
he  desired  to  know  when  it  was  at  all  likelj 
that  they  could  be  induced  to  give  it  their 
sanction.  The  state  of  this  question  was 
▼er J  abl J  handled  in  a  pamphlet  from  which 
he  intended  to  make  some  extracts.  Of  this 
pamphlet  Dr.  Corrigan  was  the  author. 
Now,  he  wished  hon.  Members  clearly  to 
understand  who  Dr.  Corrigan  was.  That 
gentleman  was  a  physician  of  great  know* 
ledge  and  experience,  a  man  who  had  been 
engaged  in  the  practice  of  his  profession  for 
more  than  five  and  twenty  years;  and  let  the 
House  recollect  this,  that  the  pamphlet  in 
question  was  not  written  for  the  purpose  of 
answering  the  present  Bill,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, was  published  early  in  the  last  au- 
tumn. Dr.  Corrigan  had  gone  fully  into 
the  whole  subject.  As  he  had  already 
stated,  that  gentleman  was  a  physician, 
and  a  Member  of  the  Royal  CoUege  of 
Surgeons  in  Edinburgh.  He  was  also 
Physician  to  the  Hardwicke  Fever,  Whit- 
worth,  and  Richmond  Hospitals,  Lec- 
turer on  the  Theory  and  Practice  of  Me- 
dicine in  the  Dublin  School  of  Medicine, 
formerly  Physician  to  Cork  Street  Fever 
Hospital,  to  the  Charitable  Infirmary, 
Jervis  Street,  and  to  the  Sick  Poor  Insti- 
tution, Dublin.  Moreover,  Dr.  Corrigan 
was  a  man  of  great  reputation  in  his  pro- 
fession, yet  at  the  same  time  a  man  who 
had  never  in  any  way  been  concerned  in 
political  affairs;  a  pamphlet  written  by  him, 
therefore,  could  never  have  been  got  up  to 
servo  party  purposes.  For  this  reason, 
then,  a  statement  coming  from  such  a  man 
must  bo  viewed  as  a  work  of  authoritv,  and 
one  full  of  weight.  Ho  did  not  like  to 
trouble  the  House  with  long  extracts,  or  to 
waste  their  time  with  reading  anything 
which  did  not  well  deserve  their  attention; 
but  on  a  subject  of  that  importance  he 
hoped  they  would  not  consider  their  time 
misspent  in  listening  to  a  few  extracts  from 
the  pamphlet  which  he  held  in  his  hand. 
Dr.  Corrigan  availedhimsolf  of  information 
which  oxtcndod  over  a  period  of  100  years, 
although  his  own  personal  observations  did 
notgonirtherbaokthanl817.  Now,Dr. Cor- 
rigan asserted,  and  apparently  on  very  good 
authority,  that  nothing  was  more  probable 
than  that  the  famine  and  pestilence  of 
1846  would  be  as  severe  as  tnose  of  1817 
and  1826.     These  wore  his  words  : — 


"  In  the  oommencomont  of  the  jear  1817  those 
who  fores&w  the  coming  postilcnoe,  and  would 
have  made  exertions  to  obviate  it,  were  considered 
as  alannists.    Thus,  in  Tallamort,  in  (hat  year, 


when  it  was  proposed  to  adopt  measures  to  ehedc 
the  coming  evil,  the  proposers  were  coldly  and 
jealously  avoided,  their  plains  were  ridieuled,  and 
their  efforts  were  unaided ;  but  how  sudden  was 
the  transition !  The  death  of  some  persons  «f 
note"— 

(Tes,  as  soon  as  it  reached  the  mansions  of 
the  wealthy,  precautions  were  taken  which 
previously  no  one  thought  of:) 

— "  excited  a  sense  of  danger ;  alarm  eom- 
menced,  which  ran  into  general  dismay ;  military 
were  posted  at  every  avenue ;  the  town  was  plaeed 
in  a  state  of  blockade ;  all  intercourse  in  business, 
all  trade  was  arrested,  and  all  eommunicatioa 
between  the  town  and  adjacent  country  was  at  aa 
end.  The  poor  were  deprived  of  employment,  and 
were  driven  from  the  doors  where  before  they  had 
always  received  relief,  lest  they  should  introduea 
disease  with  them.  Thus,  destitution  and  i«v«r 
continued  in  a  vicious  oirole,  each  impelling  the 
other,  while  want  of  presence  of  mind  aggravated 
a  thousandfold  the  terrible  infliction." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ought 
to  be  made  acquainted  with  the  substance 
of  that  pamphlet.  [Sir  J.  Graham:  I 
have  read  it.]  Then  it  was  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  perusal  of  that  publica- 
tion had  produced  so  very  little  effect  upon 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  there 
had  been  no  fruits  from  his  study  of  it.  He 
did  not  appear  to  have  adopted  a  single 
suggestion  proceeding  from  the  pen  of  Dr. 
Corrigan.  He  should  now  proceed  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  observations  made 
by  Dr.  Corrigan  on  the  subject  of  fever 
hospitals.  When  fever  prevailed,  the  poor 
were  driven  from  the  nabitations  of  the 
wealthy  ;  they  were,  therefore,  deprived  of 
employment,  they  returned  amongst  their 
neighbours  and  friends,  famine  brought 
disease,  disease  brought  want  of  omploT* 
ment ;  and  so  the  miseries  of  the  peopio 
proceeded  in  a  circle,  for  the  wealthy  were 
afraid  to  receive  labourers  from  the  infected 
districts.  So  it  was  in  1817  and  1826, 
and  so  it  would  be  in  1846.  The  pam- 
phlet of  Dr.  Corrigan  then  went  on  to 
say — 

"  I  know  not  of  any  visitation  so  mneh  to  ba 
dreaded  aa  epidemic  fever ;  it  ia  worte  than  plagv*, 
for  it  lasti  throaffh  all  leaaons.  Cholera  may 
seem  more  frightful,  but  It  ii  in  reality  less 
destructive — ^it  terminatee  rapidly  in  death,  or  la 
as  rapid  recovery ;  iti  visitation  too  is  short,  aai 
it  leaves  thoae  who  reoover  unimpaired  in  hsallfc 
and  strength.  Civil  war,  were  it  not  for  Ita 
crimes,  would  be,  as  far  as  regards  the  wel&f«  of 
a  country,  a  visitation  less  to  ht  dreaded  than  epi» 
demic  lever.  Epidemio  fever,  as  It  has  appeared 
in  Ireland,  persists  through  all  seasons,  and,  wfasft 
it  has  seised  on  an  individual,  generally  extends 
to  every  member  of  the  feniily,  leaving  no  one  o£ 
them  capable  of  struggling  against  the  tcmmtm 
destittttion.  In  Dublin  alone,  nolwitlutaading  all 
ths  BMsas  of  pnveatiSB  that  wwUh  and  tkmtJM^ 
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■upplud,  43,000  paUentfl  pawed  through  the  fever 
hoapitalfl,  or  one-sixth  of  the  whole  population  of 
ih»  city,  in  the  epidemic  of  1817  and  1818 ;  and 
of  6,000,000,  the  estimated  population  of  Ire- 
land at  that  time,  at  least  1,6000,000  of  the  Ia- 
bouring  olasses  suffered  from  fever.  Of  these 
about  60,000  died." 

That  was  his  statement  of  facts,  and  could 

anything  be  more  frightful  ?     They  ought 

to  know  every  fact  which  was  necessary  to 

pterent  these  epidemics  not  only  now,  but 

for  the  future ;  and  if  they  left  the  Irish  to 

subsist   only  on  the  potato,  they  would 

always  be  subject  to  the  same  calamities 

that  they  now  were.      The  writer  went 

on  to  observe — 

''  The  epidemics  which  appeared  at  difiTerent 
times,  during  a  space  of  100  years,  have  presented 
the  same  characters.  It  is  reasonable  to  infer 
that  they  owe  their  origin  to  some  common  cause; 
my  attention  was,  therefore,  turned  to  ascertain 
what  that  common  cause  was.  For  this  no  mode 
of  inquiry  seemed  better  adapted  than  the  induc- 
tive, to  group  together  all  the  epidemics  of  which 
we  have  accurate  accounts,  noting  the  circum- 
stances that  accompanied  or  preceded  each,  and 
ascertaining  if  among  them  there  were  some  one 
condition  invariably  present,  which,  according  to 
the  laws  of  this  mode  of  inquiry,  would  then  be 
that  common  cause." 

In  making  an  inquiry  into  the  causes,  he 
found  them  all  to  vary  except  one.  There 
was  every  rariety  of  cause  in  operation  on 
each  return  of  the  epidemic ;  but  there  was 
one  common  cause  in  each  succeeding  epi- 
demic. What  was  that  cause?  It  was 
want  of  food  ;  want  of  a  sufficient  supply 
of  food,  or  of  a  food  of  good  quality.  Find- 
ing, then,  this  cause  invariable.  Dr.  Corri- 
gan  ascribed  the  epidemic  fevers  to  want, 
and  to  want  alone.     He  said^ — 

*'  I  have  thus  thrown  together,  with  a  concise 
notice  of  the  most  remar£&bIo  preceding  or  ac- 
companying circumstances,  the  principal  epide- 
mics of  the  last  hundred  years.  It  is  a  maxim  in 
philosophizing  to  assign  like  causes  to  like  effects ; 
and  if  upon  a  general  view  of  all  the  instances  ad- 
duced we  find  some  one  condition  invariably  pre- 
sent, to  that  condition  we  give  the  name  of  cause. 
We  give  the  name  of  cause  to  the  object  which 
we  believe  to  be  the  invariable  antecedent  of  a 
particular  ohange.  Epidemic  fevers  are  the  like 
efbots ;  we  most,  if  possible,  assign  them  like 
causes.  Upon  a  general  review  of  all  the  instances, 
with  the  accompanying  circumstances,  we  find  one 
condition  invariably  present — ^fiunine,  which  we, 
therefore,  mark  down  as  their  common  cause." 

And,  observing  on  the  measures  which 
were  passed  in  the  year  1826  of  a  similar 
character  to  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  now  proposed.  Dr.  Corrigan,  with 
his  mind  fortified  by  fi&cts  and  experience, 
wrote  this  opinion  of  what  was  then  done : — 

**  When  the  epidemic  of  1826  appeared,  an  Act 
of  Paiiiament  was  put  in  force,  suggested  by  the 
Board  of  HsaUh,  whieh  obligod  each  parish  to  ap- 


point persons  denominated  ofiloers  of  health.  Their 
duties  were  to  see  that  aU  nuisances,  such  as  col- 
lections of  manure,  Ac,  were  removed,  and  that 
the  habitations  of  the  poor  were  whitewashed. 
Much  money  was  expended  in  this  way,  in  clean-* 
ing  out  d6p0t«  of  filth  for  those  who  were  too  in* 
dolent  to  do  it  for  themselves,  and  in  whitewash^ 
ing  rooms  for  poor  creatures  who  then  had  not  the 
price  of  fuel  to  dry  their  wet  walls." 

And  upon  these  proceedings  the  writer 

thus  commented  :— 

"  I  would  be  fer  from  undervaluing  the  advan- 
tages of  cleanliness,  but  it  is  plain  tha^  all  those 
matters  over  which  the  officers  of  health  were 
given  control,  had  equally  existed  for  an  indefinite 
period  of  time,  and,  and  without  being  accompa- 
nied by  any  epidemic,  and  that  expending  much 
time  and  money  in  their  removal,  and  directing 
the  principal  attention  to  them,  was  objectionable 
for  two  reasons.  First,  it  was  nearly  an  useless 
expenditure  ;  and  secondly,  presenting  an  appear- 
ance of  active  exertion,  it  drew  awav  attention 
from  the  real  cause  of  the  evil.  The  Act  of  Par- 
liament took  away  all  discretionary  power  from 
the  parishes  ;  they  might  spend  as  much  money  as 
they  pleased  in  whitewashing  rooms  and  staircases, 
but  they  coiUd  not  lay  out  one  penny  to  save  a 
fellow  creature  from  starvation." 

This  was  written  last  autumn,  before  there 
was  any  suggestion  made  by  the  Govem- 
ment,  and  made  before  any  measure  had 
been  proposed,  but  made  upon  a  Bill  pre- 
cisely similar  to  the  present.  Writing  of 
the  effects  of  the  Bill  of  1826,  this  gentle- 
man told  them  that  it  was  all  very  well  to 
whitewash  the  rooms  and  passages;  but 
that  it  would  be  better  to  prevent  disease, 
and  the  spread  of  disease,  by  giving  the 
poor  people  food.  [Mr.  S.  Herbert  : 
We  are  doing  that.]  He  did  not  see  any 
symptoms  of  that  at  present.  Dr.  Corrigan 
said — 

"  The  people  of  Ireland  are  peculiarly  liable  to 
become  the  victims  of  such  pestilence.  The  effect 
of  competition  among  a  population  with  little  em- 
ployment has  been  to  reduce  their  wages  to  the 
lowest  sum  on  which  lifo  can  be  supported.  Pota- 
toes have  hence  become  their  staple  food.  If  this 
crop  be  unproductive,  the  earnings  of  the  labour* 
ing  class  are  then  quite  insufficient  to  purchase 
the  necessary  quantity  of  any  other  food.  Com  is 
altogether  out  of  reach  of  tbeir  means  ;  and  thus, 
with  an  abundance  of  it  around  them,  so  great  as 
to  admit  of  exportation,  they  starve  in  the  midst 
of  plenty,  as  literally  as  if  dungeon  bars  separated 
them  from  a  granary.  When  distress  has  been  at 
its  height,  and  our  poor  have  been  dying  of  star- 
vation in  our  streets,  our  com  has  been  going  to  a 
foreign  market  It  is  to  our  own  poor  a  forbid- 
den fruit.  The  potato  has,  I  believe,  been 
a  curse  to  our  oountry.  It  has  reduced  the  wages 
of  tiie  labourers  to  the  very  smallest  pittance ;  and 
when  a  bad  orop  ooeurs,  there  is  no  descent  for 
them  in  the  soale  of  food :  the  next  step  is  starva- 
tion." 

What  were  they  now  doing  in  the  House 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  this  disease? 
They  were  merely  directing  ihat  in  certain 
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Unionfl  in  which  disease  should  exist  places 
which  were  called  ''  fever  hospitals"  should 
be  established  by  the  guardians,  and  that 
there  should  be  adnunistered  to  those  who 
were  suffering  from  disease  nourishment, 
medicine,  and  medical  attendance.  But 
what  were  thej  doing  to  prevent  the  origin 
of  the  disease  ?  Nothing.  With  regard 
to  the  prevention  of  the  disease  not  a  single 
step  had  been  taken.  What  did  the  writer 
to  whom  he  had  referred  say  upon  this 
point  ?•— 


"  Little  need  be  said  of  the  means  best  adapted 
to  guard  us  against  it.  It  remains  for  others  than 
the  physioian  to  provide  the  preventive  ;  it  is  to 
be  found  not  in  medicine,  but  in  employment ;  not 
in  the  lancet,  but  in  food  ;  not  in  raising  lazaret- 
tos for  the  reception  of  the  sick,  but  in  establish- 
ing manulhctories  for  the  employment  of  the 
hralthy.  This  is  the  true  mode  of  banishing  fever 
from  tiiis  country." 

Unless  they  threw  this  duty  in  the  form 
of  a  law  on  the  proprietors  of  the  soil, 
would  it  ever  be  done  ?  His  conviction 
was,  that  it  would  not.  If  it  were  the  legal 
duty  of  the  proprietors  of  England  to  sup- 
ply the  people  with  work  or  with  food,  why 
was  there  not  a  like  duty  imposed  on  the 
proprietors  of  land  in  Ireland  ?  He  main- 
tained that  the  state  of  the  English  poor 
was  infinitely  better  than  the  state  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland.  [**  No,  no!"]  Then, 
why  did  the  Irish  people  come  here?  ["To 
obtain  work."]  To  be  sure  they  did;  they 
came  here  to  obtiun  that  work  which  they 
could  not  get  in  their  own  country;  and 
why  was  it  not  provided  for  them  there  ? 
If  the  burden  of  maintaining  the  poor  in 
Ireland  were  thrown  upon  the  proprietors, 
as  was  the  case  with  the  poor  in  England, 
they  would  not  want  worK  for  the  people; 
because  especial  care  would  be  taken,  if 
the  proprietors  had  to  maintain  the  Irish 
poor,  that  they  were  provided  with  work. 
The  poor  were  now  left  to  subsist  on  the 
charitable  feeling  of  the  nation.  He  held 
that  the  people  of  a  country  ought  to  have 
a  right  by  law  to  a  maintenance;  those 
who  were  willing  to  work  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided with  the  means;  they  ought  to  re- 
ceive the  wages  of  their  labour,  and  to  be 
independent  of  charity  for  their  nudnte- 
nanoe.     Br.  Corrigan  said  on  this — 

'*  Some  time  might,  however,  elapse  before  mea- 
mires,  how  well  soever  devised,  oould  be  brought 
into  effective  operation,  to  enable  our  population 
to  pOMess  within  themselves  the  means  of  ob- 
taining BuiBoicnt  supplies  of  food ;  and  it  there- 
fore remains  to  be  determined,  what  would  he  the 
most  beneficial  mode  of  distributing  nourishment, 
were  we  again  to  be  visited  by  an  epidemics  such 
aa  that  of  1817  or  1826.    A  plan  wms  adopted  in 


St.  Catherine's  parish,  Dublin,  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  food  during  the  epidemic  of  1826,  whirii 
will  be  found,  I  believe,  applicable  on  all  similar 
occasions  in  towns.  I  can  speak  from  personal 
knowledge  of  its  efficiency.  Tickets  were  issued 
to  persons  or  fomilies  ascertained  to  be  fit  objeets 
for  relief.  No  ticket  was  given  unless  at  the  le- 
sidence  of  the  applicant,  whose  real  circumstaooes 
thus  came  directly  under  the  eye  of  the  inspector. 
Those  tickets  remained  in  force  for  fourteen  days, 
and  were  renewed  or  not  at  the  end  of  that  time* 
according  to  the  discretion  of  the  inspector.  Tbers 
were  two  classes  of  ticket,  pay  tickets  and  gmtia 
tickets.  The  holder  of  a  gratis  ticket  received 
each  day  during  its  term,  a  roll  of  bread  with  one 
quart  of  hot  soup.  The  holder  of  a  pay  ticket  re- 
ceived the  same,  but  was  obliged  to  pay  for  it  1^ 
about  one  third  of  its  original  cost.  It  freqaentlj 
happened  that  those  who  during  one  fortnight 
were  in  the  greatest  distress  were  often  able  dar- 
ing the  next  fortnight  to  become  holders  of  pay 
tickets,  and  thus  to  contribute  to  the  maintcnanee 
of  the  fund  by  which  they  had  themselves  been  re- 
lieved. The  demand  of  the  small  sum  of  one 
third  of  the  first  cost  for  the  food,  while  it  enabled 
the  distressed  labourer  to  support  himself  cheaply, 
still  preserved  his  independence,  and  preserved  him 
from  the  disgrace  of  being  considered  as  a  mendi- 
cant.  Moreover,  the  sum  thus  obtained  in  pence  frtun 
the  poor,  and  returned  to  them  in  the  most  advan- 
tageous form  for  themselves,  namely,  in  whole> 
some  hot  food,  amounted  to  much  more  than 
might  at  first  be  supposed.  In  St.  Catherine's 
parish  the  sum  thus  received  in  penee  from  tlw 
poor  in  little  more  than  six  months  was  2771*' 

The  learned  doctor  did  not  in  his  pam- 
phlet mention  any  proposal  for  giving  ex- 
tended powers  to  the  Poor  Law  guardiana; 
but  he  summed  up  the  conviction  to  whk^ 
he  had  come  from  the  facts  he  had  inveati- 
gated  in  these  words  :— 

"  I  have  in  the  above  observations  endeavoured 
to  keep  three  positions  prominently  before  asy 
readers: — 1st.  That  fiunine  (including  deAcieiii 
or  unwholesome  food)  is  the  paramount  cause  of 
the  epidemic  fevers  of  Ireland.  2dly.  Thatepi* 
demic  fever,  originate  as  it  may,  soon  acquires  a 
contagious  power,  a  power  of  generating  and  tt 
propagating  itself,  and  thus  involving  all,  rich  and 
poor,  in  the  country,  in  one  common  danger. 
And  ddly,  as  a  corollary  from  these  two,  that  em. 
ployment  and  wholesome  food  will  be  the  best  pr»> 
vention,  aided,  should  the  necessity  arise,  by  hoe* 
pitals  to  extinguish  contagion." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  ooIt 
by  this  BiU  the  erection  of  hospitals  ;  and 
it  would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  com- 
ment upon  the  clauses  in  that  Bill,  because 
it  was  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  was  a  measure  of  &  li> 
mited  extent,  from  which  he  did  not  expect 
much  good ;  and  he  (Mr.  Wakley)  cer* 
tainly  expected  none,  or  next  to  none*  finom 
it.  What  he  wanted  to  see  were  meaauTM 
adopted  adequate  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
disease,  or,  what  was  far  more  tmportaiit, 
the  ori|pnation  of  disease.  Out  of  the  11 0 
reports   they   had   received,    neariy  tbe 
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whole  of  the  returns  showed  that  the  ori- 
gin of  the  disease  was  owing  to  a  want  of 
food,  and  there  were  most  alarming  ac- 
counts of  the  prospects  before  them.  In 
many  instances  it  was  stated  that  the  pro- 
duce would  only  last  for  a  few  weeks.  So 
long  as  the  people  should  be  simply  desti- 
tute there  was  no  remedy  by  the  law ;  it 
was  only  when  sickness  should  supervene 
that  the  law  mercifully  gave  a  provision  ; 
and  then  after  these  poor  men  were  cured, 
with  their  frames  and  strength  exhausted 
by  the  disease,  they  were  to  be  sent  out 
again,  and  were  again  to  be  exposed  to 
poisonous  and  pestiferous  influences.  He 
said,  the  picture  was  one  of  such  an  appal- 
ling nature,  and  the  prospects  were  so 
frightful,  that  every  effort  ought  to  be  made 
by  the  Government  and  by  the  House  to 
prevent  the  occurrence  of  so  dreadful  an 
epidemic  amongst  the  Irish  population. 
In  the  present  measure  he  found  nothing 
of  that  kind :  it  was  wholly  inadequate  to 
the  occasion.  The  Government  said  that 
they  were  responsible  for  the  supply  of 
food;  but  they  ought  to  throw  the  respon- 
sibiUty  on  the  law.  He  knew  it  had  been 
often  calumniously  stated  that  what  led  to 
the  destitution  and  poverty  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  to  their  living  in  mud-holes, 
was  their  idleness.  He  believed  that  a 
falser  statement  had  never  been  made,  and 
that  a  grosser  calumny  had  never  been 
circtdated  in  an  intelligent  community. 
What  did  they  witness  in  London?  The 
severest  labour  was  performed  by  the 
bricklayers'  labourers.  He  believed  that, 
beyond  all  question,  the  severest  labour  in 
England,  but  in  London  most  imdoubtedly, 
the  severest  work  that  a  labouring  man 
could  perform,  was  performed  by  the  brick- 
layers' labourers.  By  whom  then  was  that 
labour  performed  ?  By  the  Irish,  almost  to 
a  man.  There  were  some  20,000  brick- 
layers' labourers  in  London  and  its  suburbs, 
and  not  more  than  100  of  these  were  Eng- 
lish. What  were  the  wages  of  these  la- 
bourers? Eighteen  shillings  a  week.  Now, 
within  twenty  mUes  of  London  the  English 
labourers  in  agriculture — ^in  Buckingham- 
shire, for  instance — were  not  receiving 
more  than  8$,  or  9s.  a  week.  Yet  so  ter- 
ribly severe  was  the  labour  of  the  brick- 
layers' labourer,  that,  with  all  the  tempta- 
tion of  the  increased  wages,  the  English 
labourer  was  incapable  of  performing  the 
work,  and  shrank  from  the  toil,  which  was 
gladly  and  cheerfully  performed  by  the 
Irish  labourer,  though  the  English  la- 
bourer was  now  receiving  but  half  the 


wages  he  could  earn  by  the  severer  trial. 
The  Irish,  then,  would  work  if  they  had 
the  opportunity.  What  he  wished  was, 
that  they  should  have  that  opportunity; 
and  of  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
contemplated  the  provision  by  his  present 
Resolution.  If,  by  introducing  clauses 
into  the  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
carry  out  the  principle  of  that  Resolution, 
he  would  soon  compel  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians to  provide  work  for  the  poor  in  a 
state  of  destitution.  This  would  be  the 
best  tax  on  the  absentee  proprietors  of 
Ireland ;  if  it  fell  unfairly,  let  all  be  bound 
to  assist.  If  it  oppressed  unjustly  the  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try would  have  no  right  not  to  contribute  ; 
but  the  poor  man  in  Ireland  ought  to  be 
protected  from  suffering  those  horrible  ca- 
lamities to  which  he  was  exposed  from  the 
want  of  those  staple  articles  of  food  which 
ought  to  fall  to  his  share.  It  was  acknow- 
ledged that  there  were  millions  in  Ireland 
into  whose  cabins  a  loaf  of  bread  never 
entered.  The  state  in  which  they  existed 
was  a  disgrace  to  civilization.  All  other 
classes  had  been  advancing  ;  new  luxuries 
were  daily  in  store  for  them  ;  but  whilst 
the  wealUiy  were  increasing  their  means 
of  happiness,  the  Irish  labourers  were  in 
as  bad  a  condition  now  as  they  were  a 
hundred  years  ago.  It  was  a  disgrace  to 
the  Government — ^he  did  not  allude  parti- 
cularly to  the  present  Government,  but  to 
all  the  Governments  which  had  existed  in 
this  country — ^that  Parliamentary  measiu-es 
had  not  been  proposed  to  protect  the  la- 
bourers. Every  advantage  had  been  given 
to  the  English  labourer  by  the  Act  of  43d 
Elizabeth,  the  principle  of  which  had  been 
carried  out  for  the  last  250  years  ;  and  he 
would  only  ask  what  would  have  been  the 
present  condition  of  the  Irish  labourers  if 
that  principle  had  been  in  operation  in  that 
country  ?  The  poor  would  have  been  as 
well  off  there  as  they  were  here;  and, 
until  they  had  such  a  law  for  Ireland,  the 
social,  physical,  and  moral  condition  of  the 
Irish  would  not  be  improved. 

Mr.  SHAW  would  trespass  very  shortly 
on  the  House,  as  he  desired  to  throw  no 
impediment  in  the  way  of  the  Bill  then 
under  their  consideration  going  into  Com- 
mittee. He  could  not  however  avoid  making 
a  few  observations  upon  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  who  had  just 
sat  down.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ac- 
cused that  side  of  the  House  of  a  re- 
luctance to  adopt  a  good  Poor  Law  for 
Ireland.    Now,  they  did  not  object  to  a 
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good  Poor  Law»  bat  they  did  object  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  definition  of  what  a  good 
Poor  Law  vaa.  He  would  at  that  time 
introduce  into  Ireland  the  old  English 
Poor  Law,  with  all  its  grieyoua  abases  of 
outdoor  relief  and  labour-rates.  He  en- 
tirely concurred  with  the  right  hoa.  Ba- 
ronet in  repudiating  that  plim.  In  Eng- 
land, for  nearly  three  centuries,  there  had 
been  a  Poor  Law ;  and  the  evils  of  the  out- 
door system  had  been  so  great,  that  the 
whole  policy  of  the  recently  amended  law 
was  gradually  to  get  rid  of  them.  In  Ire- 
land, a  Poor  Law  at  all  had  only  been  in- 
troduced within  the  last  few  years;  and  the 
great  object  was  to  keep  off  the  old  abuses 
of  the  English  law,  by  restricting  the  re- 
lief to  be  afforded  to  indoor  relief.  The 
system  had  been  attempted  in  Ireland  un- 
der many  difficulties  and  much  opposition. 
He  had  supported  it,  and  it  was  even  then 
working  better  than  he  had  almost  ven- 
tured to  anticipate.  The  tax  on  the  land 
of  the  country  was  already  about  260,0002. 
a  year,  and  if  that  were  increased  in  the 
ratio  that  the  statistics  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man proved^- the  proportion  of  outdoor 
relief  to  bear  to  indoor  relief  in  England 
— ^it  would  absorb  the  whole  property  of 
the  country;  indeed,  according  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  definition  of  a  poor  condition 
of  living,  there  were  many  large  districts 
in  Ireland  where  the  whole  labouring  po- 
pulation would  become  fair  claimants  for 
the  outdoor  relief  he  contended  for.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stroud  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment,  complained  that 
there  was  in  Ireland  no  legal  right  to  re- 
lief. True,  but  the  workhouses  were  not 
full ;  and  though  there  was  no  strict  legal 
right  to  relief,  practically  it  was  never  de- 
nied to  any  destitute  person  who  sought  it 
at  the  poor  house.  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber complained  of  the  treatment  of  the 
paupers  in  the  workhouses  in  Ireland;  but 
if  he  would  take  the  trouble  to  visit  them, 
he  would  find  the  poor  people  in  them  clean 
and  comfortable,  and  well  fed.  There  was 
only  one  point  on  which  ho  differed  from 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  It 
was  with  reference  to  the  purchase  of  oats 
in  Ireland.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  it  would  have 
been  absurd,  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of 
oats ;  but  he  thought,  without  materially 
raising  the  price,  as  much  money  as  was 
expended  on  American  maize  might  have 
been  more  wisely  and  economically  spent  in 
purchasing  in  Ireland  a  food  that  the  people 


there  were  used  to.  And  without  aaj  inters 
ferenoe,  such  as  had  been  reeommended  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsboryt   with  the 
Poor  Law  guardians  by  the   GoTemoeDtr 
he  was  aware  that  some  of  tlie  bo«rds  of 
guardians  had  very  prudentlj  purehaaed 
oatmeal  and  other  food  for  tbe  inmates  of 
the  workhouses,  instead  of  potatoea.     He 
would  not  then  dwell  upon  tho  exagger* 
ation  of  the  extent  of  the  Boarcitj  and 
danger  of  famine  in  Ireland,  of  which  ha 
had  before  spoken  in  that  House;  but  ha 
had  nothing  to  retract  on  the  subject.     It 
was  not,  however,  when  a  remedial  mea- 
sure for  the  distress  and  sufferings  of  the 
Irish  people  was  before  the  House,  that  he 
wished  to  introduce  that  topic -^- for  he 
fully  admitted  that  there  was  ample  ground 
in  Ireland  for  all  the  temporary  meaaurea 
of  alleviation  that  the  Govenunent  were 
proposing.     He  would  willingly  and  cor- 
dially support  them,  in  givine  labour  to  the 
unemployed — ^food  to  those  t&eatened  with 
famine,  and  in  providing  for  the  care  and 
comfort  of  the  sick.     But  when  the  dia- 
cussion  should  be  with  reference   to  the 
Com  Laws,  then  he  would  nerer  ahrink 
from  exposing  what  he  considered  the  fri- 
volous and  flimsy  pretence  of  making  the 
usual  periodical  distress  of  the  Irish  poor 
— aggravated  in  the  present  season,  as  it 
was,  by  the  disease  of  the  potato — a  ground 
for  altering  the  whole  commercial  system, 
and  removing  the  just  protection  to  native 
industry,  throuehout  the  Empire.     Upon 
that  occasion,  nowever,  he  must  say  a 
word  upon  each  of  the  documents  relative 
to  the  potato    disease   and  apprehended 
famine,  which  had  lately  been  printed  by 
the  House,  and  had  been  observed  upon 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  preceded  hun. 
As  to  the  first — the   potato  return,  it 
showed  a  price  somewhat  higher  than  the 
average  of  late  years,  but  stUl  nothing  ap- 
proaching to  a  famine  price,  namely*  about, 
on  an  average,  4cl.  per  stone,  or  2s.  8d. 
per  cwt.    And,  as  to  the  paper  on  disease, 
it  proved  no  very  extensive  case  of  fever 
throughout  the  country  generally.     The 
first  remark  that  it  struck  one  to  make 
upon  it  was,  that  there  were  answers  from 
no  more  than    108  dispensary    doctors, 
whereas  in  Ireland  there  were  between  600 
and  700  :  and  it  was  to  be  supposed  that 
the  answers  were  to  a  general  circular 
sent  themaU.   [Sir  James  Graham  :  They 
only  gave  the  answers  where  fever  had 
actually  broken  out].    No,  no;  he  begged 
pardon  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  for  a 
great  number  of  the  answers  only  stated 
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the  apprehenflion  of  ferer.  Such  a  docu- 
ment,  he  belieyed,  could  very  truly  be  made 
out  in  any  year  for  the  last  ten  at  that 
season;  and,  that  such  was  the  opinion  of 
Dr.  Corrigan,  would  appear  from  the  pam- 
phlet the  hon.  Member  had  so  largely 
quoted.  He  felt  that  there  was  some  dan- 
ger lest  the  care  of  the  sick  poor»  once 
being  thrown,  imder  the  present  Bill,  upon 
the  Poor  Law  Unions,  there  might  be  a 
difficulty  in  removing  it,  and  that  it  might 
become  a  permanent  charge  upon  the 
poor  rates.  Still  he  would  rather  encounter 
that  danger  than  oppose  any  temporary 
measure,  introduced  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  GoTomment  to  meet  the  present 
exigency,  and  therefore  he  would  not  offer 
any  impediment  to  the  progress  of  the 
BiU. 

Mb.  FRENCH,  in  deference  to  the  feel- 
ing expressed  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
should  not,  at  present,  enter  on  a  discus- 
sion as  to  the  demerits  and  defects  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law ;  his  opinions  were  un- 
ohanged  as  to  its  inapplicability  to  the 
wants  of  the  country :  inoperative  for  good 
— productive  only  of  discontent  and  dis- 
turbance, injudiciously  and  offensively  ad- 
ministered by  the  Commissioners — ^it  would 
not  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  it  was 
almost  without  a  defender.  There  was 
one  subject,  however,  unconnected  with  its 
administration,  which  he  could  not  pass 
over.  In  reply  to  a  question  put  by  him 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  why  the 
guardians  of  the  Castlereagh  Union  were 
dismissed?  an  answer  had  been  put  into 
the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
wholly  and  totally  destitute  of  truth.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  dismissed  the 
guardians  of  the  Casderea  Union,  because 
tiiey  refused  to  open  the  workhouse.  He 
had  lately  seen  several  of  the  selected  ma- 
gistrates and  electoral  guardians  of  that 
Union,  and  learned  from  them  that  the 
House  had  been  opened,  a  new  rate  im- 
posed, and  that  the  reason  assigned  was 
the  very  opposite  of  fact.  Assurances  of 
this  kind  were  not  only  damaging  to  the 
Commission,  but  to  the  Government  by 
whom  they  were  retained  in  office.  He 
fully  concurred  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick,  that  Government 
had  no  reason  to  pride  themselves  on  the 
measures  brought  forward  by  them  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament  in  relation 
to  Ireland.  The  self-complacency  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  ludicrously  absurd. 


Whatever  might  be  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  promote  the  in* 
terests  of  Ireland,  they  were  singularly  in- 
felicitous in  carrying  Uiem  into  effect.  He 
neither  anticipated  the  improvement  of  the 
country  nor  employment  of  the  people  as 
a  consequence  of  the  three  measures  so 
often  boasted  of.  Their  sole  result  would 
be  to  add  to  the  arbitrary  and  objectionable 
power  of  the  Executive,  and  of  the  publio 
boards  in  Dublin.  Their  first  measure, 
the  PubHc  Works  Act,  with  its  50,0002. 
for  moiety  grants,  clogged  with  the  condi- 
tion that  tibe  public  works  to  which  any 
portion  of  this  money  was  granted,  shaU 
from  thenceforward  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  Commissioners  resident  probably  100 
miles  or  upwards  from  the  spot,  to  lay  out 
any  sums  they  please,  under  the  head 
of  repairs,  repayable  by  the  districts, 
through  the  means  of  compulsory  present- 
ments. Secondly,  the  Drainage  Bill,  car- 
rying with  it  the  necessity  for  those  who 
avail  themselves  of  its  provisions,  to  place 
their  estates  in  the  hands  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, to  be  cut  and  carved,  and  possibly 
ultimately  sold,  at  their  pleasure.  Then 
came  the  sum  of  200,000/.  for  the  promo- 
tion of  inland  navigation,  just  at  a  time 
when  it  was  proved  that  the  cost  of  car- 
riage by  water  could  not  in  point  of  eco- 
nomy contend  with  that  by  the  rail.  This 
loan,  in  place  of  serving  Ireland,  was  likely 
to  prove  of  the  greatest  disservice,  as  works 
would  be  executed  by  public  money  which 
private  parties  would  not  be  found  to  un- 
dertake. There  would  not  be  any  return  for 
this  money  so  invested,  and  a  check  would 
be  given  to  the  influx  of  capital  into  Ire- 
land. He  regretted  the  position  of  the 
Government,  that,  since  the  death  of  his 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Fitzgerald,  there  was 
no  person  amongst  them  who  understood 
anything  of  the  interests  of  Ireland,  or  the 
feelings  of  any  class  of  her  inhabitants. 
100,0002.  was  to  be  advanced  imder  the 
Grand  Jury  Presentments*  Bill.  Already 
the  magistrates  and  cesspayers  assembled 
under  that  Bill  had  found  out  that  it  was 
so  framed  as  not  to  carry  out  the  objects 
of  its  preamble ;  and  at  five  sessions  in 
his  county,  where  they  had  met,  they  had 
unanimouriy  declined  to  put  it  in  force.  In 
the  baronies  of  Ballintubber,  Boyle,  May, 
Camon,  and  indeed  in  every  barony  of  the 
county  of  Roscommon,  such  had  been  the 
result.  He  held  in  his  hand  copies  of  the 
Resolutions  agreed  to  at  each  of  these 
meetings,  fully  explanatory  of  the  defi- 
ciencies of  this   Act,  and  showing  how 
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utterly  impossible  it  was  to  secure  any  em- 
ployment to  the  people,  althoagU  that  was 
stated  in  its  preamble  to  be  the  object 
sought  for.  The  necessity  of  accepting 
the  lowest  tender,  and  giving  the  exe- 
cution of  the  work  to  the  contractor  mak- 
ing it,  precluded  the  possibility  of,  under 
it,  procuring  employment  for  the  dbtressed 
poor,  in  distncts  suffering  from  the  failure 
of  the  potato  crop.  Now,  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  the  Bill  at  present  before  them,  on 
what  was  it  founded  ?  A  return  had  lately 
been  laid  before  the  House  on  the  state  of 
disease  in  Ireland,  which  Government  ap- 
peared to  rely  on  as  showing  a  necessity  for 
the  measure.  Now,  what  did  that  Paper 
really  show?  There  were  between  700 
and  800  medical  institutions  in  Ireland — 
between  600  and  700  dispensaries — eighty- 
eighty  fever  hospitals,  supported  by  grand 
jury  presentments ;  and,  according  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  eighty- 
one  Unions  out  of  the  130,  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  power  given  under  Vesey's 
clauses,  and  established  fever  hospitals  in 
the  workhouses.  The  number  of  medical 
institutions  might  therefore  be  fairly  taken 
at  about  800.  A  circular  was  of  course 
written  to  all.  Where  is  that  circular? 
Where  are  the  answers  to  it?  But  108 
of  "  the  most  serious*'  have  been  pub- 
lished—one -eighth  of  the  whole.  The 
remainder  were  cushioned — ^they  would  not 
support  the  "  alarming  exigency"  of  the 
Minister.  Even  of  the  108  published,  but 
four  specify  in  figures  an  actual  increase 
of  disease,  the  remaining  104  are  vague 
and  indefinite,  and  merely  record  the  ap- 
prehensions of  the  writers,  and  their  desire 
to  have  fever  hospitals  built  in  their  dis- 
trict. On  their  own  Paper,  their  own  ad- 
mission showed  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  this  measure.  There  were  already  165 
fever  hospitals  in  Ireland,  and  there  was  a 
power  vested  in  the  Poor  Law  guardians  to 
increase  that  number  if  necessary.  ^Vliy 
then  should  this  objectionable  and  uncon- 
stitutional power  be  given  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  taxing  the  people  of  Ireland 
at  his  pleasure  ?  Why  should  the  medical 
men,  if  they  be  required,  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  ?  The  landlords,  land- 
holders, and  owners,  were  the  parties  on 
whom  this  charge  should  be  placed,  and  if 
it  were  necessary  it  would  by  them  be 
willingly  borne;  this  provision  was  merely 
an  attempt  to  bribe  the  medical  profession 
and  stamp  the  country  with  pauperism. 
There  was,  however,  an  omission  from  this 


BiU»  which  he  could  not 


^ed. 


There  was  not  one  word  about  inspectioii, 
notwithstanding  that  eveiy  Committee 
that  had  inquired  into  the  state  of  medical 
relief  in  Ireland  had  strongly  remMumendcd 
it.  The  Poor  Law  Conomissioners,  tlie 
Poor  Inquiiy  Commissioners,  the  CoDeges 
of  Surgeons  and  Physicians,  and  united 
voice  of  the  medical  profession,  had  adro- 
cated  the  necessity  of  inspection;  yet  this* 
the  only  thing  that  could  by  possibifitj 
give  satisfaction,  or  carry  out  proper  me> 
dical  relief,  was  omitted.  By  it  alone  covild 
a  due  administration  of  the  funds  be  se- 
cured, and  a  proper  medical  assistance  to 
the  poor  be  prorided  for.  Now  with  re- 
spect to  the  proposed  Board  of  Health,  he 
should  like  to  know  who  the  individuala 
were  who  were  about  to  be  appointed. 
They  were,  he  understood,  to  be  the  heada 
of  different  departments  already  in  the  ser- 
vice of  Government;  but  what  knowledge 
of  medical  arrangements,  or  the  treatment 
of  epidemics  could  be  expected  from  com- 
missary-generals or  inspectors-general  of 
police  ?  From  his  experience  of  the  late 
Board  of  Health,  he  was  not  disposed  to 
place  much  confidence  in  the  proposed 
arrangements.  Under  the  old  system,  an 
application  was  made  for  the  sum  of  200L, 
for  cholera  or  fever,  he  forgot  which,  but 
the  documents  were  in  the  Castle  of  Dub- 
lin. The  money  waa  sent  down  without 
any  previous  inquiry,  and  a  compulsory 
presentment  forwarded  to  the  grand  jury 
to  levy  its  amount.  The  grand  jury  ob- 
jected, on  the  ground  that  no  fever  existed 
in  the  locality  at  the  time  specified;  but 
the  certificate  of  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  imperative,  and  the  money  had 
to  be  paid.  On  subsequent  inquiry  it  was 
discovered  that  the  application  had  been 
made  to  the  Board  of  Health,  that  the 
money  was  sent  down,  and  was  appro- 
priated to  the  building  of  a  house  of  legi- 
ons worship.  This  Bill  appeared  to  hua 
to  be  uncalled  for  and  unnecessary,  and  he 
therefore  protested  against  its  passing. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  Amendment  had  been  moved,  and, 
if  his  hon.  Friend  pressed  it  to  a  division, 
he  must  vote  against  H;  for  a  proposition 
involving  so  wide  a  question  as  that  of 
outdoor  relief  should  have  been  brought 
forward  as  a  substantive  Motion.  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  made 
an  observation  which  had  very  much  stmck 
him.  He  knew  the  kindness  of  heart  of 
tb*^  ~     ^leman,  and  his  wish  to  pro- 

E  -0  of  the  Irish  p      *     "    ' 

t  in  sUted  that 
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understand  the  Irish  character,  lie  (Mr. 
O&horne)  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
neither  understood  the  Irish  character  nor 
the  state  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Memher 
spoke  of  the  lahourers  coming  over  to  this 
country;  hut  did  he  not  know  that  in 
many  counties  of  England  the  harvest 
could  not  he  got  in  hut  for  the  aid  of  the 
Irish  lahourers  ?  Then  he  seemed  to  de- 
sire that  the  food  of  the  people  in  the 
workhouses  should  he  different  from  that 
of  the  lahourers  generally.  Now  he  la- 
mented that  the  potato  should  he  the  staple 
food  of  the  Irish  people;  hut  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  know,  that  it  was  a  suh- 
ject  of  great  difficulty  to  change,  the  food 
of  a  people.  He  himself  knew  a  case  in 
which  a  landlord  had  given  oaten  cakes  to 
his  lahourers,  and  what  was  the  fact  ? 
They  refused  to  take  them.  In  his  opinion 
the  preliminary  step  for  any  measure  of  re- 
lief for  the  people  of  Ireland  was  employ- 
ment. It  would  never  do  to  engender  a 
system  of  eleemosynary  relief  in  that  coun- 
try. There  was  one  kind  of  capital  there 
which  had  heen  altogether  neglected  to 
the  present  day.  It  was  the  capital  of  la- 
bour; and  it  was  perfectly  disgraceful  to 
the  various  Governments  of  this  country 
that  they  had  never  taken  that  into  consi- 
deration. He  called  such  a  course  abdi- 
cating the  functions  of  a  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  had  said,  put  a 
tax  on  the  mortgagees;  but  the  effect  of 
such  a  measure  would  only  be  to  raise  the 
value  of  money  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  ad- 
hered to  the  old  axiom,  that  property  had 
its  duties  as  well  as  its  rights,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  act  up  to  it  in  his  own  person. 
For  his  own  part,  he  thought  that  the 
much-abused  class,  the  Irish  landlords, 
were  as  good,  if  not  better,  than  the 
English.  There  might  be  some  who  were 
distressed,  which  was  the  real  origin  of  bad 
landlords;  and  he  should  be  most  happy  to 
see  some  measure  brought  in  to  break  the 
law  of  entail  in  Ireland,  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, caused  much  of  that  distress.  He 
woidd  recommend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  advance  liberal  loans  to  the 
railways  in  progress  in  Ireland,  but  for 
which  many  of  them  would  not  be  made. 
One  of  the  most  important  of  these  under- 
takings, the  Limerick  and  Waterford  Rail- 
way, was  now  at  a  standstill  for  want  of 
such  assistance. 

Mr.  M.  MILNE  S  :  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  hit  the  right 
nail  on  the  head  when  he  asserted  that 
the  great  evil  which  afflicted  Ireland  con- 


sisted in  the  inability  in  which  the  majority 
of  the  landlords  there  found  themselves  of 
being  able  to  do  anything  to  better  their 
own  position.  The  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  him  (Mr.  M.  Milnes)  with  re- 
ference to  this  subject  on  a  former  occa- 
sion had  given  rise  to  some  ill  feeling;  but 
he  was  happy  in  being  able  to  state  that  he 
had  received  communications  from  the 
other  side  of  the  channel  assuring  him  that 
what  he  had  said  had  been  kindly  taken, 
as  he  meant  it.  He  entirely  agreed  also 
in  what  had  been  said  of  the  better  man- 
agement of  the  Irish  estates  of  the  absen- 
tee landlords.  At  the  same  time  he  was 
of  opinion  that  in  such  a  crisis  as  impended 
over  Ireland  at  the  present  moment,  it  was 
the  imperative  duty  of  those  who  had  es- 
tates there  to  go  over  and  personally  su- 
perintend the  efforts  made  to  alleviate  the 
miseries  and  distresses  of  the  people  who 
were  under  their  care.  That  was  what 
any  English  landlord  would  do  if  his  tenan- 
try or  his  neighbourhood  were  threatened 
with  famine  or  fever;  and  why  should  not 
the  Irish  landlords  act  by  their  Irish  tenan- 
try as  they  would  by  their  English  tenan- 
try, if  the  case  called  for  it  ?  He  knew, 
however,  that  there  must  be  some  limit 
placed  on  the  extent  to  which  the  relief 
administered  by  them  went;  for  the  de- 
mands upon  the  Irish  landowners  would 
otherwise  be  so  great  as  not  possibly  to 
be  complied  with.  There  was  one  point 
to  which  he  would  direct  particular  atten- 
tion— namely,  the  very  heavy  burden  which 
the  landlords  endured  in  the  shape  of 
mortgages.  They  freouently  paid  5  per 
cent,  in  most  cases  4^  per  cent,  for  the 
money  they  borrowed;  and  he  did  firmly 
and  conscientiously  believe,  that  the  more 
effectual  means  of  affording  relief  to  Ire- 
land would  be  by  the  Government  apply- 
ing its  own  credit  for  the  purpose  of  ena- 
bling the  landowners  to  reduce  their  pre- 
sent mortgages,  and  to  borrow  money  at 
from  3  to  3^  per  cent.  The  question  was 
a  grave  one,  and  would  lead  to  grave  ob- 
jections; but  if  it  were  taken  up  by  a  more 
powerful  advocate  than  he  was  himself,  he 
had  no  doubt  the  remedy  would  be  found 
effectual.  Suppose  the  Government  thereby 
enabled  the  landlords  to  borrow  at  3^  per 
cent,  how  many  hundreds  of  labourers 
would  there  not  be  at  once  employed  in 
draining  and  otherwise  improving  lands  in 
Ireland.  He  hoped  the  present  discus- 
sion, and  those  preceding  it,  would  con- 
vince Ireland  that  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  England,  and  of  their  representa- 
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tives,  were  strongly  roused;  and  he  trusted 
that  those  Memhers  who  had  honoured 
them  hy  oommg  oyer  from  Ireland,  and 
taking  part  in  tiieir  debates,  would,  when 
they  went  hack  to  their  countrymen,  (issure 
them  that  it  was  the  universal  belief 
amongst  Englishmen,  that  whatever  misery 
was  endured  by  Ireland,  was  certain  to 
recoil,  by  its  effects,  upon  Engknd. 

Colonel  RAWD  ON  would  not  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  farther  than  to  ob- 
serve that  the  present  was  not  a  fit  oppor- 
tunity for  entering  upon  so  wide  a  topic 
as  that  supposed  by  the  last  hon.  speaker. 
He  wishea  particularly  to  direct  attention 
to  the  fever  and  other  returns  from  Ire- 
land, and  to  observe  that  it  would  be  ad- 
visable to  have  those  returns  periodically 
made,  and  to  append  to  them  the  names 
of  the  landlords  in  whose  localities  dis- 
eases were  most  prevalent,  so  as  to  render 
those  persons  subject  to  public  opinion. 
He  had  felt  extreme  gratification  in  hear- 
ing from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Home  Secretary  an  avowal  which 
he  trusted  would  henceforward  be  acted 
upon  by  him,  and  one  which  was  almost 
made  in  the  precise  terms  used  so  often  on 
his  own  side — ^namely,  that  the  time  was 
come  when  the  Gov^ent  must  md^e  up 
its  mind  to  legislate  upon  Irish  subjects 
with  Irish  feelings.  He  hoped  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  expression  of  such  a  senti- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government,  con- 
stituted a  new  era  for  Ireland. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  rose  to  make 
an  observation  on  the  Motion  before  the 
House;  and  he  did  so  even  at  the  risk  of 
appearing  hard  and  tmcharitable  under  the 
afilicting  circumstances  in  which  Ireland 
was  placed.  He  believed  that  if  the  prac- 
tice of  giving  outdoor  relief  was  resorted 
to  as*  proposed,  the  practice  would  become 
permanent,  and  the  workhouse  test  could 
never  again  be  resorted  to  in  Ireland. 
Would  it,  let  him  ask,  be  fair,  without  re- 
sorting to  any  test,  or  having  recourse  to 
any  preliminary  inquiry,  at  once  by  a 
by-law,  such  as  was  proposed,  to  overturn 
the  whole  social  system  upon  which  the 
Poor  Law  of  Ireland  was  based  ?  Had  any 
emergency  yet  arrived  which  called  for  so 
sweeping  a  measure?  The  workhouses 
were  not  yet  fuU,  nor  was  there  any  demand 
for  extra  accommodation,  which  he  would 
be  prepared  to  provide  in  a  temporary  man- 
ner if  needed.  He  knew  it^was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  near  him,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  not  go  into  the  workhouse; 
but  the  circumstances  had  not  sufficiently 


tested  ihat  feeling,  which,  as  it  was  found- 
ed  on  a  false  idea,  would,  he  believed, 
vanish  at  the  first  opportunity  of  trying  its 
strength. 

Viscount  EBRIN6T0N  could  not  vote 
for  the  present  Motion;  but  he  thought  that 
more  power  to  give  relief  to  the  sick  and 
impotent  poor,  as  in  Scotland,  should  be 
given  to  tne  guardians.  On  some  future 
occasion,  he  should  trouble  the  House  with 
his  opinions  on  the  administration  of  relief 
in  England.  He  knew  a  case  in  which  the 
guardians  of  a  Poor  Law  Union  in  Devon- 
shire were-— he  could  not  say  are— letting 
out  the  labour  of  ablebodied  men.  How 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  reconciled  his  views 
of  political  economy  in  Ireland  with  the 
laxity  of  his  Poor  Law  administration  here 
he  could  notpretend  to  say. 

Mr.  FITZGERALD  intended  to  vote 
for  the  Bill;  but  in  doing  so,  he  should 
observe  that  the  very  existence  of  the  evils 
which  led  to  the  necessity  for  such  a  mea> 
sure  was  proof  of  the  existence  of  one  ef 
the  heaviest  grievances  of  which  Ireland 
had  to  complain.  One  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  which  Ireland  complained  was  the 
want  of  a  sufficient  proportion  of  repre* 
sentation  in  the  Cabinet  or  the  Legislature. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  admitted 
— ^and  his  evidence  was  most  important — 
that  there  was  not  at  present  a  single 
Irish  Member  in  the  British  Cabinet.  He 
thought  that  a  serious  grievance.  But 
there  was  another  part  of  the  right  bon. 
Baronet's  speech  for  which  he  htA  plea- 
sure in  thanking  him.  He  thanked  him 
for  the  kind  manner  in  which  he  had 
spoken  of  the  Catholic  clergy  in  Irdand. 
That  kind  language  would  be  the  more 
soothing  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
would  be  productive  of  the  better  effect, 
that  it  had  been  used  by  the  right  hen. 
Baronet  in  that  House  on  the  same 
day  on  which  a  newapaper,  which  wu 
looked  upon  as  an  organ  of  the  Govern- 
ment —  he  meant  the  Times  —  ["  No, 
no!'*]  —  well,  at  all  events,  it  was  s 
journal  that  was  looked  upon  as  express- 
ing the  sentiments  of  the  great  majoritj 
of  the  people  of  England;  and  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
have  used  such  soothing  language  on  the 
same  day  on  which  an  article  of  a  most 
insulting  nature  appeared  in  the  Tunes 
journal.  In  the  Titnes  of  that  morning 
there  was  an  article  on  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, from  which  he  would  read  to  the 
House  an  extract.  After  alluding  to  **  the 
enormity,  not  less  than  the  impiuiily  ef 
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erime,  and  the  eneouragement  given  to  it 
by  great  and  organized  conspiracies  in 
different  counties  of  Ireland/'  it  went  on 
thus— - 

'*  The  speotAcle  of  a  country  where  outrage  may 
t)e  threatened  with  effect,  and  executed  without 
retribution— >where  the  forms  of  justioe  are  of  no 
ayail,  and  its  spirit  without  influence — ^where  sym* 
pathy  is  on  the  side  of  the  wrong-^oers,  and  not 
of  the  sufferers  —  where  testimony  is  perverted 
by  fear,  or  destroyed  by  violence— where  false- 
hood assumes  the  guise  and  utters  the  language  of 
devotion — ^where  perjury  protects  itself  beneath 
the  venerable  garb  of  sanctity,  or  is  sheltered  by 
the  sacred  walls  cf  the  confessional." 

Now,  he  askect  was  not  that  an  insult  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  an  attack  upon 
the  Catholic  dergj  of  Ireland  ?  Was  it 
not  language  oalcvdated  to  sink  deeply  into 
the  minds  of  Irishmen,  and  to  engender 
feelings  of  anger  and  animosity  towards 
the  people  of  this  country  ?  Was  it  not 
calculated  to  promote  feelings  of  distrust 
and  dislike  between  the  people  of  the  two 
countries  ?  But  it  was  satisfactory  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  have  taken 
the  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  same 
day  as  he  had  done,  and  of  bestowing  such 
encomiums  upon  Ihe  Catholic  clergy  of 
Ireland.  More  lasting  measures  than  the 
present  were,  however,  wanting.  Tem- 
porary relief  and  the  distribution  of  ahns 
m  charity,  would  be  useless  beyondjthe 
moment.  The  great  want  was  employ- 
ment. The  people  of  Ireland  had  had 
their  expectations  raised.  They  had  been 
led  to  expect  extensive  employment,  and 
means  should  be  adopted  for  that  purpose. 
He  recommended  the  Government  to  attend 
to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien), 
and  to  anpomt  a  Committee  of  Irishmen  to 
whom  all  measures  relating  to  Ireland 
should  be  submitted. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNELL  said,  that  if 
outdoor  relief  were  to  be  established  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  amount  to  an  utter  confisca- 
tion of  property.  The  system  had  been 
tried  in  England,  and  it  had  not  succeeded. 
Its  effects  would  be  disastrous  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  p.  S.  butler  :  As  it  appeared  to 
be  expected  that  every  Irish  Member  should 
deliver  his  opinions  upon  the  question,  he 
begged  to  offer  a  very  few  observations. 
He  should  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud.  The  funds  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Poor  Law  guardians  in 
Ireland  were  totally  insufficient.  The  hon. 
Member  proceeded  to  give  several  instances 
of  the  straitened  circumstances  in  which 


some  of  the  Unions  were  placed,  and 
amongst  others  stated,  that  in  the  Kilkenny 
Union,  of  which  he  himself  had  been  one 
of  the  first-elected  guardians,  a  cheque 
which  he  had  drawn  upon  the  bank,  in 
discharge  of  a  debt  for  the  supply  of  some 
articles  of  food  to  the  Union,  had  been  dis- 
honoured, and  upon  his  applying  at  the 
bank  to  know  the  reason,  he  was  laughed 
at  by  the  clerk,  who  told  him  that  no  fewer 
than  144  similar  cheques  had  been  disho- 
noured for  want  of  fonds. 

Mr.  SCROPE  explained,  that  he  had 
certainly  net  meant  that  the  ablebodied 
poor  should  be  relieved  at  thdr  own  homes. 
His  object  was  merely  to  prevent  their  ac- 
tually starving.  However,  as  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  think  that  the  dis- 
cussion had  better  be  taken  at  another 
time,  and  that  the  Bill  should  be  permitted 
at  once  to  go  into  Committee,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  House  in  Com* 
mittee  upon  the  Bill. 

The  various  clauses  were  passed  with 
verbal  Amendments. 

House  resumed.  Report  to  be  received, 
and  Bill  read  a  third  time  on  the  next 
day. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  Six. 
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Thursday,  March  19,  1846. 

MiMUTSs.]    PtTBLic  BfLLb— >l**  Otl^PeosioD•r•'  Serriees 
(Chelies  snd  GtMowieh)}   Out-Peniloiicrif    Payment 
(OnemHeh  rad  ChelM)  i  Sovth  S«a  Compsny. 
S*-  MctTopoUUn  BuUdingi. 

PtTiTroNS  Prbsbiitkd.  From  the  Compsny  of  Brewen 
of  the  City  of  London,  tnd  Tniiteei  of  the  Bookbladcf/ 
Provident  Asylum,  Ball's  Pood  Road,  pmyinf  to  Iw  Ks- 
smptcd  tfom  the  Operation  of  the  Charitable  I'rutta  Bill. 
<— Prom  Guardians  of  the  Magherafelt  Union,  for  Altera- 
tion of  tlie  Irish  Poor  Law.— From  Great  Torringtoo, 
Bradtad,  and  HoUaoomlie*  for  Pioteotioo  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Interest — From  the  Presbytery  of  Dee,  in  fkvour  of 
the  Turnpike  Roads  (Scotland)  BilL  —From  Farmers  and 
others  of  Happing,  for  Alteration  of  the  Tithe  Conunu- 
tatlnnAot. 

IRISH  POOR  LAWS— PRIVILEGE. 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTY  having 
presented  a  petition  from  a  Union  in  Ire- 
land against  {he  Irish  Poor  Law  BUI, 

Lord  BROUGHAM  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law  Committee,  whether  it  was  true  that 
that  Committee  had  been  stayed  and  ob- 
structed in  the  proceedings  yesterday  by 
the  refusal  on  the  part  of  a  witness  to  pro- 
duce certain  papers,  he  being  fortifiea  in 
his  refusal  hj  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners? 
He  (Lord  brougham)  conld  not  hare  be- 
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lieved  the  monstrous  fact  if  he  had  not 
seen  and  spoken  with  the  witness  alluded 
to,  Mr.  Gulson,  Assistant  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioner, upon  the  suhject. 

The  Eael  of  CLANCARTY  said,  that 
the  fact,  as  stated  hy  the  nohle  and  learned 
Lord,  was  quite  true ;  hut  it  had  since  heen 
ascertained  that  the  papers  would  be  pro- 
duced to-mon'ow. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  This  is  an  ob- 
struction  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  by  it  a  grave  offence  against 
our  privileges  has  been  committed.  My 
Lords,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  must 
be  informed  that  it  is  at  their  high  peril 
that  they  refuse  to  produce  any  documents 
that  are  demanded  by  one  of  your  Com- 
mittees from  a  witness.  And,  then,  to  say 
that  Mr.  Gulson  should  obtain  their  per- 
mission first !  We  do  not  want  their 
permission.  The  Committee  has  only  to 
report  -to  the  House  that  they  are  so  ob- 
structed and  stayed  in  their  proceedings  by 
reason  of  the  non-production  of  this  docu* 
ment,  and  this  House  will  give  them,  if 
they  have  not  the  power  uiemselves,  a 
specific  order  of  the  House  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  papers  they  may  require. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS,  having 
unfortunately  been  absent  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  occasion,  begged  to  ask  hia 
noble  Friend  whether  these  papers,  to  pro- 
duce which  so  much  reluctance  had  been 
exhibited,  were  not  marked  ''private  and 
confidential." 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTY  said,  that 
although  the  papers  in  question  were 
marked  ''private  and  confidential,"  accor- 
ding to  the  statement  of  the  witness,  they 
were  the  instructions  of  the  witness,  and 
the  only  means  of  carrying  out  the  orders 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  he  had  not 
had  the  honour  of  assisting  his  noble  Friend 
on  the  Committee  the  day  upon  which  this 
circumstance  occurred,  and  being  unwilling 
to  prejudge  any  set  of  men,  or  assume  they 
were  in  error  before  he  had  positive  evi- 
dence on  the  subject,  was  inclined  to  sup- 
pose it  might  yet  turn  out  that  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  directed  Mr.  Gul- 
son, not  of  his  own  accord,  to  offer  to 
produce  certain  documents  which  they 
would  have  been  willing  and  ready  to  pro- 
duce if  called  for  by  order  of  the  House. 
But  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  had  no  right 
to  withhold  documents  that  were  marked 
*' private  and  confidential, "  because  their 
Lordships,  by  obtaining  partial  information 


only,  would  be  left  in  a  worse  position  than 
if  they  had  got  no  information  at  all. 

The  Earl  of  CLARE  said,  that  there 
was  no  ground  for  the  supposition. of  the 
noble  Lord,  as  Mr.  Gulson  had  been 
positively  forbidden  by  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners to  produce  the  papers  in  ques- 
tion. The  Committee,  therefore,  ordered 
the  witness  to  withdraw,  and  stopped  the 
proceedings,  intending  to  appeal  to  the 
House.  In  the  meantime,  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  thought  better  of  it,  and 
agreed  to  produce  the  papers.  In  justice 
to  Mr.  Gulson,  he  must  say  that  no  indis- 
position to  produce  them  h^  been  evinced 
on  his  part ;  that  he  had  been  ordered  bj 
his  superiors  not  to  produce  them ;  and 
that  he  had  merely  thought  it  right  to  obey 
that  order,  and  await  the  decision  of  their 
Lordships*  House. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  thought  there  must 
be  some  misunderstanding  on  the  subject ; 
for  he  could  not  believe  that  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  were  so  ignorant  of  the  law 
as  to  do  anything  so  preposterous  and  ab- 
surd, as  to  direct  that  those  documents 
should  not  be  produced  before  their  Lord- 
ships' Committee.  Be  the  documents  what 
they  might  it  was  for  the  Committee,  and 
not  for  the  Commissioners  by  their  orders 
beforehand,  to  settle  what  documents  should 
be  produced  before  the  Committee. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  My  Lords,  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  are  wholly  with- 
out excuse  in  this  manner.  The  document 
is  not  a  private  letter  at  all.  I  have  read 
Mr.  Gulson's  letters  to  the  Commissioo- 
ers,  to  ask  leave  to  produce  the  document 
before  the  Committee.  That  document 
contained  his  instructions  from  them.  Bat 
the  answer  was,  that  he  was  not  to  pro- 
duce the  letter,  because  it  was  "  private 
and  confidential.'*  Good  God!  my  Lords, 
is  a  public  department — the  most  delicate 
perhaps  to  administer  of  all — ^to  be  allowed 
to  give  to  its  officers  pubUc  instructions  to 
be  produced  when  called  for,  and  private 
and  confidential  instructions  which  are  not 
to  be  produced  ?  I  am  the  less  disposed 
to  concede  this,  because  I  see  that  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Commissioners  has  been  at 
fault  on  other  occasions.  I  have  read  Mr. 
Parker's  case,  and  though  I  shall  not  say 
anything  to  prejudge  a  matter  now  undcf^ 
going  investigation  in  another  place,  Tel 
this  I  will  tell  them,  that  I  have  defended 
them  through  good  report  and  throogk 
bad  report  when  they  were  in  the  right : 
in  the  nomination  of  jiome  of  them  I  had  a 
hand,  And  therefore  I  feel  renniasiUe  for 
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ihem;  bat  1  warn  them  to  attend  more  to 
the  letter  of  Acts  of  Parliament — to  the 
will  of  Parliament — and  to  do  their  duty 
without  fear  of  the  newspapers  ;  for  that 
charge  1  make  against  them,  that  in  Mr. 
Parker's  case  thej  have  acted,  and  have 
avowed  that  thej  have  acted,  through  fear 
of  the  press. 

Subject  dropped. 

METROPOLITAN  BUILDINGS  BILL. 

Viscount  CANNING  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Metropolitan  Buildings 
Bill.  Their  Lordships  would  remem- 
ber that  in  the  Session  of  1844  an  Act 
was  passed,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
repeal  the  old  BuHding  Act  of  1774, 
which  had  been  found  inefficient  for  the 
purposes  it  was  intended,  namely,  for 
establishing  and  defining  a  well-digested 
and  well-regulated  code  of  rules,  by  which 
metropolitan  buildings  should  be  erected 
and  repaired,  with  a  view  to  the  safety  and 
comfort  of  the  public.  '  The  country  had 
had  more  than  a  year's  experience  of  the 
new  measure ;  and  he  was  bound  to  admit 
that  in  several  respects  defects  were  appa- 
rent in  the  Bill.  It  was  scarcely  to  be  ex- 
pected to  be  otherwise  in  a  measure  so  full 
of  details  as  this  necessarily  was,  and  af- 
fecting so  many  interests,  and  interests  of 
Such  various  kinds.  The  consequence  had 
been,  that  many  representations  of  differ- 
ent sorts  had  been  addressed  to  the  Govern- 
ment, setting  forth  the  real  or  supposed 
defects  of  the  measure,  and  pointing  out 
what  the  complainants  considei^  would  be 
the  proper  remedies  to  be  applied.  Some 
of  those  representations  contained  sugges- 
tions, and  others  complaints,  many  of  which, 
no  doubt,  were  imreasonable ;  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  he  must  admit,  others  were 
founded  upon  just  and  reasonable  grounds. 
Where  the  latter  was  the  case,  the  Go- 
Temment  had  considered  it  to  be  their  duty 
to  take  those  complaints  or  suggestions  into 
consideration,  wim  a  view  to  devise  some 
remedy  for  the  defects  complained  of.  The 
Bill  upon  their  Lordships'  Table,  therefore, 
was  only  the  Bill  of  1844,  containing  seve- 
ral Amendments,  which  had  been  thought 
necessary  in  consequence  of  the  repre- 
sentations which  had  been  made  to  the 
Goremment.  At  a  later  period  of  the 
Session  he  should  deem  it  his  duty  to 
bring  the  whole  of  the  corrections  before 
their  Lordships,  embodied  in  a  Bill,  if  any 
further  Amendments  were  proposed.  In 
the  mean  time  it  would  only  be  necessary 
^r  him  to  refer  to  the  amended  clauses  on 
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the  Act  of  1844,  which  described  the  ma* 
chinery  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  carry 
it  out.  Under  the  Act  of  1844,  l^ere 
were  two  official  referees  appointed.  A 
subsequent  clause  in  the  Bill  directed  the 
appointment  of  a  third  officer,  who  waa 
caUed  the  registrar,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
put  upon  record  the  decisions  of  the  of- 
ficial referees,  and  as  it  was  understood 
that  this  officer  would  generally  be  a  bar- 
rister, to  act  as  a  sort  of  legal  assessor  to 
them,  by  affording  them  advice  upon  legal 
matters.  The  clause  also  provided  that 
the  award  of  one  referee  was  final  and 
binding,  if  the  seal  of  the  registrar  was 
affixed  to  it.  This  was  calculated  to  lead 
to  great  inconvenience,  inasmuch  as  the 
referees  might  give  different  awards;  and 
the  one  which  received  the  seal  of  the  re- 
gistrar, who  was  not  supposed  to  be  prac- 
tically acquainted  with  the  details  of 
building,  was  final.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  deemed  it  iheir  duty  to 
seize  the  earliest  opportunity  of  removing 
this  obstruction  ;  and  for  that  purpose  they 
proposed  to  appoint  an  additional  referee 
who  should  possess  co-ordinate  powers 
with  the  other  two;  and,  of  course,  from 
the  mere  fact  of  there  being  three  referees, 
in  case  of  disagreement,  a  decision  would 
be  come  to  by  a  majority  of  referees  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject.  The  most  for- 
midable objection  to  the  appointment  of 
this  third  referee  was  the  additional  ex- 
pense. By  the  Act  of  1844  the  salaries 
of  these  referees  were  partly  borne  by  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  partly  by  the  city 
of  London,  and  the  counties  of  Middlesex, 
Surrey,  and  Kent.  The  salary  of  each 
referee  was  1,0002. ;  but  by  the  additional 
appointment  it  was  not  proposed  to  in- 
crease the  expense,  as  one  of  the  parties 
had  retired  on  account  of  the  condition 
which  had  been  heretofore  attached  to 
the  office,  that  he  should  be  debarred 
from  pursuing  his  ordinary  professional 
avocations :  the  Government  now  proposed 
to  anprdpriate  this  sum  to  the  payment 
of  5002.  per  annum  each  to  the  successol* 
of  this  gentleman  and  the  third  referee, 
and  to  permit  them  to  pursue  their  own 
private  practice  as  surveyors.  He  hoped 
no  objection  would  be  offered  to  the  passing 
of  this  BiU,  so  that  it  might  go  into  Com- 
mittee next  day. 

LoBD  COLBORNE  said,  there  never  was 
a  Bill  passed  that  had  met  with  more  ob- 
jections, and  had  so  little  answered  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  intended,  as  the 
Metropolitan  Buildings  Act  of  1844.    He 
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snfe,  mod  he  was  gratified  ia  heariDg  the 
■uUe  VuconDt  express  hit  intentioD  to  in- 
tavdnee  &  new  BtU  during  the  preaent  Ses- 
um;  and  be  Inuted  that  tke  prorisioiu  of 
that  ffill  would  be  sneb  as  weald  do  away 
with  the  iMit  n  wll j  of  eonstant  eomplaint 
agaiiut  it  OB  the  part  of  tbe  pnblie,  by  pm- 
viding  a  proper  and  efficieot  remedy  for  the 
existing  defects. 

LoBD  CAMPBELL  did  not  nse  to  op- 
peae  the  seeond  reading  of  the  631;  bathe 
nnst  say  that  he  thooght  the  mly  way  to 
nnedy  the  eril  would  be  to  repeal  the  Bill 
of  1844  altogether.  He  was  eonnneed, 
titat  to  attempt  to  patch  op  that  Bill  wonld 
only  be  to  make  confosioD  worse  CMifoond- 
ed.  He  and  some  noble  Friends  of  his 
foretold  the  diffiealties  that  woold  enme; 
but  in  vain.  His  noUe  Friend  had  giren 
bat  a  faint  idea  of  the  einfiinan  that  had 
been  occasioned.  So  very  defectire  was 
the  Aet,  thathethougfatfew  of  those  noble 
Lords  who  supported  it  in  1844  had  read  it 
tiuoogfa.  The  present  Bill  toached  only 
two  or  three  clMtses  ont  of  some  hnndred 
or  more  eqnsDy  objectionable  ;  and  be 
wonld  suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Canning)  that  the  better  conrse  wonld  be 
to  withdraw  the  preaent  BiO,  and  bring  in 
another  more  comprehenaiTe,  or,  at  least, 
one  to  repeal  the  Act  of  1844,  and  allow 
buildings  to  be  regulated  for  the  preeent  by 
the  M  Building  Act  of  1774,  which,  what- 
erer  its  defects,  was  perfection,  compared 
with  the  present. 

The  Dto  of  BUCCLEUCH  swd,  he 
had  read  the  Bill  of  1844  seTent  times 
while  it  was  before  the  House.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  Act  was  not  in  many 
points  capable  of  improrement;  but  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  propose  a  measure  of 
Boeh  a  nature,  dealing  u  it  did  with  Tarioos 
interests,  and  infolring  many  complicated 
matters,  that  thoold  be  in  the  first  initance 
altogether  free  &om  objection.  QneationB 
of  doubt  were  seen  to  arise,  and  objeotiona 
to  be  made  eepedally  by  those  whose  acts 
it  was  most  necessary  to  control.  He  should 
much  regret  to  see  tiie  Aet  rapealed  altoge- 
ther, as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  ing- 
gested;  for  it  was  absolutely  necesBsry  for 
the  safety  of  the  buildings  and  the  health 
ef  the  people  that  stringent  measares 
should  be  Ukcn. 

Lord  ASHBURTON  regretted  that  no 
measure  had  hitherto  passed  for  abolinb- 
ing  the  smoke  nnisance  in  the  metTt>polis. 
So  serious  had  that  nuisance  beMme, 
owing  to  the  cstaUiihmen 


woe  only  by  great  ai 
to  see  the  son,  snlessthey  went  s( 
oat  of  town  for  that  porpose-     " 
formed,  diat,  by  a  toj  small  e: 

m^lfat  be  abated  in  'nearty  aD 


LoBD  CAMPBELL  had  rrantMl  two  or 
three  patents,  while  he  hdu  tha  ofiee  of 
Attorney  General,  any  doc  of  wUdh  weald 
be  effeetoal  for  rense^ring  the  nnisaaee  trf 
which  the  ooUe  Lord  ecm[daiDed,  and  that 
not  only  without  any  great  expense,  bvt 
with  consideiaUe  eeoDomy,  by  ''■™"''—fc 
ing  the  oast  of  fad.  " 
agree  that 


The  DcD!  of  BCCCLBU 
the  HoDse  that  a  BiD  paaaed  •eme  Sca- 
.    lin( 
thdrown  i 
taring  towna. 
Bill  read  2>. 
House  adjourned. 
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Ma.  HUME  me  to  morfr- 


duct,  Arsbasf,  Bridp,  W«r,  Cual,  Cn,  Dvck, 
Ferry.  Hsttoor,  NiTigUioa,  Pier,  Poet,  SsQwsj, 
ReMFToir.Tiituiel.Tnmpike  Road.  sixtWatar  Worfc, 
ud  for  all  other  woriu  and  l»el»w>«>  oa  iMs) 
UimIi  wUhin  tha  ordiuTT  ipr^  tfaln,  a 
PUadl^--" 


Surrcj.  irben  pnUiibed,  or  eln  upon  Mspi  of  la 
HuinJent  hoIp,  sad  ertw»rting  ten  mIIm  «a  sach 
tide :  togtthw  with  onhryd  PUm  aaJ  SirtI—  <f 
nieh  parli  oT  tha  wfwki  u  an  oa  tha  tidal  laada 
within  tbi  ordinary  Bpring  tidsa,  oa  a  Kale  of  ■« 
]«u  than  tventj  fret  to  an  inch,  with  th*  timtm 
•  -  ■  ■•  COB.  ■hall,  on  or  bdax  tb*  M^ 
b«  •bpwlMl  btkBoaidefld- 


(loBi  Snred  thm 
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ber  mdf  no  Bill  for  making,  rarybg,  ex- 
tending, or  enlarging  any  railway,  har- 
bonr,  bridge,  canal,  pier,  tunnel,  or  other 
work,  whickshonldinterfere  with  tidal  water, 
would  pass  the  House  unless  the  Admiralty 
had  signified  their  approbation.  A  great 
number  of  Bills,  which  would  so  inte^ere, 
were  thrown  upon  the  Admiralty  at  once, 
in  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  and  it  was 

Site  impossible  for  the  Board  to  make  up 
etr  minds  upon  the  sereral  merits  of 
those  Bills  without  a  careful  examination. 
To  make  that  examination,  required  con- 
siderable time,  the  Admiralty  having  no 
means  of  knowing  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
jected works  until  they  were  thus  suddenly 
placed  before  them;  and  it  would  be  as 
much  for  the  benefit  and  conirenience  of 
the  promoters  themselres,  as  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  that 
the  Board  should  have  due  time  and  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  into  the  merits  of  the  pro- 
jects  before  they  came  before  the  House. 
For  those  reasons  he  wished  that  the 
plans  and  sections  should  be  lodged  in 
the  Admiralty  Office. 

Captain  BERKELEY,  in  supporting 
the  Motion,  said,  that  there  was  a  very 
strong  case  in  point  illustrative  of  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  such  an  order. 
It  was  that  of  the  Great  Western  Railway 
Company,  which  had  proposed  last  year  to 
cross  the  river  Severn,  over  the  tidal  water, 
by  means  of  a  bridge.  The  Admiralty 
veiy  properly  opposed  such  an  interference 
with  the  navigation  of  the  river,  and  threw 
out  the  BiU;  yet  the  Great  Western  Com- 
pany, notwithstanding  that  defeat,  had  ac- 
tually brought  in  another  BiD,  and  were 
trying  to  get  it  passed,  and  the  effect  of  it 
would  be  to  cross  the  river  by  another 
bridge,  not  far  removed  from  the  proposed 
site  of  the  former. 

Sib  G.  COCKBURN  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
would  obviate  many  inconveniences  with 
regard  to  Bills  proposing  to  interfere  with 
narigable  rivers. 

Motion  agreed  to;  as  well  as  a  Motion 
to  compelpromoters  of  Bills  at  present  be- 
fore the  House,  which  would  come  under 
the  action  of  the  Standing  Order  just 
passed,  to  send  copies  of  plans,  sections, 
Ac.,  without  delay  to  the  Admiralty. 

RAILWAY  TERMINI  IN  THE  METRO- 
POLIS. 

Mit.  WILSOK  PATTEN,  in  rising  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  Sixth 
Report  of  the  Railways  Classification  Com- 


mittee, said  that  he  was  directed  by  the 
Committee  to  state  that  they  had  nearly 
come  to  the  termination  of  their  labours. 
They  had  placed  the  different  Railway  Bills 
sent  before  ihem  in  groups;  but  on  coming 
to  those,  the  objects  of  which  were  to  make 
lines  through,  and  have  termini,  in  the  me- 
tropolis, they  had  resolved  that  they  form- 
ed so  peculiar  a  class,  and  had  bearings  of 
BO  important  a  nature,  that  they  ought  to 
make  it  the  subject  of  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  for  the  appointment  of  a  Commis- 
sion to  investigate  and  report  upon  them. 
The  Committee  found  the  question  so  im- 
portant, that  it  could  not  come  to  the 
same  resolutions  with  regard  to  them  as  it 
had  arrived  at  in  other  cases,  and  thought 
that  its  duty  required  it  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  The  metropolitan 
lines  the  Committee  had  dirided  into  three 
classes :  first,  those  that  were  originally 
intended  to  have  been  brought  before 
Parliament  during  the  present  Session, 
but  which  were,  for  various  reasons,  post- 
poned to  another  Session;  second,  those 
that  had  been  proposed,  but  withdrawn; 
third,  and  finalnr,  those  that  were  to  be 
brought  before  Parliament  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.  In  the  consideration  of 
those  Bills  there  appeared  so  much  good 
and  so  much  evil  to  the  metropolis,  that  the 
Committee  thought  they  shodd  be  carried 
before  another  tribunal,  where  they  could 
be  exclusively  considered.  He  had  brought 
with  him  a  map,  on  which  was  marked  all 
the  proposed  stations  in  the  metropolis,  and 
he  could  not  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
more  forcibly  to  the  effects  which  would 
be  produced  by  their  erection,  than  by 
stating  that  the  mere  surface  of  the 
ground  to  be  occupied  bv  them  would 
amount  to  200  acres;  that  the  works  would 
involve  the  necessity  of  taking  down  be- 
tween 9,000  and  10,000  houses;  and  that 
the  property  to  be  taken,  had  the  schemes  all 
been  carried  out,  would  have  been  in  value 
about  15,000,0001.  He  should  not  state 
the  case  fiurly  to  the  House  if  he  did  not 
explain  that  that  was  the  total  estimate  for 
all  the  plans  originally  proposed,  including 
those  withdrawn  and  postponed,  but  that 
by  no  means  so  great  an  amount  remained 
to  be  considered.  However,  some  of  those 
that  remained  involved  matters  of  very 
serious  consideration.  Some  of  the  pro- 
posed termini  were  to  be  placed  in  the  very 
heart  of  the  city.  One  was  to  be  in 
Farringdon-street;  another  was  proposed  to 
be  placed  in  Thames-street;  another  on 
Cornhill;  and  another,  or  rather  two,  in 
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Ilolborn ;  another — ^but  it  would  be  qh- 
uecessary  to  go  through  the  enumeration 
of  them  all.  There  were  several  to  be 
erected  in  various  places.  lie  hoped  he 
had  said  enough  to  show  the  necessity  for 
the  establishment  of  such  a  tribunal  as 
that  recommended  by  the  Committee.  It 
had  been  given  in  evidence  that  from  one 
station  alone,  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Thames,  400,000  passengers  were  last  year 
despatched.  The  object  was  to  send  these 
and  many  more  from  the  heart  of  the 
metropolis;  and  the  Committee  thought  it 
much  better  that  the  subject  should  be  in- 
vestigated by  persons  of  science,  and  prac- 
tical as  well  as  local  knowledge,  than  by  a 
Committee  upon  the  mere  exhibition  of 
maps  and  plans.  By  the  orders  of  the 
House  it  was  also  provided  that  no  Mem- 
ber connected  with  the  district  of  a  railway 
should  sit  upon  a  Committee,  so  that  in  this 
instance  the  Members  for  London,  South- 
wark,  &c,,  who  possessed  local  informa- 
tion, were  necess.anly  excluded.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  public  accommodation 
might  be  obtained  without  going  into  the 
heart  of  the  metropolis,  and  a  Committee 
had  met  to  determine  whether  some  central 
point  could  not  be  fixed  upon  from  which 
the  lines  of  the  railways  leading  from 
London  might  diverge;  but  he  doubted 
how  far  this  was  practicable.  At  all 
events,  this  and  other  matters  were  fit 
questions  for  inquiry  by  a  Conmiission. 
The  more  regular  mode  would  have  been 
for  the  Classification  Committee  to  have 
made  this  recommendation  in  writing ;  but 
as  delay  was  on  all  accounts  to  be  avoided, 
the  Committee  had  instructed  him  to  make 
this  Motion  at  once.  If  the  House  should 
be  of  opinion  that  a  Commission  was  not 
expedient,  of  course  the  Conmiittee  would 
proceed  with  its  duty,  and  would  group  the 
various  Bills  relating  to  railways  intended 
to  have  their  termini  in  the  metropolis. 
He  moved  an  Address  to  her  Majesty,  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  to  in- 
vestigate and  report  upon  the  various  rail- 
way projects  of  which  the  termini  are  pro- 
posed to  be  established  within  or  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  metropolis. 

Sir  R.  feel  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Committee  had  been  influenced  by  sufficient 
reasons  for  the  course  it  had  pursued, 
rather  leaving  their  Chairman  to  state  the 
grounds  of  the  Motion  than  to  embody 
them  in  a  report;  the  consequence,  how- 
ever, was,  that  it  precluded  the  House 
from  maturely  considering  a  question  which, 
submitted  by  6uch  Committee,  could  not 


fail  to  deserve  every  respect.     He  doubted 
whether  the    House    could   convenienUj' 
proceed  at   once  to    decide    the   matter 
merely  on  the  verbal  statements  of  a  Mem- 
ber.    Where  so  many  interests  were   in- 
volved, it  seemed  expedient  that  the  House 
and   the    Government  should  have    tune 
to  deliberate,  and  if  the  debate  were  now 
acyoumed  it  might  be  resumed  on  an  early 
day.     He  proposed,   therefore,   that    the 
present  discussion  be  deferred  until  Mon- 
day, when  he  should  be  prepared  to  state 
the  course  Ministers  were  disposed  to  take 
after  communicating  with  those  who  had 
Railway  Bills  connected  with  stations  near 
the  metropolis. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE  remarked,  that  if 
the  Classification  Committee,  of  which  he 
was  a  Member,*had  made  a  formal  written 
report,  it  must  have  been  accompanied  by 
maps  and  plans,  and  when  they  were  put  into 
the  hands  of  an  engraver,  it  was  impossible 
to  say  when  they  would  be  ready  to  be 
brought  before  the  House;  it  had  there- 
fore been  deemed  best  that  the  Chainnan 
should  state  the  case,  leaving  it  to  the 
House,  if  it  saw  sufficient  reason,  at  once 
to  agree  to  the  Motion  for  the  appointment 
of  a  body  capable  of    forming   the  most 
sound  and  practical  judgment,  accompanied 
also  by  due  consideration  of  the  sanatory 
effect  of  the   proposed  scheme  upon  the 
metropolis.      Whatever  was   done  should 
be  accomplished  in  the  least  possible  time, 
in  order  that  business  now  in   progress 
should  be  interrupted  as  little  as  possible. 
The  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
give  the  decision  of  Government  on  Mon^- 
day  was  perfectly  satisfactory ;  but  he  had 
no  doubt  that  it  would  see  reason  to  ap- 
point a  Commission. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  that  the  object 
of  the  Commission,  if  appointed,  ought  to 
be  clearly  defined.  From  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  from  those 
of  the  hon.  Mover,  it  might  be  supposed 
that  it  was  intended  to  supersede  the  func- 
tions of  the  Committee  of  Classification; 
but  the  Commission  ought  only  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  infor- 
mation, which  ought  to  be  referred  back  to 
the  Committee. 

Sir  B.  H.  INGLIS  wished  to  direct  at- 
tention to  one  point  not  unimportant.  He 
understood  that  two  or  three  schemes,  not 
abandoned,  were  intended  to  terminate  in 
the  city  itself,  and  not  to  be  extended  to 
the  Thames,  the  greatest  highvray  in  the 
world.  In  his  opinion  this  stopping  short 
of  the  river  would  deprive  the  station  of 
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half  its  utility.  One  station  was  to  be  im- 
mediately opposite  Hungerford-market, 
and  another  in  Farringdon-street;  but  if 
the  latter  were  not  carried  to  the  banks  of 
the  riyer,  it  would  only  imperfectly  accom- 
plish the  objects  in  view. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  held  it  extremely 
desirable,  in  the  present  state  of  railway 
business,  that  Government  should  exercise 
a  more  powerful  interference.  Every  por- 
tion of  the  information  before  the  Classifi- 
cation Committee  had  been  in  the  hands  of 
Ministers  in  November  last,  and  they  might 
then  have  made  up  their  minds  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission  would  be  the 
best  mode  of  investigating  this  subject. 
The  plan  for  the  purpose  ought  to  have 
been  prepared  and  organized  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session,  and  much  delay  would 
have  been  avoided.  He  had  been  told  that 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  to  decide 
the  question  speedily;  for  if  the  parties 
were  thrown  over  to  next  year,  the  price 
of  the  necessary  land  would  be  enormously 
raised  by  speculators,  and  the  promoters 
exposed  to  the  greatest  possible  disadvan- 
tage. After  the  manner  in  which  the  in- 
terference of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  re- 
ceived last  year,  he  was  not  much  surprised 
that  Government  had  taken  no  steps  in 
this  matter ;  the  Railway  Conunittee  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  exposed,  first, 
to  the  great  difficulty  of  their  undertaking; 
and,  secondly,  to  the  powerful  railway  inte- 
rest in  the  House;  but  it  was  unfortunate 
that  Government  did  not  earlier  take  the 
course  it  was  now  about  to  adopt.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
postpone  the  question  till  Monday;  but  he 
confessed  that  his  mind  was  now  made  up 
on  the  question.  He  was  clearly  of  opin- 
ion, that  the  subject  would  be  better  in- 
vestigated by  a  Commission  than  by  a 
Committee;  and  again  he  expressed  his 
regret  that  the  Commission  had  not  been 
appointed  at  an  earlier  period:  even  the 
delay  that  had  occurred  might  interpose 
considerable  difficulties. 

Sir  R.  PEEL  observed,  that  as  to  the 
particular  proposal,  his  mind  also  was  made 
up;  and  for  two  or  three  days  past,  since 
the  notice  had  been  given.  Government 
had  directed  its  best  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. It  had  gone  so  far  as  to  enter  into 
communication  with  persons  well  qualified 
to  form  the  Commission :  so  that,  although 
the  decision  of  the  House  should  be  post- 
poned till  Monday,  no  time  would  be  lost. 
As  the  matter  was  left  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee!  it  seemed  to  him  a  novel 


course  at  once  to  proceed  to  a  decision;  it 
would  be  establishing,  as  he  thought,  a 
dangerous  precedent.  This  was  his  ground 
for  proposing  an  adjournment;  and  he  con- 
sidered it  sufficient.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
would  to-morrow  give  notice  of  the  course 
to  be  pursued  on  Monday;  so  that  all  par- 
ties would  have  full  knowledge  of  the  in- 
tentions of  Government. 

Mr.  WILSON  PATTEN  admitted  that 
the  course  was  on  some  accounts  objec- 
tionable; and  if  time  had  allowed,  the 
Committee  would  have  made  a  written  Re- 
port, accompanied  by  maps  and  plans. 

Mr.  HUME  seemed  to  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
thrown  a  reflection  on  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  deserved.  He  had 
never  spoken  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  it  last  year  for  five  minutes  in  his  life;  but 
he  must  say  that  he  had  devoted  his  time 
to  the  subject  with  most  praiseworthy  dili- 
gence and  remarkable  ability.  Mr.  Porter 
also  had  done  his  duty;  the  only  objection 
being,  that  he  had  been  taken  away  from 
his  own  department.  They  had  done  their 
work  in  a  mos^  independent  and  laborious 
manner;  and  he  hoped  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  say  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
cast  any  such  reflection :  such  a  course 
was  most  discouraging  to  public  men. 

Mr.  labouchere  had  never  intended 
to  cast  any  reflection;  but  he  thanked  his 
hon.  Friend  for  giving  him  the  opportu- 
nity of  setting  himself  right  if  he  had  been 
misunderstood.  From  his  own  connexion 
with  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  several  of  the  Members  of 
die  Railway  Committee:  some  he  knew 
personally,  others  by  character,  and  of  the 
integrity  and  talent  of  all  he  entertained 
the  highest  opinion — to  them  the  public 
was  deeply  indebted.  To  the  noble  Lord 
who  presided,  the  country  was  under  great 
obligations.  His  opinion  had  been,  last 
year,  and  he  continued  to  hold  it  still,  that 
the  constitution  of  that  body  was  not  such 
as  it  ought  to  have  been,  considering  the 
enormous  interests  with  which  it  had  to 
deal.  In  so  saying,  he  hoped  he  should 
not  be  understood  as  implying  the  slightest 
personal  reflection  on  the  character  of  any 
Gentleman. 

Sir  G.  clerk  had  not  been  a  Member 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  begged  to  add  his  testimony  in  favour 
of  the  indefatigable  zeal  and  irreproachable 
fidelity  with  which  it  had  discharged  its 
duties.    The  interference  of  Government 
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last  year  had  been  yiewed  with  much  jea- 
lousy; and  some  of  the  decisions  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been 
overruled,  which  would  have  been  highly 
beneficial  if  they  had  been  confirmed.  On 
this  account  Ministers  could  not  originate 
a  Commission:  however  constituted,  and 
whatever  it  reconmiended,  there  would  have 
been  a  strong  prejudice  against  it.  Cir- 
cumstances were  now  different;  and  as  the 
suggestion  came  from  the  Committee,  he 
saw  no  difficulty  in  complying  with  it.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  W.  ratten)  was  slightly 
mistaken  as  to  the  Gauge  Commission;  for 
it  had  not  been  appointed  until  after  a 
debate  and  a  division,  and  until  parties 
had  had  due  notice.  He  trusted  on  Mon- 
day that  the  House  would  be  prepared  to 
come  to  a  decision;  for  delay  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  must  be  highly  injurious. 
The  debate  adjourned  until  Monday. 

THE  GREAT  LIVERPOOL  STEAMER. 

Sir  G.  grey  rose,  pursuant  to  the  no- 
tice he  had  given,  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  whe< 
ther  the  Admiralty  intended  to  institute 
any  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  loss  of  the  Great  Liverpool  Steamer. 
As  the  vessel  was  not  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships,  it  did  not  fall  directly  within  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  Admiralty  to  institute  an 
inquiry ;  but  as  this  vessel  carried  the 
mails,  and  had  one  of  Her  Majesty's  offi< 
cers  on  board,  a  general  feeling  prevailed 
that  there  was  a  neoeasity  for  more  than 
ordinary  care,  and  that  an  inquiry  might 
properly  be  instituted  by  the  Admiralty. 
All  he  thought  it  necessary  to  add  w(mi, 
that  he  was  not  desirous  of  givmg  pain  to 
any  parties;  but  as  a  strong  feeling  pre- 
vailed upon  the  subject,  he  thought  it  right 
to  put  the  question  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  CORRY  said,  that  this  was  a  case 
which  did  not  fall  properly  under  the  cog- 
nisance of  the  Admiralty.  The  only  par- 
ties on  board  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment were  the  mail  contractors,  and  upon 
them  no  responsibility  aa  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  ship  rested.  Their  duty  con- 
sisted exclusively  in  taking  care  of  the 
mails;  and  upon  the  Oriental  and  Penin- 
sular Steam  Navigation  Company  all  the 
cai*e  and  responsibility  as  to  the  vessel  de- 
pended. Such  being  the  case,  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  had  tho*  '  '  *'  '  'ec- 
tionable  to  lay  down  a  prei  ^^ 

luting  an  inquiry  where 
oerned  did  not  serve  un 


The  company  themselves,  however,  had 
determined  to  institute  an  investig^tioii, 
and  had  requested  the  Admiralty  to  ap« 
point  a  naval  officer  to  superintend  thai  in- 
vestigation. That  request  the  Admiraltj 
had  also,  for  the  reasons  he  bad  alreadj 
stated,  felt  itself  bound  to  refuse;  but 
they  had  recommended  the  company  to 
apply  to  the  Trinity  House  for  one  of  tlie 
officers  attached  to  that  corporation.  The 
Admiralty  had  also  directed  the  Admiraliy 
agent  to  attend  the  investigati<m»  and  to 
afford  every  information  in  his  power  to 
forward  the  proper  objects  which  the  com* 
pany  had  in  view. 

Mr.  p.  M.  STEWART,  as  chaiinmii 
of  the  Oriental  Steam  Company,  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Devonport  for 
bringing  the  subject  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.  It  was  a  matter  of  the  deepest 
and  most  anxious  interest,  and  the  com* 
pany  had  no  other  wish  but  that  it  should 
be  publicly  and  thoroughly  investigated* 
Life  and  property  were  entrusted  to  tho 
company,  and  they  were  not  in  the  habit  of 
allowing  any  instance  of  supposed  n^^- 
gence  to  pass  without  the  strietest  scrutiny. 
They  had  carried  many  thousand  persona 
many  tiiousand  miles,  and  this  was  tiie  first 
serious  accident  that  had  occurred.  Many 
months  ago  the  company  thought  that 
some  symptoms  of  carelessnesa  had  been 
evinced,  and  they  had  issued  the  meet 
stringent  orders  to  the  commanders  of  their 
vessds :  they  had  reminded  them,  that  aa 
tiie  compasses  of  steam-boats  were  Hkdj 
to  be  deranged  and  untruthful,  it  was  their 
duty  always  to  apply  to  the  superintendoit 
at  Southampton.  They  had  also  been  meat 
earnestly  enjoined,  on  approaching  land, 
especially  in  dark  and  foggy  weaker,  to 
use  the  utmost  vigilance,  andin  no  instanoe 
to  dispense  with  tiie  use  of  the  lead.  Cap- 
tain Macleod  had  been  for  ten  years  in  the 
service  of  tiie  company,  had  eondneled 
himself  with  diligence  and  fidelity,  and  waa 
especially  popular  with  passengers.  He 
was  expected  home  to-morrow,  imd  the  in- 
vestigation would  be  commenced  imme- 
diately. The  oompany  had  appointed  three 
nautical  men  belongmg  to  the  Board  for 
the  purpose,  and  had  applied  to  the  Admi- 
ralty that  it  would  appoint  an  ofiieer  to  be 
a  member  of  the  Court  of  Inqniry.  He 
(Mr.  P  ^'  ^^-rart)  regretted  that  the  ap* 
pile  'en  declined,  bat  tnvtf^ 
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ito  fientonoe  ought  to  be  made  as  publio  as 
the  fate  of  the  unfortunate  yesseL 

FEVER  (IRELAND). 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  moved  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  receiving  the  Report  on  the 
Fever  (Ireland)  Bill.  He  would  take  thb 
opportunity  of  stating,  with  reference  to 
the  intended  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale,  that,  modified  as  it  had 
been,  no  objection  would  be  made  to  it. 

Mb.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  said, 
that  it  would  not  be  neoessaiT  to  detain 
the  House  with  any  preface  to  his  Amend- 
ment, because  it  had  been  adopted  by  Go- 
Temment,  althouffh  not  precisely  in  the 
terms  he  had  employed*  He  would  move, 
that  after  the  wonls  "  medical  appliances," 
these  be  added,  "  including  nutriment,  if 
neoessary  for  their  cure,  in  the  cases  where 
the  poor  persons  are  destitute." 

Amenmnent  agreed  to.  Bill  ordered  to 
be  read  a  third  time  the  same  day, 

RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  MORRISON,  in  bringing  forward 
(he  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
respectmg  Railways,  said  that  as  he  found 
there  was  to  be  no  opposition  offered  to  the 
proposition,  he  should  probably  best  con- 
sult the  wishes  of  the  House  by  not  en- 
tering upon  the  subject  at  such  length  as 
he  might  otherwise  have  been  induced  to 
do.  At  the  same  time  he  trusted  he  might 
be  permitted  to  occupy  a  few  moments  in 
stating  generally  what  were  the  leading 
objects  0$  his  Motion.  He  considered  that 
the  experience  of  the  last  year,  not  only 
in  England,  but  the  other  countries  of  Eu- 
rope, had  been  most  important,  as  it  had 
shown  that  the  development  of  traffic  had 
gone  on  in  a  way  not  to  have  been  anti- 
cipated by  the  most  sanguine ;  and  he  pro- 
posed to  show  by  the  committee  he  was 
about  to  move  for,  that  the  system  of  cheap 
fares  had  everywhere  been  most  advanta- 
geous and  profitable,  and  that  in  almost 
every  case  the  Companies  which  had  tried 
the  experiment  had  not  been  injured  but  be- 
nefited by  that  system.  He  also  proposed  to 
inquire  to  what  extent  it  was  practicable,  by 
some  general  regulations,  to  relieve  the  Rail- 
way Committees  from  the  weight  of  business 
wiUi  which  they  were  at  present  oppressed. 
Lastly,  he  proposed  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  the  important  subject  of  the 
granting  of  leases  of  lines,  instead  of  con- 
cessions in  perpetuity.  The  railway  system 
had  been  so  recently  introduced,  and  had 
extended  itself  with  such  rapidity,  that  there 


had  been  little  time  to  give  to  the  whole 
subject  a  calm  consideration ;  but  in  the 
course  of  the  past  year  it  had  been  found, 
not  only  in  this  country  but  in  others — ^in 
Belgium,  France,  and  America — that  there 
had  been  a  remarkable  increase  of  traffic, 
and  to  a  certain  degree  a  uniform  increase. 
Our  experience  was  yet  inadequate  to  de- 
termine what  the  exact  ratio  of  that  in- 
crease was  likely  to  be.  That  it  must  in- 
crease with  the  wealth  and  population  of 
the  country  there  could  be  no  doubt ;  and 
to  that  must  be  added  the  progression  or 
increase  of  business  caused  by  l£e  railways 
themselves ;  but  looking  to  eSl  the  circuo^- 
stances,  the  supposition  might  be  risked 
that  the  traffic  on  the  great  lines,  between 
towns  of  large  population,  would  double  it- 
self in  the  next  ten  or  fifteen  years.  Should 
such  be  the  opinion  of  the  House,  it  would 
probably  think  it  necessary  to  reserve  to  it- 
self the  right  of  revising  the  fares  at  pe-> 
riods  considerably  under  twentyyears  apart. 
One  of  the  most  important  subjects  which 
could  engage  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  reduction  of 
fares,  as  proved  wherever  the  system  had 
been  attempted,  in  increasmg  the  traffic, 
and  in  some,,  if  not  in  most  cases,  im- 
proving instead  of  diminishing  the  revenue. 
The  scale  of  charges  which  would  be  found 
most  productive  might  vary  to  some  extent 
with  the  circumstances  of  each  particular 
case ;  but  it  appeared  evident  to  him  that  the 
scale  most  aavantageous  to  all  parties  was 
much  lower  than  anything  hitherto  attempt- 
ed in  this  country.  He  believed  that  the 
rates  charged  in  Belgium  would  at  no  dis- 
tant time  be  thought  quite  sufficient  here. 
It  was  known  that  on  the  lines  recently 
acyudicated  in  Francoy  the  fares  fixed  for 
passengers  had  been,  for  the  first,  second, 
and  third  class  respectively,  10,  7},  and 
5  centimes  per  kilometre,  with  an  allow- 
ance of  thirty  kilogranmies,  or  661b,  of 
luggage  to  each  person,  these  ratea 
bemg  somewhat  proportionate  to  Hd^p 
l^d.,  and  Id,,  including  the  10  per  cent 
additional  tax  to  Government.  Now  these 
lines  were  known  to  stand  at  considerable 
premiums;  and  tiie  Paris  and  Orleans 
Company,  which  was  limited  to  the  same 
rates,  was  highly  prosperous,  and  its  shares 
were  at  a  very  high  premium  indeed — a 
success  which  he  had  never  been  able  to 
account  for  on  any  otiier  ground  than  the 
lowness  of  the  fares.  Let  it  not  be  for- 
gotten that  France  presented  far  fewer  ad- 
vantages than  England  in  respect  to  railway 
enterprise,    Tbo  population  there  was  less 
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per  square  mile  than  ours ;  the  towns  were 
neither  so  numerous  nor  so  large ;  their 
manufactures  were  unimportant  when  com- 

Jared  to  ours;  and  their  foreign  trade  more 
mited;  so  that  to  supply  the  same  numher 
of  people  they  were  ohliged  to  lay  down  a 
longer  line  of  rail  than  we  needed.  Then, 
witE  respect  to  the  conduct  of  railway  hu- 
BtneiB,  he  thought  that  hon.  Memhers 
would  acknowledge  that  the  attempt  of 
last  year  had  heen  a  failure.  Had  he  gone 
fully  into  the  suhject,  he  might  hare  endea- 
voured to  show  how  strange  and  contra- 
dictory had  heen  the  different  decisions 
arrived  at  hy  the  Committees,  and  how 
▼arious  had  heen  the  rates  fixed  for  pas- 
sengers and  goods,  ranging  from  a  penny  to 
fourpence  per  mile.  In  one  instance  he  had 
been  told  that  with  respect  to  so  important 
an  article  as  coal,  the  difference  of  charge 
for  carriage  hetween  one  line  supplying 
Manchester,  and  another  line,  was  250  per 
cent.  If  such  disparity  as  this  prevailed, 
it  must  he  injurious;  and  surely  much  ad- 
vantage would  he  derived  from  such  great 
variations  being  hereafter  corrected  by  some 
general  regulation.  With  respect  to  the 
subject  of  leases,  it  was  a  matter  which 
rather  concerned  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try than  the  railway  companies.  It  would 
be  for  the  House  to  consider  whether  the 
practice  of  granting  leases  for  terminable 
periods,  instead  of  in  perpetuity,  might  not 
with  great  advantage  be  adopted  in  this 
country.  Experience  had  shown  that  par- 
ties were  quite  wiUing  to  undertake  the 
whole  cost  of  constructing  railways  in 
France  to  be  held  for  terminable  periods. 
This  was  in  fact  mainly  a  matter  of  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  State.  Of  course  a 
sinking  fund  would  have  to  be  provided  out 
of  the  profits,  in  order  to  reunburse  the 
original  expenditure  at  the  expiration  of 
the  lease.  And  that  was  no  real  hardship 
to  companies.  The  whole  transaction  re- 
sembled a  loan  to  the  State,  made  on  the 
principle  of  terminable  annuities,  by  which 
the  lender  agreed  to  receive  an  annual  pay- 
ment for  a  term  of  years,  instead  of  in 
perpetuity,  and  calciuated  the  amoimt  of 
this  annual  payment  according  to  the 
length  of  the  term.  It  therefore  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  could  not  be  two 
opinions  upon  the  subject,  and  that  if  it 
were  practicable  to  get  our  new  railroads 
undertaken  upon  this  principle,  it  was  most 
desirable  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in 
adopting  it.  No  one  could  pretend  to  es- 
timate to  what  extent  the  railway  system 
might  be  carried  m  twenty  or  thirty  years, 


or  what  might  be  the  effect  of  impro 
ments  in  cheapening  the  cost  of  locomotioci 
during  that  interval.  But  it  was  manifestly 
desirable  that  the  State  should,  as  early 
as  possible,  obtain  the  control  of  those  lines 
of  public  communication.  If  we  adopted 
this  system  of  leases,  which  had  been  so 
successfully  introduced  into  France,  cverj 
Railway  Act  that  was  passed  would  have  the 
effect  of  acoUversion  of  so  much  of  our  nati* 
onal  debt  into  annuities  terminable  with  the 
expiration  of  the  leases,  widiout  the  sacrifice 
of  one  shilling  by  the  State.  For  as  soon  as 
the  lease  of  a  line  expired,  it  would  become 
the  absolute  property  of  the  State,  and 
might  either  be  sold,  and  its  value  applied 
directly  in  reduction  of  the  public  debt;  or 
worked  or  let  for  the  benefit  of  the  State* 
and  the  revenue  derived  from  it  applied  im 
rehef  of  the  general  taxation  of  the  coon* 
try.  And  it  might  safely  be  assumed  that 
from  the  progressive  increase  of  traffic,  and 
improvement  in  our  railway  science,  tbo 
productiveness  and  value  of  almost  eveiy 
line  would  be  far  greater  at  the  termina- 
tion of  the  lease  than  at  present.  He 
would  never  advise  the  House  to  give  up 
the  principle  of  competition,  for  it  was  a 
very  valuable  one;  but  competition  was  not 
enough.  In  the  case  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land it  had  been  admitted  that  competitioa 
was  not  enough;  and  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  if  he  would  devote  a  little 
attention  to  the  subject,  would  acknow- 
lenge  that  in  the  case  of  railways,  as  well 
as  of  banking,  something  more  than  com* 
petition  was  necessary.  He  had  stated  that 
the  experience  of  the  last  year  had  been  of 
infinite  value  as  regarded  railways.  That  of 
the  next  three  years  would  be  more  so;  and, 
indeed,  the  experience  of  every  succeeding 
year  would  furnish  additional  evidence  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  increase  of 
traffic  was  likely  to  be  carried.  That 
there  were  the  means  of  working  railways 
in  this  country  on  terms  more  advan- 
tageous to  the  public  than  in  France, 
could  not  be  a  matter  of  doubt,  upon 
comparing  the  resources  and  relative 
amount  of  population  of  each.  The 
hon.  Member  illustrated  this  position  by 
reading  the  following  statistical  details  :— 

"  Population  of  France  in  1842, 34,21 3,030,  and 
dividing  this  sum  by  the  area  of  203,736  iqaara 
miles,  the  population  for  each  square  mile  ia 
167,032.  The  population  per  square  mile  in  Ebk- 
land  is  at  present  207,608  ;  and  of  Grsat  Britain* 
310,476.  The  trade  and  mereantile  marine  of 
France  arc  quito  inconsiderable  compared  with 
those  of  Britain.  In  1844,  the  total  customs 
▼enue  of  France  amouited  to  21S,82S,7M 
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or  8,68S,6d8/.;  whereas  the  total  euatoms  revenue 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  during  the  same  year, 
amounted  to  24,107,348/.  In  1844,  the  customs 
revenue  of  Liverpool  amounted  to  4,487,664 ; 
while  the  customs  revenue  of  Marseilles,  which 
has  the  largest  trade  of  any  town  in  France, 
amounted  during  the  same  year  to  only  36,688,000 
francs,  or  1,467,^20/.  And,  with  the  exception  of 
Havre,  the  customs  revenue  of  which  in  1844 
amounted  to  1,085,040/.,  the  customs  revenue  of  no 
other  town  in  France  exceeds  500,000/.;  whereas  in 
this  countiy  the  customs  revenue  of  the  Clyde 
amounted  in  1843  to  938,514,  that  of  Dublin  to 
977,800/.,  that  of  Loith  to  628.008,  and  that  of 
Hull  to  525,418/.  The  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion living  in  towns  in  Britain  is  incomparably 
greater  than  in  France.  This  is  evident  from 
oomparing  the  present  population  of  the  ten  prin- 
cipal towns  in  each. 


3,474,578 


IK  OKXAT 

BRITAIN. 

IK  FRAKCX. 

FopulatioE 

I,  1841  :— 

Population, 

1842  :— 

London    .    . 

.  1,873,676 

Psiris    .    -    . 

875,495 

Manchester 

.     296,183 

Marseilles 

147.191 

Liverpool 

.    286,487 

Lyons  .    .    • 

143,977 

Glasgow  . 

.    274,533 

Bourdeaux    . 

99,512 

Birmingham 

,     182,922 

Rouen  .    .    » 

90,580 

J,jCuC19    •       • 

.     162,054 

Toulouse  .    . 

76,965 

Edinburgh 

.     138,182 

Nantes      .     . 

76,870 

Bristol 

.     122,296 

UUe     .    .    . 

63,063 

Plymouth  • 

.      80.059 

Strasbourg    • 

61,150 

Sheffield  ^ 

.       68,186 

Amiens     •    . 

44,405 

1,679,208 


"  The  difference  in  the  amount  of  shipping  be- 
longing to  the  principal  English  and  French  ports 
is  equally  remarkable,  thus : — 


Shipping    exclusive    of 

Steamers  belonging  to 

tbo     ten     principal 

English  PorU  in  1844. 

Vessels.    Tonn. 

London  2,792     573.522 

Liverpl.  1,287    342,142 

JVewost.  1,286    273,953 

Sunderl.    813     165,697 

Glasgow   393      96,610 

Greenock  447      86,617 

Hull  .    .  453      67,227 

Whiteh.    389      60,204 

Aberdeen  358      51,550 

Dundee     326      48.920 


8,688 1,766,442 


Shipping    exclusive    of 

Steamers  belonging  to 

the     ten      principal 

French  PorU  in  1844. 

Vessels.    Tonn. 

Havre         342    64,004 

Bourdeaux  365    6 1 ,50 1 

Nantes     .  541     60,520 

MarseiUes  630    54,896 

217  27,831 
192  17,820 
231     15,069 

81     12,688 

218  12,032 
174    10.837 


St.  Malo 

Dunkirk 

Granville 

Rouen 

Nouvelle 

Dieppe 


2.991  336,398 


**  Total  shipping  belonging  to  ports  in  the 
United  Kingdom : — 

Number  of  Vessels.        Tonnage. 
22.297  2,848,149. 

"Total  shipping  belonging  to  ports  in  France: — 

Vessels.  Tonnage. 

13,578  595,344. 

"  The  total  tonnage  of  France  being  very  little 
more  than  that  of  the  single  port  of  London." 

The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moring 
for — 

"  A  Select  Committee  to  inquire  whether,  with- 
out discouraging  legitimate  enterprise,  conditions 
may  not  be  em£xiicd  in  Railway  Acts  better  fitted 
than  those  hitherto  inserted  in  them  to  promote 
and  aoeure  the  interests  of  the  publie." 


Mr.  MANOLES  was  inclined  to  think 
that  much  as  the  hon.  Member  had  spoken 
of  the  importance  of  the  subject  he  had 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  he  had  still  underrated  it.  Great 
as  was  the  importance  of  railways  to  the 
wealth  and  prosperity  of  the  country,  they 
were  in  fact  only  a  branch  and  specimen 
of  those  many  objects  of  public  enterprise 
which,  as  the  march  of  civilization  ad« 
yanced,  must  be  provided  for  in  this  coun- 
try. The  subject  embraced  a  wider  scope 
than  that  avowed  by  the  hon.  Member, 
whose  demand  appeared  to  be,  that  the 
House  should  reconsider  the  whole  system 
of  policy,  with  respect  to  the  prosecution 
of  public  works,  the  principle  governing 
which  had  hitherto  been,  more  than  in  any 
other  country,  to  aUow  free  play  to  indivi* 
dual  enterprise,  and  to  restrain  the  Execu- 
tive Government  from  interference.  The 
scope  of  the  hon«  Gentleman's  Motion,  if 
he  understood  it,  was  this — ^that  the  system 
hitherto  prevailing  in  this  country  was  al- 
together erroneous  ;  that  the  system  upon 
which  other  countries  had  conducted  their 
public  works  was  essentially  right;  and  that 
great  restrictions  should  be  laid  upon  the 
system  in  this  country  of  prosecutins^  pub> 
lie  works.  If  he  (Mr.  Mangles)  thought 
that  the  spirit  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Motion  was  confined  to  railways  only,  he 
might  regard  it  as  right ;  but,  viewed  in 
connexion  with  other  considerations  of 
public  policy,  he  thought  it  wrong.  The 
average  profits  of  railways  in  this  country 
had  not  exceeded  5^  per  cent ;  and  in 
some  lines,  the  capital  not  having  been 
paid  up,  .the  companies  had  exercised  the 
power  of  borrowing ;  and  being  able  to 
borrow  at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  had  been 
in  a  condition  to  pay  a  higher  dividend  than 
if  they  had  not  borrowed.  If  the  capital 
on  all  the  railways  had  been  paid  up,  he 
believed  that  the  profits  would  not  have 
averaged  more  than  3^  or  4  per  cent.  There 
was  the  Blackwall  line,  only  three  milea 
and  a  half  long,  which  had  been  con- 
structed at  a  cost  of  3,000,000{. ;  in  some 
years  it  had  paid  \  per  cent,  in  other  years 
nothing,  and  at  present  it  was  only  paying 
1^  per  cent.  Yet  that  was  a  most  useful 
line.  In  1844  it  had  carried  no  less  than 
3,449,000  passengers,  and  it  was  a  great 
object  that  such  lines  should  be  made, 
which  they  would  not  be  unless  there  was 
a  chance  left  for  the  projectors  obtaining  a 
prize.  The  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to 
the  prosperous  state  of  the  railways  in 
France,  and  the  facilities,  given  there  for 
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the  inTestment  of  capital ;  but  if  there  had 
been  no  large  prizes  drawn  in  England, 
French  railways  would  probably  never 
have  been  made  at  all.  It  was  probable, 
too,  that  it  had  not  been  for  the  large  advan- 
tages derived  from  English  railways — ^the 
prizes,  as  he  called  them — Jamuca  and 
our  West  India  Colonies  would  never  have 
received  the  benefit  of  the  railway  system. 
He  conceived  it  would  be  narrow  and  short- 
sighted policy,  because  men  were  making 
large  profits,  to  put  a  restriction  upon  their 
enterprise.  Did  the  House  believe  that 
the  men  who  drew  the  prizes  stopped  where 
they  were  ?  that  the  men  who  had  made 
fortunes  in  the  Birmingham  or  Grand  Jimc* 
tion  Railway,  for  example,  had  now  no  part 
of  their  capital  invested  in  those  and  other 
lines  ?  He  believed  that  much  of  that  ca* 
pital,  its  holders  being  encouraged  by  the 
success  they  had  met  with,  was  now  em- 
barked in  other  works.  Indeed  he  knew  that 
individuals,  who  had  been  encouraged  by 
the  success  they  had  met  with  in  those 
early  railways,  had  now  largely  invested 
capital  in  railways  in  Ireland,  Jamaica,  and 
oiher  places ;  and  the  places  of  those  per- 
sons were  now  occupied  by  those  who  were 
content  with  smaller  or  slower  profits. 
Much  of  the  money  now  invested  in  the 
Jamaica  and  Irish  lines  had  been  acquired 
by  former  successful  enterprise  in  England, 
and  thus  had  been  sent  forward  and  circu- 
lated in  those  more  recent  public  works. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  dwelt  upon  the 
excellency  of  the  French  system,  but 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  the  intermediate 
steps  by  which  they  had  arrived  at  their 
present  stage,  and  that  in  1842  tl\p  French 
uovemment  had  offered  large  advantages, 
such  as  undertaking  half  the  expense  of  con- 
structing the  railways ;  while,  as  a  proof 
that  the  success  in  this  country  had  been  a 
means  of  enabling  the  French  to  construct 
their  railways,  those  advantages  offered  by 
the  law  of  lo42  were  insufficient  to  persuade 
parties  to  come  forward  and  avail  them- 
selves of  them.  If  he  had  not  been  misin- 
formed, the  hon.  Member  himself  had  been 
one  of  those  who  drew  back  because  the 
advantages  offered  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment were  less  than  they  were  fairly  en- 
titled to.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that 
the  French  system  was  not  the  best  for 
France;  but  look  at  the  practical  results  of 
the  two  systems.  In  England  that  system 
of  private  enterprise,  with  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  baa  found  fault,  had  been 
adopted  and  enoouragod;  and  he  found  by 
the  Bepori  of  the  Oaiqge  Commissionen 


that  the  number  of  miles  of  raflwaj 
completed  in  the  United  ELingdom  was 
2,2o4;  that  the  number  of  miles  sanction- 
ed in  1844  was  787;  that  the  number  of 
miles  comprised  in  Bills  that  had  passed 
the  Commons,  and  seemed  likely  to  be  sano* 
tioned,  was  about  2,840 — ^maung  a  grand 
total  of  miles  of  railway  made,  sanctioned, 
or  likely  to  be  sanctioned,  up  to  July,  1845, 
in  round  numbers,  5,891.  That  was  the 
result  of  the  system  with  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  found  so  much  &ult.  Now  what 
was  the  result  in  France  of  the  system 
pursued  there  ?  He  had  endeavoured  to 
get  the  most  accurate  information  on  the 
subject,  and  he  believed  that  the  Frenok 
had  only  376  miles  of  railway  actoallj 
open.  The  hon.  Member  had  dwelt  much 
upon  the  advantages  to  be  derived  to  the 
public  from  the  cheap  fares  on  the  Frendi 
railways;  but  had  he  made  any  aoeorale 
calculations  on  the  subject  ?  Did  he  sup* 
pose  that  one-tenth  of  those  enormooe 
lines  now  open  in  England  would  have 
been  constructed  if  we  had  pursued  the 
French  system  from  the  beginning  ?  To* 
wards  the  north  there  was  now  railway 
communication  almost  to  Newcastle,  and 
westward  to  Exeter.  In  another  directioa 
a  line  was  opened  to  Chester,  and  soon 
would  be  to  Holyhead;  while  southward 
there  were  lines  to  Brighton  and  Dover; 
and  eastward  there  was  railway  oommuai- 
cation  with  Norwich.  Now,  he  asked  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  estimate  the  difference 
in  profits  which  had  accrued  to  the  mer- 
chants of  Liverpool  or  the  manu£M)turara  of 
Manchester  from  the  great  lines  of  oom* 
munication,  as  compared  with  the  diiBcul- 
ties  of  transit  to  Marseilles,  the  great  om« 
porium  of  French  commerce,  endured  bj 
the  merchants  of  France.  Was  not  that  a 
consideration  of  importance  ?  It  reallj 
seemed  as  if  the  very  excellence  and  energy 
of  the  English  system  were  brought  as  ar- 
guments against  it,  and  its  suooess  adduced 
as  a  reason  for  preferring  the  French  aya- 
tem,  which,  so  far,  had  been  a  signal  &t- 
lure.  According  to  their  own  system,  the 
French  had  had  to  pay  a  handsome  pre- 
mium to  English  capitalists  on  the  lUmen 
and  Orleans  railways.  It  was  a  fact  about 
which  there  could  be  no  dispute,  that  very 
many  of  the  French  lines  had  been  con* 
structed  by  the  employment  of  SngKak 
capital;  and  now  that  the  French  had 
taken  diem  into  their  own  hands,  it  woeld 
be  necessary  for  them  to  pay  a  consider- 
able premium  to  the  English  c^italtit, 
which  was,  in  point  of  faot>  a  r«ward»  and 
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a  TGTj  iust  one,  too,  for  hia  enterpriBo. 
Hia  bebef  was,  though  he  had  not  the  do- 
cumenta  there  to  prove  it,  that  the  present 
fares  in  England  were  veiT  little  higher 
than  those  sanctioned  by  the  French  Le- 
gislature. At  any  rate,  he  would  yenture 
to  predict,  that  oefore  the  terms  of  the 
French  leases  were  out,  the  English  fares 
would  be  lower  than  the  French  tariff.  As 
a  step  towards  this  result,  he  was  autho- 
rized to  state  that  in  the  Bill  for  amalga- 
mating the  London  and  Birmingham  Rail- 
road Company  with  other  companies,  those 
companies  had  yoluntarily  reduced  their 
fares  to  the  following  maTimum  rates  for 
all  ordinary  trains — ^namely,  first  class, 
2dt.  per  mile;  second  class,  l^d.  per  mile; 
third  class,  lei,  per  mile  (as  fixed  by  Act 
of  Parliament);  and  there  would  be  a 
proportionate  reduction  on  goods.  In 
conclusion,  he  begged  to  observe,  that  he 
had  not  the  slightest  desire  to  oppose  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness, 
He  only  hoped  that  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  would  be  attended  with  results 
as  beneficial  as  the  hon.  Member  appeared 
to  anticipate. 

Mr.  PARKER  observed,  that,  notwith- 
standing he  had  given  notice  of  another 
Motion  in  reference  to  railway  legislation, 
rather  more  humble  in  its  pretensions  than 
the  Motion  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  he  had  not  the  slightest  intention 
of  opposing  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness,  nor  of  throwing  the 
least  impediment  in  its  way.  The  course 
which  he  was  about  to  take,  in  reference  to 
this  question,  was  forced  upon  him,  not  as 
a  riulway  proprietor,  but  as  the  representa- 
tive of  a  large  mercantile  community, 
whose  interests  were  very  much  involved  m 
the  solution  of  this  question,  whether  some 
precaution  could  not  be  devised,  whereby 
the  effects  of  the  railway  legislation  now 
pending  on  the  money  ana  labour  markets, 
might  be  provided  against.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  a  Committee 
had  been  appointed  to  take  into  consider- 
ation the  question  of  railway  legislation 
generally;  and  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  one  of  the  most  important  points  to 
the  consideration  of  whicn  the  Committee 
would  have  addressed  itself  was  this,  whe- 
ther the  eipenditure  of  capital  on  railway 
enterprises  had  an  injurious  effect  on  the 
m<metary  system,  and  if  so  to  what  extent; 
but  on  referring  to  the  Report,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  diat  it  contained  no  allusion 
vi^tever  to  the  matter.  He  had  procured 
£rom  <m0  of  the  officers  of  that  Hoose  a 


statement  of  the  progress  of  railway  legis* 
lation  up  to  the  l7th  of  March;  and,  by  a 
reference  to  this  document,  he  found  that 
the  number  of  Bills  which  had  gone  through 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee  was  302, 
and  that  the  number  of  petitions  for  Bills 
still  under  consideration,  but  which  had  not 
as  yet  undergone  the  purgatorial  process, 
was  140.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land had,  in  the  course  of  a  noble  speech 
which  he  made  a  short  time  since  in  that 
House,  laid  great  stress  on  the  cruel  mas- 
sacre of  railway  projects  which  was  likely 
to  take  place  when  these  projects  came  to 
be  submitted  to  the  test  of  the  Standing 
Orders;  but  these  anticipations  of  destruc- 
tion had  not  been  realized,  for  he  found 
that  of  all  the  projects  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee,  only  eleven 
had  been  thrown  out  for  non-compliance 
with  the  Standing  Orders;  and  in  the  case 
of  two  out  of  those  eleven  the  Committee 
had  reconsidered  and  reversed  their  deci- 
sion. He  did  not  mean  to  throw  the  slight- 
est reflection  on  the  Standing  Orders  Com* 
mittee.  He  believed  that  they  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  with  good  sense  and 
sound  discretion;  and  ho  applauded  the 
course  they  had  pursued  in  eschewing  that 
pedantic  sort  of  caution  which  would  dic- 
tate the  throwing  out  of  a  Bill  because  of 
a  mere  clerical  error;  but  he  was  sorry  that 
precautions  had  not  at  an  early  period  of 
the  Session  been  taken  by  the  House  to 
provide  against  the  injurious  effects  upon 
our  monetary  system  of  an  extravagant 
and  inordinate  spirit  of  railway  speculation. 
It  would  have  been  highly  desirable  if,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  some 
arrangement  had  been  made,  whether  by 
means  of  a  committee,  or  by  a  commission, 
to  reduce  the  number  of  railway  pri^ecta 
that  were  to  be  dealt  with  legisUi^iyciIy  this 
Session  to  as  small  an  amount  as  was  con* 
sistent  with  the  exigencies  of  the  country; 
and  to  take  care  that  projects  of  a  secon- 
dary character,  or  such  as  were  not  of  very 
pressing  importance,  should  be  reserved  for 
another  year.  He  would  have  had  no  ob" 
jeetion  that  such  projects  should  be  ad- 
vanced through  the  various  stages  of  Com- 
mittee this  Session,  and  that  the  advantage 
of  their  position  should  be  secured  to  them 
prospectively;  but  he  feared  that  a  serious 
derangement  of  the  money  aud  labour  mar- 
kets must  inevitably  result  from  the  enor- 
mous number  of  enterprises  which,  under 
the  present  system,  were  likely  to  oome 
into  operation  simultaneously.  However, 
as  this  precaution  had  not  bm  taken,  the. 


1239 


Railways, 


(COMMONS} 


Bailtoays. 


1240 


only  course  was  to  let  railway  legislation 
take  its  course  this  year;  but,  anomalous 
and  unprecedented  as  the  proceeding  might 
be,  it  appeared  to  him  that  a  due  regard  for 
the  interests  of  the  community  would  re- 
quire them  for  the  future  to  take  care  to  in- 
troduce into  Railway  Bills  some  clause 
putting  off  the  execution  of  these  schemes, 
for  six,  twelve,  or  eighteen  months,  as 
might  appear  most  advisable,  so  that  the 
evil  might  be  avoided  which  was  likely  to 
result  S*om  a  universal  call  for  advances 
and  deposits  all  over  the  country  at  the 
same  moment.  Either  this  ought  to  be 
done,  or  a  power  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
Treasury  of  requiring  that  its  assent  should 
be  procured  before  any  proceedings  of  the 
company  should  take  place  with  a  view  to 
the  execution  of  their  scheme.  He  feared 
that  this  course  was  not  likely  to  meet  with 
much  approval  at  either  side  of  the  House, 
and  yet  it  was  one  which  he  was  sure  would 
be  attended  with  beneficial  results. 

Mr.  HUDSON:  It  was  not  my  in- 
tention, Sir,  to  take  any  part  in  this  de- 
bate unless  an  Amendment  were  moved  to 
the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee. Having  found  it  to  be  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  grant 
the  Committee,  I  should  not,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  trouble  the  House  with  any  obser- 
vations or  views  of  my  own  on  this  impor- 
tant question;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  has  referred  to  me  in  so  pointed 
a  manner,  that  I  cannot  refrain  from,  giv- 
ing some  explanations  with  a  view  of  set- 
ting him  right.  When  I  addressed  the 
House  on  a  former  occasion,  I  observed 
that  it  had  been  stated  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  800  schemes  had  been 
deposited  with  the  Board  of  Trade.  I 
then  stated,  that  I  believed  that  a  great 
number  of  those  schemes  would  fail  to 
make  the  deposits  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  appear  before  Parliament ;  and  I 
am  happy  to  find  myself  now  confirmed  by 
the  bon.  Member  himself,  who  has  stated 
that  out  of  800  schemes  only  440  have 
done  what  was  requisite.  So  far  it  ap- 
pears that  I  have  been  perfectly  correct  in 
my  judgment.  The  next  observation  which 
I  made  bad  reference,  not  to  the  number 
of  Bills  likely  to  receive  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  but  to  the  amount  of  capital 
which  would  probably  be  required.  On 
that  point  I  stated  that,  in  my  opinion, 
not  more  than  100,000,0002.  would  be  the 
actual  amount ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
that  cakulation  will  prove  to  have  been 


pretty  nearly  correct.  If  I  recollect  right, 
the  amount  of  money  actually  deposited  in 
the  Bank  of  England  was  something  like 
10,000,000  or  11,000,0001.,  being  at  the 
rate  of  10  per  cent  upon  the  railway  pro- 
jects. I  have  no  doubt  that  before  the 
close  of  the  Session  we  shall  find  my  pre- 
diction as  to  the  amount  of  money  required 
very  nearly  realized.  Sir,  I  shdl  now  ap- 
ply myself  to  the  speech  which  has  been 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shefiidd 
with  reference  to  the  absorption  of  so  large 
a  capital  in  one  class  of  undertakings  in 
the  course  of  two  or  three  years.  Now,  I 
admit  that  the  sum  is  large;  but,  in  consi- 
dering that  question,  I  shall  go  into  a  cal- 
culation of  ^e  actual  amount  that  vriH  be 
required  to  be  taken  from  the  surplus  capi- 
tal of  this  country,  in  order  to  be  employed 
in  the  construction  of  these  works.  I 
stated  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, that  one-fifth  of  the  entire  amount 
raised  for  the  construction  of  railways  went 
from  the  hands  of  the  shareholders  into 
those  of  the  landed  proprietors.  Of  the 
100,000,0002.  already  mentioned,  proba- 
bly 20,000,0002.  will  be  paid  to  the  knd- 
owners  for  laud  which  it  will  be  necessary 
to  purchase.  Sir,  that  is  no  tax  upon  the 
surplus  capital  of  the  country;  it  is  a  mere 
transfer  from  the  capitalists  to  the  land* 
owners.  The  landowner,  as  I  stated  be- 
fore, either  employs  the  money  he  receives 
in  paying  off  mortgages,  or  hands  it  to  a 
company  engaged  in  constructing  a  rail- 
way, or  employs  it  in  some  other  way  for 
his  own  advantage.  Since  the  former  de- 
bate, I  have  consulted  other  parties  on  this 
subject,  and,  from  information  which  I 
possess,  have  ascertained  certain  impor- 
tant particulars,  showing  that  a  still  fur- 
ther sum  may  be  deducted  from  the  capi> 
tal.  I  will  state  my  view  of  the  matter, 
which  I  believe  to  be  correct.  The  origi- 
nal cost  of  the  London  and  Birmingham 
Railway  was,  I  believe,  about  45,000/. 
per  mile,  and  of  that  sum  9,0002.  per  mile 
was  paid  to  landowners.  The  Midland 
Railway  cost  about  40,0002.  a  mUe — I  be- 
lieve the  amount  was  37,0002.  or  38,0001. 
—and  6,0002.  or  7,0002.  was  paid  for  land. 
Generally  speaking,  I  believe  that  hitherto 
one-fifth  of  the  whole  amount  has  been 
thus  expended.  For  royalties,  for  ballast, 
for  sleepers,  and  for  other  items  connected 
with  land,  there  must  be  allowed  a  further 
sum  of  5,000,0002.,  which,  like  the  money 
paid  for  the  land  itself,  is  not  taken  from 
the  surplus  capital  of  the  country.  Then 
I  put  the  contractor's  profit— it  nay  bo 
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more  or  less,  but  I  take  the  general  esti- 
mate and  fair  average;  and  1  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  Inverness  will  not  think 
the  amount  too  large — I  say  I  put  the 
profit  of  the  contractor  at  ten  per  cent. 
No  person,  I  think,  can  say  that  that  is 
too  large  a  remuneration  for  the  capital  so 
employed.  Well,  then,  I  think  it  proba- 
ble that  we  shall  see  a  decrease  of  from 
2,000,000^.  to  3,000,000^.  in  the  poor 
rates,  arising  from  the  ample  employment 
which  will  be  given  to  the  poor  by  these 
railway  projects.  I  also  think  it  probable 
that  from  7,000,000^.  to  9,000,000?.  will 
be  paid  to  labourers  who  would  otherwise 
be  unprofitably  employed.  On  the  whole, 
therefore,  of  the  100,000,000?.  which  you 
may  be  about  to  grant  the  power  of  raising, 
I  think  that  not  more  than  50,000,000?. 
can  be  properly  regarded  as  a  tax  on  the 
surplus  capital  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  large  amount,  consi- 
dering that  twenty  or  thirty  years  ago 
we  were  raising  from  80,000,000?.  to 
90,000,000?.  in  taxation;  and  that  now, 
when  we  are  better  able  to  bear  the  bur- 
den, we  are  raising  only  about  50,000,000?. 
In  1844,  14,000,000?.  was  the  amount  of 
money  allowed  to  be  expended  in  railways. 
I  sincerely  believe,  and  to  a  large  extent  I 
can  declare  from  my  own  knowledge,  that 
most  of  that  money  has  been  expended, 
and  that  the  principal  lines  are  open,  and 
in  active  operation.  The  14,000,000?., 
therefore,  for  which  Bills  were  passed  in 
1844,  I  put  out  of  the  account  altoge- 
ther. The  sum  estimated  by  Sir  R.  Peel, 
with  reference  to  the  year  1845,  was 
50,000,000?.;  and  from  the  number  of 
lines  under  my  own  direction,  I  am  en- 
abled to  state,  that  from  200  to  300  miles 
of  the  railways,  for  which  Bills  were  passed 
in  1845,  wUl  probably  be  opened  some 
time  during  the  autumn  of  next  year.  I 
wish  to  give  the  House  all  the  information 
that  I  possess  on  this  subject.  I  feel  sa- 
tisfied that  there  need  be  no  alarm  as  to 
the  employment  of  capital,  provided  it  be 
well  and  profitably  invested.  I  think  it  is 
far  more  important  for  Parliament  to  take 
care  that  they  do  not  give  power  to  con- 
struct lines  which  would  be  unproductive 
to  the  shareholders  and  useless  to  the 
public,  than  to  place  limits  to  the  pro- 
gress and  enterprise  of  this  great  country. 
We  ought  to  consider  the  large  incomes 
which  are  now  derived  from  railways,  and 
which,  generally  speaking,  are  employed 
by  many  who  have  large  surplus  means,  in 
the  construction  of  other  lines.  Those  who 


are  called  speculators,  not  being  contented 
with  making  4,  5,  or  6  per  cent,  go  out  of 
old  concerns  to  invest  in  new  lines ;  while 
those  lines  which  are  paying  a  steady  in- 
terest to  that  amount,  are  sought  out  by 
trustees  and  other  parties  who  are  seeking 
a  fair  interest,  and  do  not  choose  to  embark 
in  spedilation.  I  believe,  therefore,  most 
firmly,  that  there  will  be  no  serious  incon- 
venience. Unless  we  have  a  momentary 
crisis,  not  arising  from  railways,  but  from 
any  drain  to  which  the  country  may  be  liable, 
I  am  satisfied  that  we  need  not  be  under  any 
alarm  as  to  the  amount  which  we  are  about 
to  sanction  the  employment  of  in  these  great 
public  works.  Let  us  consider  what  the 
country  is  now  deriving  from  railways.  I 
believe  I  may  state  the  amount  as  7, 000, 000?. 
a  year.  I  make  this  statement  on  the  au* 
thority  of  the  weekly  returns  published  in 
the  newspapers.  According  to  those  re- 
turns, the  average  amount  derived  from 
railways  is  140,000?.  a  week;  it  is  now 
about  120,000?.,  but  this  is  a  season  at 
which  a  diminution  may  be  expected.  Any 
person  who  is  acquainted  with  the  subject 
will  bear  me  out  in  saying,  that  when  the 
new  railways  are  opened,  an  amount  at  the 
rate  of  from  8,000,000?.  to  9,000,000?.  a 
year  will  be  received  from  railways  this 
year.  There  is  thus  an  additional  amount 
which  may  be  applied  in  carrying  out  the 
new  undertakings.  Then,  Sir,  it  must  be 
recollected  that,  formerly,  large  sums  were 
expended  on  canals,  highways,  and  other 
works,  which  having  become  nearly  useless, 
a  less  amount  will  be  required  for  such, 
purposes  in  future.  I  think,  taking  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances  into  account, 
there  is  nothing  alarming  in  the  amount  of 
money  which  we  are  about  to  expend. 
But  there  is  a  serious  responsibility  resting 
on  Parliament  to  be  careful  that  they  sanc- 
tion only  such  lines  as  will  prove  remune- 
rative to  the  parties,  and  beneficial  to  thb 
country.  If  I  had  thought  that  such  a 
course  would  be  attended  with  success,  I 
should  have  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee.  I  believe 
that  this  House  has  in  its  possession  full 
information  to  enable  it  to  legislate,  if  it 
shall  think  proper  to  do  so,  on  this  great 
question ;  and  I  think  that  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  would  have  done  himself  more  credit, 
and  would  have  served  the  interests  of  the 
country  better,  if  he  had  brought  forward 
a  Bill,  the  principle  of  which  we  might 
have  discussed,  embodying  his  views  on 
this  subject,  than  by  moving  for  a  Corn** 
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mittee  to  spend  some  weeks  in  collecting 
and  examining  information  that  we  already 
possess.  Not  two  years  ago,  a  Committee 
on  the  same  subject  sat  for  one-and-twenty 
days ;  and  having  examined  six-and-twenty 
witnesses,  they  placed  a  large  blue  book  on 
the  Table,  which  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  ever  read.  They  went  further 
— ^they  brought  in  a  Bill.  That  Bill  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  House,  and  the 
Qovemment  felt  at  that  time  that  they  had 
been  met  fairly  by  the  railway  world. 
Now,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  proposed 
limitations  ?  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  there  is  nothing  which  this  coun- 
try so  much  deprecates,  and  which  com- 
mercial men  feel  to  be  so  great  an  injury 
to  legitimate  enterprise,  as  this  constant 
meddUug  and  this  perpetual  legislation. 
We  want  to  rest  on  some  firm  basis.  We 
want  to  know  on  what  principle  we  are  to 
enter  upon  these  great  commercial  under- 
takings. When  only  two  years  have  elapsed 
since  the  passing  of  a  BUI,  surely  the  hon. 
Member  might  give  us  two  more.  What 
new  information  has  burst  upon  him  ?  He 
has  stated  nothing  which  he  did  not  know 
the  last  time  the  House  legislated  on  this 
subject;  and  he  has  not,  in  my  opinion,  ad- 
duced a  single  reason  for  calling  on  the 
House  to  go  into  Committee,  and  ta  con- 
sider whether  we  ought  to  legislate  on  a 
question  which  was  amicably  settled  by  an 
arrangement  which,  I  think,  ought  to  con- 
tinue for  the  next  seven  years.  We  ought 
to  have  some  security  for  our  property, 
and  some  rest  from  the  constant  agitation 
of  legislation.  The  hon.  Member  for  In- 
verness (Mr.  Morrison)  has  got  an  idea 
that  railways  are  the  most  profitable  specu- 
lations ever  embarked  in  by  private  indi- 
viduals. Why,  Sir,  if  we  only  look  at  the 
history  of  canals,  we  shall  find  that  rail- 
ways have  done  nothing  in  comparison; 
and  yet  our  forefathers  never  attempted  to 
interfere  with  canal  charges  and  canal  pro- 
perty. Why  not  let  railway  property  stand 
on  as  stable  a  foundation?  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seem  very  much  inclined  to 
concede  everything  axcept  what  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  ask  them  to  do  ?  But 
on  this  question  I  will  refer  to  raflway  pro- 

Cy.  I  find  from  the  statement  of  the 
half-yearly  reports  of  the  different 
companies,  that  the  sum  of  67,283,2171. 
has  been  expended  already  in  railways. 
Now,  what  is  the  dividend,  what  is  the 
amount  of  money — I  was  going  to  say, 
what  is  the  amount  of  plunder — which 
graUemen  who  are  engaged  in  these  un- 


dertakings have  to  revel  in?  I  am  sore  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  meet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness,  by  placing  a 
under  his  management.  I  sincerely 
commend  him  to  try  what  he  can  do,  and 
to  tell  us  next  year  what  he  has  been  aUe 
to  accomplish.  If  he  can  obtain  a  larger 
dividend,  through  having  small  fares  and 
charges  than  large  ones,  I  am  sure  he  will 
carry  more  weight  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  would  willingly  negotiate 
for  him  the  direction  of  a  railway,  the 
management  of  which  should  be  conducted 
entirely  on  his  own  principles;  and  then 
he  would  be  able  to  teU  the  House  from 
experience  what  has  been  the  efiPect  of  low 
fares  and  charges.  If  he  can  only  con- 
vince the  world  that  a  halfpenny  a  mile  ia 
better  for  all  parties  than  a  penny,  he  will 
have  done  good  service.  But,  Sir,  I  do 
protest  against  Gentlemen  coming  down  to 
this  House — after  we  have  taken  the  ini- 
tiatory and  induced  the  people  of  England 
to  invest  their  money — coming  down,  I 
say,  to  speculate  upon  property,  the  own- 
ers of  which  have  had  a  fair  understanding 
with  Parliament.  I  cannot  but  feel  that 
such  a  proceeding  as  the  granting  of  this 
Committee  will  be  something  like  a  breach 
of  the  agreement  to  which  we  came  when 
former  Bills  were  passed.  Sir,  I  was 
talking  of  the  amount  of  income  when  I 
was  led  into  this  disgression.  There  are 
thirty-nine  railways  which  have  been  con- 
structed at  a  cost  of  67,000,000^  Of 
those  thirty-nine,  twelve  pay  lees  than  5 
per  cent,  and  fourteen  between  5  and  6  per 
cent.  I  am  sure  that  even  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  not  think  that  too  latge  an 
amount.  How  long  these  poor  people  re* 
mained  altogether  without  a  dividend^  1 
am  not  able  to  state.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, no  doubt,  remembers  the  years  1836 
as  well  as  I  do.  I  know  that  at'  that  time 
he  took  a  little  interest  in  Bnglish  rail- 
ways. Very  likely  he  suffered  at  that  vn- 
fortunate  period;  at  all  events,  I  never  saw 
him  afterwards.  His  property  went  down 
in  the  market,  and  I  never  saw  his  smilinff 
countenance  afterwards;  and  1*11  be  bonad 
to  say,  that  if  it  had  been  left  to  him  to  mo- 
mote  railways,  instead  of  having  now  3,000 
miles  laid  down,  we  should  not  have  had 
300.  But,  under  such  circumstances  aa 
these,  does  it  become  the  hon.  Member,  let 
me  ask,  to  come  here  and  propoee  Motiona 
which  must  have  the  effect  of  depreciating 
the  property  of  men  who  had  even  more 
difliculties  to  contend  with  than  the  hon* 
Member  himself?  [Akmgh.]  Yes,tlwra*a 
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my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
opposite  :  no  man  has  had  greater  diffioul- 
ties  to  contend  with  than  he  has,  though  I 
hope  to-daj  he  has  laid  the  foundation  of 
a  better  state  of  things.  But  I  was  stating 
the  dividends  paid  by  railways.  Six  others 
than  those  I  hare  named  pay  8  per  cent, 
the  remaining  seven  from  9  to  10  per  cent. 
This  is  surely  no  very  rich  field  for  enter- 
prise ;  and  therefore  it  is,  I  think,  that 
instead  of  harassing  us  year  after  year 
with  Motions  —  never  allowing  us,  in 
point  of  fact,  to  feel  our  property  secure 
when  Parliament  is  sitting — ^you  ought  to 
do  something  to  secure  to  us  the  privileges 
we  are  entitled  to,  and  which  you  have 
held  out  to  us  a  hope  that  we  should  obtain. 
I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  re- 
consider this  question.  1  have  voted  so 
frequently  against  them  this  Session,  that 
it  would  be  quite  an  agreeable  novdty  to 
me  to  go  into  the  same  lobby  with  the  Min- 
isters ;  and  I  should  be  delighted  to  show 
the  hon.  Member  that,  until  he  has  ob- 
tained some  practical  knowledge  of  the 
question,  he  would  do  well  to  leave  Motions 
of  this  kind  to  abler  hands.  Such  discus- 
sions can  have  no  good  result;  and  the 
ndlway  interest  is  determined  firmly  to 
maintain  their  rights — ^rights  which  have 
been  granted  under  successive  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  which  I  boldly  aver  that 
it  is  your  duty  to  secure. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the 
question  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  was  not  necessarily 
connected  with  the  subject  brought  for- 
ward by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Inverness.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  seemed  to  think  that  no  one 
who  supported  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  could  view  the  railway  business  of 
the  country,  as  regarded  the  public  in- 
terests, in  any  other  light  than  that  the 
profits  of  the  railway  companies  had  been 
enormous,  and,  to  use  the  language  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Guildford,  were  begrudged 
to  them.  This  was  a  mistaken  view  of  the 
case.  He  did  not  believe  that,  taking 
them  altogether,  the  profits  had  been 
-enormous;  but  still,  admitting  them  to  be 
large,  he  did  not  begrudge  them  those 
profits;  and,  notwithstanding  the  lugubri- 
ous tone  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  hoped 
that  he  might  class  him  with  those  who 
had  obtained  a  due  share  of  that  wealth  to 
whieh  they  were  entitled,  and  which  had 
been  acquired  with  so  much  intelligence 
'and  zeal.  But  admitting  this,  s^,  as  a 
Member  of  that  House,  and  as  one  of  the 


public,  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  there 
were  certain  things  connected  with  the 
railway  business  of  the  country,  which 
ought  and  must  attract  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature.  Hon.  Gentlemen  said,  let  ca- 
pital take  its  own  way,  and  that  any  inter- 
ference with  the  mode  in  which  it  tended 
to  be  employed  ou^t  to  be  avoided.  This 
much  must  be  allowed,  that  capital  should 
be  employed  without  the  interference  of  the 
Government,  for  such  interference,  as  a 
general  rule,  could  be  attended  with  no- 
thing but  mischief;  but  was  there  nothing 
to  be  regarded  in  this  question  but  the 
employment  of  capital?  What  were  the 
facts  of  the  case  ?  The  conviction  was 
growing  up  in  the  mind  of  every  man  who 
had  watched  the  present  system  of  rail- 
roads in  this  country,  that  they  were  ap- 
proaching a  state  of  things  in  which  the 
whole  internal  communication  of  the  coun- 
try, including  the  conveyance  of  passen- 
gers and  general  traffic,  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  three  or  four  of  the  principal 
railway  companies.  Every  one  knew  what 
was  passing  in  that  House,  as  regarded 
the  great  number  of  amalgamations  of 
smaller  companies  into  the  great  compa- 
nies. Such  a  state  of  things  took  this 
question  out  of  the  common  ranffe  of  ques- 
tions of  commercial  policy.  Let  capital 
act  as  freely  as  possible,  but  in  the  present 
state  of  things  with  some  control,  which 
would  prevent  the  establishment  of  a  sys- 
tem which  had  never  arisen  before.  He  did 
not  know  why  some  check  or  some  power 
should  not  be  given  to  act  on  the  rulway 
companies  in  this  countnr.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  had  taunted  his  hon. 
Friend  with  not  having  brought  in  a  Bill 
on  this  subject,  instead  of  asking  for  in- 
quiry. He  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  exercised  a  soimd  discretion  in  pursu- 
ing the  course  which  he  did,  as  the  sub- 
ject was  one  which  required  the  greatest 
and  the  closest  investigation.  The  hon. 
Member  expressed  a  hope  that  there  was 
no  intention  by  the  present  Motion  to 
break  faith  with  the  railway  companies. 
There  was  nothing  of  the  kind,  for  they 
must,  under  any  circumstances,  take  care 
to  keep  faith;  and  he  should  think  that 
they  would  do  the  greatest  possible  injury 
if  they  did  not  do  so.  But  a  BiU  on  this 
subject  would  be  a  weighty  matter,  even 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  He  said 
such  a  proceeding  would  be  a  weighty 
matter  in  itself  as  regarded  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  opposition  of  the  railway  in- 
terest woidd  be  felt;  that  interest  wm 
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already  powerful  in  tliat  House;  and  as  it 
was  so  rapidly  extending  itself  it  would 
soon  be  felt  with  a  tenfold  power.  He 
knew  what  would  be  the  difficulties  of  the 
Government  in  proceeding  with  such  a 
measure,  and  he  knew  also  that  delaying 
the  subject  only  increased  the  difficulties 
and  aggravated  the  evil.  He  therefore 
said  that  for  a  private  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, like  his  hon.  Friend,  to  bring  for- 
ward such  a  measure,  would  be  most  inex- 
pedient and  objectionable.  To  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  he  would  give  his  cor- 
dial support;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  and  the  Government  would  give  its 
serious  attention  to  the  subject  of  this  in- 
quiry, and  that  every  exertion  would  be 
used  to  lead  them  to  a  safe  and  satisfac- 
tory conclusion.  They  had  been  told  that 
this  would  be  a  useless  inquiry,  and  that 
they  should  leave  the  settlement  of  the 
subject  to  the  railway  companies  alone. 
What  had  taken  place  in  the  House  that 
night?  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Guildford,  connected,  with  the  London  and 
Birmingham  Railroad,  rose  to  assure  the 
House  that  he  was  authorized  to  state, 
when  a  proposition  was  before  it  to  extend 
the  traffic  of  that  company,  that  they 
thought  it  reasonable  to  propose  certain 
terms,  and  to  establish  a  low  rate  of  fares. 
This  by  no  means  induced  him  to  acquiesce 
in  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland,  who  stated  that  he  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  Members  of  that  House 
to  leave  railway  matters  alone;  that  they 
should  take  no  notice  of  the  fares  they 
charged,  or  the  means  of  conveyance  they 
provided.  When  he  saw  that  merely  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  produced  such  a 
result,  he  thought  that  the  House  ought 
not  to  hesitate  a  moment  in  adopting  in- 
quiry. He  understood  his  hon.  Friend  to 
•ay  that  he  was  empowered  by  the  railway 
company  of  which  he  was  a  member  to  say 
what  low  fares  they  would  accept. 

Mr.  mangles,  in  explanation,  denied 
ihat  he  had  said  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
said  tliat  he  was  able  to  say  that,  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House  to  promote  an  amal- 
gamation in  connection  with  the  Birming- 
ham Railway  Company,  that  company  was 
prepared  voluntarily  to  fix  as  a  maximum 
the  lowest  scale  of  fares. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  would  say  no 
more  on  that  point.  So  much,  then,  with 
respect  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Inverness.  He  now 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  what 
lell  from  his  hon,  Friend  the  Member 


for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Parker).  The  question 
involved  in  his  hon.  Friend's  proposition 
was,  whether  in  the  railway  business  before 
the  House  it  was  advisable  to  adopt  such 
proceedings  as  would  check  the  amount  of 
capital  to  be  laid  out  in  railway  undertak- 
ings in  the  present  year.  This  was  a  grave 
question.  It  was  a  question  which  was 
brought  before  the  House  some  time  ago 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  He  was  of  opinion,  that 
if  any  step  of  such  an  unusuid  character 
was  deemed  advisable,  it  should  be  taken 
on  the  recommendation  of  Her  Majesty 'a 
Government,  which  could  weigh  all  the 
consequences  of  adopting  such  a  course, 
and  tnat  in  proposing  it  they  should 
state  the  reasons  to  the  House  which  in- 
duced them  to  advise  such  a  proceedin^.^ 
On  moving  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  for  the  appointment  of  the  general 
Railway  Committee,  the  right  hon.  Banniet 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, by  what  they  said,  raised  in  the 
minds  of  many  men  an  impression  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro  • 
pose  to  the  Committee  some  line  of  pro- 
ceeding of  this  description,  and  of  course 
that  it  was  prepared  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  grounds  for  adopting  such  a  course. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  expressed  his  surprise  that  no  opinion 
had  been  given  by  the  Committee  with  n^ 
spect  to  this  subject,  which  he  had  sup- 
posed, after  what  had  taken  place  in  that 
House,  had  been  brought  before  them. 
After  this,  he  felt  bound  to  state  to  the 
House  what  had  taken  plaoe  in  the  Com* 
mittee  of  which  he  was  a  member;  and  in 
what  he  was  about  to  state  he  was  sure 
that  he  could  be  confirmed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  true  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  laid  before  the  Committee  a 
classification  of  the  Railway  Bills  brought 
into  the  House  in  the  present  Session,  and 
in  which  they  had  been  classed  as  to  their 
relative  degree  of  importance;  and  he  must 
say  for  himself,  that  when  he  came  to  ex- 
amine the  classification^  he  felt  that  it 
would  be  difficult  for  any 'Committee  to 
apply  themselves  to  this  list  with  any  eon- 
siderable  advantage  with  a  view  to  deter- 
mine which  was  relatively  important.  Be- 
sides this,  he  was  sure  that  he  was  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  Government  had 
not  expressed  any  opinion  on  such  a  mea- 
sure in  the  Committee;  and  he  had  again 
and  again  told  the  Members  of  the  Go* 
vemment  on  this  Committee  that  if  tbej 
would  bring  forward  a  Xotion  on  the  sulh 
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ject,  with  a  statement  of  the  reasons  on 
which  it  was  founded,  he  was  prepared  to 
give  his  best  attention  to  the  matter;  and 
he  said  that  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
becoming  in  a  Coumiittee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  originate  such  a  measure, 
but  that  the  task  should  devolve  on  the 
Government,  which  should  take  upon  itself 
the  responsibility  of  such  a  measure.  Some 
time  afterwards  he  again  mentioned  the 
subject  to  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
who  informed  him  that  the  Government 
had  no  intention  to  interfere  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  therefore  did  not  think  that  the 
Committee  could  be  said  to  have  abandon- 
ed the  duty  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
House — a  duty  which,  if  imposed  upon 
them  at  all,  it  was  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet;  for  certainly  nothing  of  the 
kind  was  to  be  found  in  the  terms  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  He  still 
must  say  that  he  saw  no  use  in  now  ap- 
pointing such  a  Committee,  at  the  instance 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  unless 
the  Government  said  that  the  number  of 
Railway  Bills  to  be  passed  iir  the  present 
Session  must  be  limited.  To  throw  such 
a  large  subject  on  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  search  for  evidence 
and  proof,  would  be  a  mere  waste  of  time. 
His  own  opinion  on  the  question  would 
lead  him  to  be  very  careful  how  he  sanc- 
tioned a  proposition  for  hmiting  the  amount 
of  capital  to  be  employed  in  any  particular 
direction.  He  thought  that  no  beneficial 
object  would  be  obtained  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
subject,  on  the  ground  of  the  fear  of  capi- 
tal flowing  too  rapidly  into  any  particular 
branch  of  employment.  He  felt  most 
strongly  that  it  would  not  be  expedient  for 
a  Conunittee  of  that  House  to  say  whether 
or  not  capital  should  be  allowed  to  continue 
to  flow  in  any  particular  direction.  He 
saw  no  ground  for  apprehension  as  to  the 
effect  of  such  employment  of  capital  in  the 
money  market,  but  he  feared  much  more 
the  effect  that  might  be  produced  in  the 
labour  market.  The  question  was  one  of 
such  importance  that  he  thought,  if  under- 
taken at  all,  it  should  be  by  the  Govern- 
ment. If  the  Government  had  made  a 
proposition  on  the  subject,  he  should  have 
.  given  it  a  fair  and  impartial  consideration; 
but  as  they  had  not  done  so,  he  did  not 
think  that  it  should  originate  in  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sir  G.  clerk  agreed  in  the  correct- 
ness of  the  description  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee  appomted  at  the  com* 
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mencemcnt  of  the  Session  on  the  subject 
of  railways,  just  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  the  Government  first 
took  up  this  important  question,  there 
were  notices  in  the  Board  of  Trade  of  up- 
wards of  800  schemes  of  railways.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  go  as  far  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  saying,  that  if  they 
carried  on  all  these  schemes,  the  abstaining 
from  limiting  the  amount  of  capital  to  be 
employed  in  this  way  for  one  year  would 
not  have  any  effect  on  the  money  markets 
If  this  enormous  number  of  railway  schemes 
had  been  proceeded  with,  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  take  steps  to  limit  the 
number  carried  forward  in  the  present 
year.  When,  however,  they  came  to  con- 
sider the  subject  in  Committee,  they  found 
that  the  number  of  railway  schemes  to 
be  proceeded  with,  had  been  reduced  to 
nearly  one-half.  They  felt,  that  there 
did  not  then  exist  the  same  necessi- 
ty for  interference.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion of  so  much  importance,  as  well 
as  of  so  much  nicety  and  deUcacy,  that 
nothing  but  a  case  of  extreme  necessity 
could  justify  interference.  But  they  found 
that  the  number  of  railway  schemes  had 
been  reduced  one-half ;  and,  as  was  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  on  the 
authority  of  returns  prepared  by  the  officers 
of  the  House,  the  total  number  which 
would  come  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
was  reduced  to  440  ;  and  that  of  these  a 
great  many  Bills  were  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amalgamation,  and  many  more 
Bills  had  reference  to  the  same  schemes, 
so  that  a  number  of  chances  might  be  af- 
forded of  obtaining,  if  not  the  whole  of  a 
line,  at  least  portions  of  it ;  and  on  these 
grounds  the  Select  Committee  did  not 
consider  it  advisable  to  propose  any  limi- 
tation of  the  aiumber  of  Bills  to  be  sub- 
mitted for  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
The  House  would  also  observe  in  the 
last  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Rail- 
ways, that  the  Committee  said  that  they 
thought  the  whole  of  the  Bills  connected 
with  England  and  Scotland  might  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  and  might  be  divided  into 
sixty-one  groups  ;  and,  he  believed,  now 
the  nimiber  was  comprised  in  fifty-six 
groups,  so  that  the  calculation  of  the 
Committee  was  not  very  far  out.  He 
thought  it  his  duty  to  state  in  the  Com- 
mittee, that,  under  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  Government  did 
not  think  themselves  justified  in  making  a 
proposition  for  the  limited  employment  of 
capital  in  railway  schemes  for  a  time ;  and 
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in  the  propriety  of  adopting  snch  a  course, 
lie  thought,  the  Committee  was  unanimous. 
If  the  non.  Member  for  Sheffield  perse- 
vered in  his  Motion,  he  should  feel  it  to  he 
his  duty  to  oppose  it.     He  was  prepared, 
however,  to  give  his  assent  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness ;  but  in  doing  so  he 
begged  distinctly  to  be  understood  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  throw  any  insinuations  as 
to  the  intentions  of  those  who  had  success- 
fully carried  out  so  many  important  rail- 
way schemes,  and  had  embarked  snch  a 
large  amount  of  capital  in  such  important 
undertakings.     He  believed  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  was  cor- 
rect ;  and  that,  on  an  average,  railway 
companies  would  not  be  found  to  realize 
more  than  5^  or  5^  per  cent  on  their  sub- 
scribed capital.     He  believed  that  there 
were  not  more  than  five  railway  companies 
that  had  dividends  of  10  per  cent  on  their 
subscribed  capital,  while  tnere  were  a  con- 
siderable number — ^he  believed  as  many  as 
ten — ^that  were  not  able  to  pay  even  the 
dividend  of  5  per  cent.     But  at  the  same 
time  it  became  the  Legislattire  to  consider 
whether  they  ought  not  to  interpose  at 
this  moment;  and  while  they  secured  all 
the  advantages  which  the  faith  of  Parlia- 
ment was  pledged  to  extend  to  railways, 
to  see  that  every  possible  and  proper  ad- 
vantage was  procured  for  the  public.    This 
was  a  subject  to  which  the  Government 
had  been  at  all  times  ready  to  give  every 
careful  consideration.     In  1844,  a  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  on  this  matter;  which, 
after  a  laborious  inquiry,  made  certain  re- 
commendations which,  he  believed,  at  first 
met  with  vexy  general  concurrence  in  that 
House  ;  but  it  could  not  be  forgotten  that 
afterwards,  when  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
then   President  of  the  Bdkurd  of  Trade 
brought  in  a  Bill  founded  on  these  re- 
commendations, having  for  its  object  the 
revising  of  the  rates  and  charges  after  a 
period  of  twenty-one  vears,  it  met  with 
veiT  strenuous  opposition  in  that  House; 
and  it  was  with  the  greatest  difficulty  that 
the  Government  could  obtain  the  sanction  of 
the  Legislature  to  this  proposition.  Again, 
last  year,  the  House  intxx>dueed  some  farther 
changes ;  but  the  regulations  then  adopted 
were  put  in  the  shape  of  Sessional  Orders, 
and  were  to  be  viewed  rather  in  the  light  of 
experiments  than  as  parts  of  a  reguliu*  and 
permanent  system.      He  thought  it  was 
therefore    the    more   desirable    that  the 
House  should  now,  when  there  were  such 
ft  number  of  railway  schemes  before  them, 


consider  whether  any  and  what  fiuiher  ad^ 
vantages  may  be  secured  to  the  public  be» 
fore  &ese  schemes  were  authorised.     He 
did  not  now  wish  to  go  further  into  tine 
other  subjects  touched  upon  by  the  hon« 
Member  for  Inverness.     In  fact,  the  hon. 
Member  had  himself  declined  entering  fiiUy 
into  all  his  views,  or  into  the  details  of  hu 
statement ;  but  to  several  pobts  he  had 
merely  alluded,  and  it  was  right  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  have  a  full  opporta- 
nity  hereafter  of  bringing  them  forward  in 
detail  before  the  Committee.     He  eoold 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  shoold 
have  every  opportunity  afforded  to  him 
of  doing  so  by  some  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment attending  the  Committee,  in  or- 
der that  the  fullest  inquiry  might  take 
place  with  regard  to  the  subject  generally. 
The  inquiry  was,  he  thought,  the  more 
necessary,  when  by  their  rash  legislation 
they  had  given  almost  unlimited  powers  to 
railway  companies,  and  when  they  saw 
that  almost  every  day  further  attempta 
were    made    to    amalgamate    competmff 
lines,  and  thus  to  deprive  the  oountry  m 
the  benefit,  such  as  it  might  be,  of  mm 
competition.    When  they  found  companies 
that  had  been  regarded  as  rivals  attempt- 
ing to  consolidate  into  a  smaller  number  of 
hands  the  extreme  powers  which  had  been 
entrusted  to  them,  it  did,  he  thought,  be- 
come the  duty  of  that  House  to  hSk  most 
minutely  into  all  cases  of  amalgamation; 
so  that,  while  they  gave  all  due  ftuillities 
to  commerce  by  enabling  the  traffic  of  eon- 
linuous  lines  to  be  conducted  on  one  ex* 
tensive  system,  thev  should  also  take  cam 
to  secure  the  pubhc,  not  only  against  ex* 
cessive  charges  in  fdtnre,  but  also  soeh 
other  advantages  as  might  be  provided  for 
them.     Under  these  circumstances,  as  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Morrison)  had  not  Mt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  enter  more  into  detttl  than 
he  had  done  on  this  subject,  he  thou^t  be 
would  best  consult  the  wishes  of  the  Hoose 
by  also  refraining  from  expressing  more 
fdUy  the  views  which  he  might  entertain 
on  the  matter,  more  especially  as  he  was 
willing  to  go  with  the  hon.  Member  into 
the  entire  question  in  Committee,  with  an 
anxious  desire  to  secure  the  public  against 
the  inconvenience  that  migfat  arise  from  a 
great  and  extensive  system  of  monopoly. 
He  trusted,  that  either  in  consequence  of 
the  Motion  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness  or  otherwise,  a  feel- 
ing would  be  created  in  the  minds  of  the 
directors  of  existing  railways,  for  extend- 
mg  generally  to  the  public  those  advan* 
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tages  which  the  hon.  MemW  for  Guild- 
ford stated  the  directors  of  the  Grand 
Junction  Railway  were  prepared  to  offer. 
Though  he  would  not  now  trespass  farther 
on  the  attention  of  the  House,  in  connexion 
with  this  suhject,  he  begged  to  repeat, 
that  he  considered  the  question  to  he  of 
the  greatest  possible  importance  to  the  fu- 
ture welfare  of  this  country. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Inverness  had  made  out  no 
case  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee; 
and  he  yerj  much  regretted  that  the  Go- 
yemment  had,  in  the  first  instance,  con- 
ceded it,  because  by  so  doing  they  had  de- 
prived the  House  of  the  opportunity  of 
hearing  the  grounds  on  which  it  was  sought 
to  be  obtained.     He  deprecated  the  inces- 
sant agitation  of  this  matter.     Whatever 
inquiries  were  made,  whatever  acts  conse- 
quent upon  such  inquiries  were  passed, 
stin  it  appeared  that  everything  done  was 
to  be  of  but  a  temporary  nature,   and 
that  in  the  following  year  a  new   Com- 
mittee was  to  sit  on  the  same  subject,  and 
another  Bill  to  be  introduced  altering  all 
that  had  been  before  apparently  setded. 
Every  security  given  was  each  year  to  be 
shaken,  and  parties  interested  could  never 
know  the  real  ground  on  which  they  were 
to  rest.     The  Act  brought  in  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  giving  power  to  revise  the 
rates,  and  under  certain  circumstances  to 
repurchase  railways,  was,  it  appeared,  to 
be  now  thrown  aside,  and  some  other  Bill 
to  be  introduced  in  its  place,  founded  per- 
haps on  some  principle  hitherto  altogether 
unheard  of.  Now  what  were  the  grounds  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  sup- 
ported his  Motion  ?    He  said  that  the  public 
were  not  sufficiently  protected  at  present — 
that  the  railroad  proprietors  were  making 
such  enormous  profits  that  some  interference 
was  necessary  to  keep  them  within  bounds. 
[An  Hon.  Member:  No!]    That  certainly 
was  one  of  the  grounds  on  which  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
was  attempted  to  be  justified.     But  fortu- 
nately that  matter  had  been  fully  investi- 
gated by  a  Committee  to  whose  Report  al- 
lusion had  been  already  made ;  and  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  quoting  a  few 
words  from  the  Appendix  to  it.     Before 
doing  so,  however,  he  would  wish  to  refer  to 
a  great  mistake  which  prevailed  on  this  sub- 
ject.     The  capital  of  a  railway  company 
consisted  not  of  one,  but  of  two  portions. 
The  first  was  the  amount  of  subscriptions 
paid  up  on  Bfaares,  and  the  other  was  that 


which  was  paid  up  in  the  way  of  loans. 
The  enlargCKl  dividends  were  paid  only  on 
the  proportion  of  the  capital  paid  up  on 
shares,  and  not  on  the  loan  capital ;  and 
this  was  a  matter  which   it  were  well 
should  be  borne  in  mind  when  considering 
the  alleged  prosperity  of  railway  compa- 
nies.    In  the  Appendix  of  the  Report  to 
which  he  referred,  he  found  that  the  total 
amount  of  subscribed  capital  paid  upon  rail- 
way shares  at  that  time  was  32,500,0001. ; 
the  loans  14,300,0007.     The  amount  of 
receipts    in   1842  was  4,400,000^.,   out 
of  which  there  was  expended  in  working 
the   lines    1,900,0001.,    leaving   the  net 
profits  2,600,000^,  which,  after  deduct- 
mg  4^  per  cent  as  the  average  interest 
on  loans,  would  leave  only   1,856,5007. 
applicable  to  be  divided  among  the  holders 
of  shares,  making  the  average  dividends 
not  more  than  5f .     This,  considering  the 
risk  incurred,  and  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  capital  was  unproductive  for  two  or 
three  years  during  the  construction  of  the 
railway,  must  be  looked  upon  as  no  very 
great  return  for    the    capital  expended. 
Excess  of  profit,  therefore,  could  anbrd  no 
argument  for  the  Committee  sought  to  be 
obtained.     But  there  was  one  point  con- 
nected with  this  matter,  by  which  the  pub- 
lic were  very  materially  benefited,  but  on 
which  not  one  word  had  been  said  during 
that  debate,  namely,  the  taxation  on  rail- 
ways, and  which  amounted  to  no  less  than 
five  per  cent  on  the  gross  receipts.     This 
was  a  species  of  taxation  not  borne  by 
any  other  property,  and  the  amount  re- 
ceived under  it  was  of  very  considerable  im- 
portance.   He  would  take  one  railroad,  with 
which  he  was  more  familiar  than  with  any 
others,  and  he  would  ask  the  House  for  a 
moment  to  observe  the  enormous  increase 
of  taxation  contributed  by  this  railway 
alone  for  the  benefit  of  the  public.     In 
1839  the  Great  Western  Railway  paid 
2,2292.  in  taxation  to  the  State.    In  1840, 
6,4407.;    in    1841,    10,966;    in    1842, 
21,8147. ;  in  1843, 25,8047. ;  and  in  1844 
the  amount  extended  to  no  less  a  sum  than 
30,0007.    Let  it  not  therefore  be  said  that 
the  railway  system  in  this  country  conferred 
no  benefit  on  the  country.  But  this  was  only 
half  of  the  case.     The  amount  paid  by  rail- 
roads to  local  taxation  in  the  shape  of  poor 
rates,  in  the  shape  of  county  rates,  and  in 
the  shape  of  all  other  rates  of  a  local  cha- 
racter, very  nearly  equalled  that  paid  to 
the  Government.      They  had,  therefore, 
the  fact  of  the  Great  Western  Railway 
alone  payingi  at  the  end  of  four  years 
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after  its  completion,  no  less  a  sum  than 
60,0002.  annually  to  the  expenses  of  the 
public,  one  half  of  which  being  in  direct 
taxation  to  the  Government,  and  the  other 
half  being  spread  through  the  various  local 
rates  of  the  country,  and  which  rates  must 
be  paid  by  other  parties  unless  contributed 
by  the  railway.  There  was  this  peculiarity 
applying  to  railways  throughout  the  entire 
coimtry,  namely,  that  they  paid  a  taxation 
on  their  profits  which  no  other  bodies  were 
required  to  pay.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Inverness  wished  to  introduce  the  French 
railway  system  into  this  country,  but  he 
had  carefully  avoided  mentioning  the  Bel- 
gian railways.  In  Belgium  every  railway 
was  free  from  all  taxation,  either  parochial 
or  general.  In  France  railways  were  not 
entirely  free  from  taxation,  but  they  were 
very  nearly  so  ;  they  were  required  to  pay 
only  an  amount  of  rates  equal  to  that  which 
was  paid  by  the  land  before  the  railway  was 
constructed,  while  they  paid  no  direct,  or 
at  any  rate  but  a  very  small,  tax  to  the 
Government.  Let  the  House,  therefore, 
compare  the  two  system,  and  say  which  was 
the  best  for  the  public.  In  France  railways 
were  granted  on  leases  for  an  average  period 
of  about  thirty-seven  years,  at  the  end  of 
which  time  they  were  to  become  the  pro- 
perty of  the  State.  Now,  if  the  30,0002. 
paid  by  the  Great  Western  Railway  to 
the  State  were  laid  out  at  4  per  cent  inter- 
est, the  amount  at  the  end  of  thirty-seven 
years,  would  be  3,201,3852.  Therefore  the 
State  would  receive  in  thirty-seven  years 
an  amount  equivalent  to  three  millions  and 
upwards  from  that  railway  alone,  even 
supposing  the  present  taxation  not  to  in- 
crease, while  the  sum  contributed  to  local 
taxes  would  amount  to  an  equal  sum,  mak- 
ing the  entire  sum  contributed  nearly  equal 
to  six  millions  sterling.  But  then,  what  was 
done  in  the  French  system  ?  Would  such  a 
railway  in  France,  at  the  end  of  thirty-se- 
ven years,  be  worth  six  millions,  or  anything 
like  such  a  sum  ?  When  his  hon.  Friend 
contrasted  the  two  systems,  and  spoke  of 
the  enormous  benefits  derived  by  the  State 
from  the  course  adopted  in  France,  he  had 
carefully  avoided  all  allusion  to  the  taxa- 
tion paid  by  the  English  railroads,  though, 
had  he  entered  into  that  point,  he  would 
have  found  that  their  own  Government  de- 
rived a  larger  profit  from  railways  than  ac- 
crued under  the  French  plan.  But  there 
wore  great  evils  resulting  from  the  prac- 
tice of  granting  terminal  leases,  independ- 
ently of  this  question  of  taxation.  It  w^as 
well  known  that  short  liocs  of  railway  in 


connection  with  main  lines  did  not  pay,  and 
that  it  was  only  from  advancing  the  traffic 
on  the  main  line  that  they  were  enabled  to 
be  undertaken.  But  with  a  short  terminal 
ble  lease  the  interest  of  the  company  be- 
comes less  year  by  year,  and  they  are  thus 
less  able  and  willing  to  develop  ike  traffic 
of  the  country  by  constructing  these  late- 
ral lines,  which  they  would  be  induced  to 
construct  if  they  had  a  perpetual  interest 
in  the  concern.  In  fact,  if  tiiey  contrasted 
the  English  and  French  systems  in  any 
light,  they  would  find  that  the  plan  adopted 
by  this  country  was  the  better,  and  the 
more  advantageous  of  the  two  to  the 
State.  With  these  impressions,  and  for  the 
reasons  before  stated,  he  expressed  his 
great  regret  that  the  Government  had  been 
prevailed  upon  to  concede  the  Committee 
which  was  now  sought  to  be  obtained. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  it  appear- 
ed to  him  that  all  the  legislation  of  thia 
country  on  such  subjects  had  been  hitherto 
founded  on  a  wrong  and  fallacious  baaia. 
They  had  been  in  the  habit  of  continnaUy 
sanctioning  gas  works,  water  works,  and 
railways  under  circumstances  where,  from 
the  immense  amount  of  the  fixed  capital 
embarked  in  the  undertaking,  and  the 
small  proportion  of  the  working  expenses, 
competition  became  afterwards  absolutely 
impossible.  The  effect  of  competition  in 
the  first  instance  was  to  induce  two  capital- 
ists to  embark  in  an  undertaking,  when 
one  would  be  sufficient  to  effect  the  objects 
The  result  was,  that  in  aU  such  cases  an 
amalgamation  took  place  in  the  course  of 
time,  and  therefore  where  a  monopoly  was 
thus  allowed  by  the  Legislature,  they  were 
bound,  in  a  due  regard  for  the  public  inter* 
ests,  to  see  that  proper  conditions  were  en* 
forced,  and  proper  security  given  that  the 
public  should  not  nltimatdy  suffer  in  the 
arrangement.  The  Reports  of  the  Sanatory 
Commission,  and  of  the  Health  of  Towns 
Committee,  showed  the  injurious  tendency 
of  the  Private  Bill  legislation  of  that  House 
in  particular  instances,  and  the  absence  of 
all  wise  and  necessary  foresight  in  adopt- 
ing precautions  against  the  waste  and  mis- 
application of  capital,  by  laying  down,  as  a 
preliminary  step,  a  map  of  the  country,  as 
was  done  with  respect  to  Ireland,  in  which 
the  lines  of  railways  that  would  confer  the 
greatest  amount  of  public  advantage  would 
be  set  forth,  and  afterwards  left  open  to 
public  competition.  The  speech  of  his  hon« 
Friend  who  had  just  concluded,  bad  failed 
in  convincing  him  that  the  GoTenunent  of 
thia  countiy  bad  made  better  tenns  with 
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the  railway  companies  than  had  been  adopt- 
ed in  France;  but  it  had  convinced  him  of 
one  point,  which  was,  that  no  time  was  to 
be  lost  in  investigating  the  subject,  and 
providing,  as  weU  as  they  could,  for  the 
future.  His  hon.  Friend  had  entered  into 
A  calculation  to  show  that  the  annual  tax 
paid  by  the  Great  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany would  amount  to  a  greater  sum  than 
the  value  of  the  line  at  the  termination  of 
thirty-seven  years,  if  the  reversion  were  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  had  forgotten  altogether  the  advan- 
tage derived  by  the  French  Government  by 
the  gratuitous  transmission  of  mails  on  aU 
the  railways.  One  of  the  reasons  for  the 
diminution  of  the  Post-office  revenue  was 
the  enormous  charges  made  by  the  railway 
companies  in  this  country  for  conveying  the 
mails;  and  it  should  not  be  forgotten,  that 
in  the  case  of  the  turnpike  roads,  which 
had  preceded  them,  the  trustees  were  pre- 
cluded from  demanding  any  charge  what- 
ever for  the  passage  of  Her  Majesty's  mails. 
He  had  no  doubt  but  that  if  the  sum 
paid  to  one  of  the  railway  companies 
for  conveying  the  mails  were  put  out 
to  interest  for  thirty-seven  years,  it 
would  form  a  considerable  set-off  against 
the  sum  total  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  alluded.  But  important  as  this 
subject  was  from  its  effects  on  the 
money  market,  it  was,  he  thought,  still 
more  important  from  its  effects  on  the 
labour  market.  Great  masses  of  labourers 
were  congregated  together,  and  left  in  a 
state  of  demoralization  which  it  was  fearful 
to  contemplate.  As  the  subject  was,  how- 
ever, to  be  brought  forward  on  a  future 
day,  he  would  not  allude  farther  to  it  at 
present,  except  to  observe  that  if  the 
amount  of  employment  afforded  by  railways 
was  employed  sagaciously  and  economically, 
it  might  have  a  powerful  effect  in  raising 
the  condition  of  the  labourers  throughout 
the  country.  Great  wages  were  certainly 
paid ;  but  they  were  expended  in  a  manner 
ao  as  to  take  the  maximum  amount  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  shareholders,  and  place 
the  minimum  sum  in  the  pockets  of  the 
labourers.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
saying  that  the  House  and  the  country 
were  much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  bringing  the  subject  forward. 

A£r.  AGLIONBY  thought,  that  although 
this  discussion  was  interesting,  it  was  ra- 
ther premature,  seeing  that  a  Committee 
was  to  be  appointed  which  would  obtain 
much  more  information  than  could  now  be 
given  upon  the  statistics  and  the  economy 
of  railways.     He  would  not^  therefore, 


detain  the  House  by  entering  at  length 
upon  details.  It  appeared  to  him,  that 
when  the  House  granted  monopolies  with 
gigantic  powers,  care  ought  to  be  taken 
that  they  should  be  to  the  public  and  for 
the  public.  He  hoped,  on  this  account, 
the  House  would  grant  the  Committee. 
'*  Every  one  must  see  that  in  a  few  years 
railways  would  be  the  only  means  of  com- 
munication in  the  country,"  was  the  ex- 
pression of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G. 
Clerk);  and  another  expression  fell  from 
him  which  deserved  notice,  namely,  that 
more  attention  ought  to  be  given  than  had 
been  given  hitherto  to  the  interest  and  ac- 
commodation of  the  public.  He  concurred 
in  these  sentiments.  It  was  a  common 
saying  that  what  was  good  for  the  public 
was  fdso  good  for  railway  companies ;  but 
he  thought  there  ought  to  be  some  con- 
trolling power  over  them,  in  order  to  effect 
this  object.  As  to  fares,  without  throwing 
blame  upon  any  company,  he  was  warranted 
in  saying,  there  was  a  difference  in  liber-* 
aUty  in  this  respect.  Some  companies 
exacted  much  too  high  fares;  some  re- 
duced them  to  what  was  now  considered 
an  extremely  fair  rate.  There  could  be  no, 
doubt  that  Parliament  must  interfere  with 
the  railway  system ;  and  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  take  it  generally  into 
their  consideration,  so  that  at  a  future 
period  the  House  might  be  able  to  discuss 
the  whole  subject  wit]^  advantage. 

Mr.  ENTWISLE  observed  that  much 
had  been  said  in  the  progress  of  this  dis- 
cussion which  was  beside  the  question. 
He  would  not  attempt  to  forestall  the  sub- 
jects for  the  iuvestigation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  content  hunself  with  offering  a 
suggestion  that  had  pressed  itself  upon  his 
own  mind.  He  entertained  a  strong  opi- 
nion that  it  was  in  consequence  of  the 
course  of  legislation  adopted  by  the  House 
that  so  many  railway  schemes  had  been 
multiplied,  and  so  much  wild  speculation 
created.  These  were  the  results  of  a  want 
of  uniformity  in  the  decisions  of  Committees 
of  that  House,  of  a  want  of  some  good 
sound  principles  to  govern  their  decisions 
by  which  commercial  and  mercantile  men 
might  be  able  to  g^ide  their  proceedings. 
He,  therefore,  suggested  that  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  appointed  to  consider  the  fu- 
ture course  of  legislation  should  turn  their 
attention  to  the  adoption  of  some  means  by 
which  uniformity  of  decision  upon  fixed 
principles  might  be  secured.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  also  enter  upon  the 
inquiry  whether  some  preparatory  tribunal, 
extenuJ  to  that  House,  could  not  be  estab- 
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lisbcdy  in  which  railway  schemes  might 
undergo  a  preliminary  investigation.  The 
Board  of  Trade  had  failed  in  this  respect, 
owing  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was  con- 
stituted heing  so  little  in  accordance  with 
the  feelings  of  the  English  people,  who  re- 
quired an  open  tribunal.  He  did  not  re- 
commend that  the  House  should  part  with 
its  jurisdiction.  The  jurisdiction  might  be 
retained;  but  erery  scheme  that  was  op- 
posed should  be  accompanied  by  the  grant- 
ing of  costs  if  the  decision  of  the  prelimi- 
nary tribunal  was  confirmed  by  that  of  the 
House.  He  would  conclude  by  asking 
whether  such  an  external  tribunal  would  be 
considered  as  beyond  the  powers  of  the 
Committee  wh^i  it  was  appointed. 

Mb.  HUME  was  glad  the  GoTemment 
agreed  to  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, because  much  valuable  information 
would  be  thereby  gained.  All  railways 
intended  to  be  established  ought  to  be 
made  productive  of  the  greatest  amount  of 
benefit  to  the  community.  Hitherto,  to  a 
great  degree,  they  had  been  intended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  promoters.  The  money 
paid  by  the  promoters  to  prevent  opposition 
he  considered  was  improperly  given,  inas- 
much as  the  public  were  saddled  with  this 
additional  expense.  He  hoped  it  would  be 
considered  whether  the  public  ought  not  to 
have  more  protection  than  they  had ;  and 
whether,  even  as  far  as  the  interests  of  the 
proprietors  were  concerned,  a  lower  rate  of 
fkres  would  not  be  more  profitable  and  ad- 
vantageous. It  had  been  given  in  evidence, 
that  by  the  system  adopted  in  France,  the 
railways  there  would  be  made  capable  of 
paying  a  large  portion  of  the  national  debt 
of  that  country;  and  if  the  railways  of  this 
country  should  amount  to  the  value  of  500 
or  600  millions,  as  was  anticipated  by 
some-— if  a  different  system  had  been  adopt- 
ed here,  and  the  public  had  been  guarded 
by  previous  inquiry,  we  might  have  realized 
a  sum  equal  to  paying  a  large  portion  of 
the  interest  of  our  national  debt.  He  re- 
gretted we  had  not  availed  onrselves  of  such 
a  system.  He  would  be  the  last  man  to 
break  faith  with  the  railway  proprietors ; 
but  he  did  think  the  House  was  now  in  a 
condition  to  consider  fairly  whether  some- 
thing better  for  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity could  not  be  done  than  had  hitherto 
been  the  ease.  He  gave  his  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee; 
and  he  hoped  the  inquiry  would  be  con- 
ducted with  fairness,  without  any  desire  to 
exclude  whatever  information  might  be 
offered. 
Ma.  P.  M.  SIEWABT.hAd  listened  in 


vain  to  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Morrison)  for  reasons  for  the  appointmeiit 
of  a  fresh  Committee,  at  least  this  Sessioii. 
The  House  could  not  be  too  cautious  in 
exercising  a  watchful  care  over  a  vast  in- 
terest like  the  railway  interest;  and  he 
submitted  that  the  present  Motion  oaght 
to  have  emanated  from  the  Govemmenl 
rather  than  from  the  hon.  Member  for  In- 
verness.   What  was  to  be  the  object  of 
the  Committee  9    If  he  considered  Us  hon. 
Friend's  short  speech  to-night,   and  his 
ample  pamphlet  of  the  other  day  together, 
he  arrived  at  the  object  of  the  hon«  Mem- 
ber.     In  the  first  page  of  his  pamphlet,  he 
deprecated  the  great  evils  of  speculation, 
and  said  that  something  should  be  devised 
to  check  it.     Was  the  Committee  then  to 
enact  sometlung  to  prevent  specnlatiott  in 
rulways?      His  hon.  Friend  propoonded 
two  ways  of  effecting  this  object;  bnt,  in 
his  pamphlet  he  contradicted  himself  on 
this  subject  over  and  over  again,  for  he 
said  that  for  the  purpose  of  checking  speen- 
lation,  fares  must  be  lowered.     Then,  in 
another  part,  he  said,  if  fares  were  lowered 
mNDfits  would  be  increased.  [Mr.  Mobbisov: 
Where  great  traffic  exists.]      Why,   ail 
England  was  a  great  traffic.    He  oontttided 
that  ndlways  were  well  and  efficiently  con- 
ducted ;   whilst  the  expense  of  travelling 
was  much  less  than  it  ever  was  before.  He 
himself  could  go  to  his  constitnents,  400 
miles  distant,  for  one-third  less  than  he 
could  ever  go  before  railways  were  eon- 
stmcted.     His  hon.  Friend  spoke  of  the 
cheapness  of  French  fares;  bnt  he  was 
sure  if  his  hon.  Friend  referred  again  to 
the  subject,  he  would  find  that  the  averam 
fare  was  more  in  France  than  in  EnglaoSL 
Let  them  look,  for  example,  to  the  Londoa 
and  Birmingham  Railway  as  compared  with 
the  Paris  and  Ronen  line.    On  tiie  Loodoii 
and  Birmingham  line — let  them  take  from 
London  to  Rugby,  a  distance  of  84  milea, 
the  fare   for  first-lass    passengers  was 
14«.  6d. ;  for  second-class  10#. ;  and  for 
third-class  6«.     From  Paris  to  Rouen,  a 
distance  of  83  miles,  the  fares  were-  first* 
class  16  francs,  or  13«.  4d,;  seoond-dass 
10«.  lOd.;  and  third-class  8#.  4<i — giving 
a  preference,   as  regarded  cheapness  of 
fsres,  to  the  English  line,  notwithstanding 
the  immense  expenses  to  which  they  were 
subject  before  Committees  of  that  Honse ; 
so  great  were  those  expenses,  that  he  be- 
lieved he  was  not  beyond  the  mark  when 
he  ssid  that  the  London  and  York  Com- 
pany, though  they  had  not  jet  got  their 
Bill,  had  expended  half  a  miliion^monef. 
fie  thought  that  his  hock  Friend,  if  he 
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reeoiuudered  the  subject,  would  be  inolined 
to  return  to  his  first  love—the  English 
system*  Let  them  adopt  what  was  good 
in  the  French  plan;  but  let  them  not  c^opt 
b31  that  was  vicious,  whilst  they  neglected 
all  that  was  desirable.  He  feared  tibat  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  know  his  own  mind 
upon  the  subject,  but  that  he  realized  the 
old  maxim  of  an  old  writer — Owen  Felton 
"—of  always  preferring  his  neighbour's 
situation,  because  he  saw  the  sunny  outside 
of  his  neighbour's,  and  the  dark  interior 
onbr  of  his  own. 

LOBD  WORSLEY  was  hardly  inclined 
to  go  BO  far  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Morri« 
son),  though  he  certainly  thought  that  the 
present  system  was  susceptible  of  great 
improvement,  and  that  much  advantage 
would  result  from  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
subject.  The  Committees  upon  the  merits 
this  Session,  had  decided  upon  not  entering 
into  evidence  upon  the  traffic.  No  doubt 
much  time  had  been  lost  last  year  from  the 
course  which  was  pursued  with  regard  to 
traffic ;  and  no  doubt,  in  many  cases,  the 
evidence  of  traffic  had  been  very  much  ex- 
aggerated ;  nevertheless,  he  feared  that  if 
that  consideration  were  excluded  altogether, 
injustice  in  some  cases  might  be  done.  He 
certainly  could  not  for  a  moment  think  that 
there  was  any  danger  of  too  much  money 
being  expended  at  this  time  upon  railways, 
for  he  knew  that  there  were  many  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  their  execution  and  prac- 
tical working;  for  instance,  he  believed 
(and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  would  contradict  him  if  he  were 
wrong)  that  no  carriage  builders  would  at 
present  undertake  to  build  a  single  car- 
riage, except  for  an  old-established  com- 
pany, so  much  were  they  at  present  occu- 
pied. 

Sib  G.  grey  merely  rose  to  express 
his  opinion  that  the  subject  of  amalgama- 
tion was  one  of  the  utmost  importance. 
The  attention  of  the  Government  had  al- 
ready been  called  to  the  subject;  and  it 
was  admitted  on  ail  hands  that  there  was 
the  greatest  hazard  in  permitting  vast 
amalgamations,  lest  the  object  should  be 
not  so  much  the  benefit  of  the  public,  as 
the  establishment  of  enormous  monopolies. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Report  which 
had  been  issued  on  the  subject,  should  be 
laid  before  every  Railway  Committee  of 
that  House. 

Sib  R.  peel  inferred  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  course 
whieh  he,  as  Chairman  of  a  Railway  Com- 
mittee, woiold  take*  would  be  in  oooformity 


with  the  general  principles  of  the  pamphlet 
which  he  had  written — a  pamphlet  which 
exhibited  great  research,  and  which  directed 
the  attention  of  the  public  to  many  points 
of  railway  legislation  perhaps  but  little 
noticed  before.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
evidently  under  the  impression  that  great 
errors  had  been  committed  in  the  railway 
legislation  of  this  coimtry»  and  he  would 
probably  direct  the  attention  of  his  Com- 
mittee to  the  two  following  considerations 
— 1st,  whether  it  might  not  be  desirable 
to  establish  some  tariff  of  prices  for  pas- 
sengers and  goods,  to  which  all  railways 
seeking  the  intervention  of  Parliament 
should  hereafter  conform;  and,  secondly, 
whether  it  might  not  be  desirable  to  adopt 
the  French  system,  and  to  give  to  each 
railway  company  hereafter  to  be  established 
only  a  qualified  and  temporary  interest  in 
the  possession  of  the  railway.  In  order  to 
illustrate  those  subjects,  he  would  probably 
lay  before  the  Committee  much  important 
information  connected  with  foreign  rail- 
ways. That,  however,  would  take  a  con- 
siderable *time  to  collect  and  to  consider, 
and  what  was  to  become  of  the  Railway 
Bills  now  in  progress  ?  which  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  first  subject  which  should 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
Supposing  there  had  been  errors  in  their 
legislation  in  past  years,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  they  could  now  correct  those  errors, 
and  apply  new  principles  to  new  compa- 
nies seeking  the  intervention  of  Parliament; 
and  it  was  possible  also,  where  existing 
companies  might  apply  to  unite  with  others, 
that  the  privileges  wluch  they  might  claim 
under  the  system  of  amalgamation  would 
be  so  great,  that  Parliament  would  have 
power  to  apply  new  restrictions  to  compa- 
nies in  that  position ;  but  would  they  sus- 
pend the  legislation  of  the  present  Session 
till  the  Report  of  the  Committee  could  be 
received  upon  that  subject  ?  or  would  they 
let  the  Bills  go  on,  inserting  in  each  a 
clause  subjecting  the  new  companies  to  any 
regulations  which  Parliament  might  here- 
after adopt  in  consequence  of  the  Report 
of  the  proposed  Committee  ?  If  so,  the 
subject  of  fares  would  be  vexy  important ; 
and  another  important  subject  would  be 
with  regard  to  the  permanent  interest  of 
the  company  in  their  railway.  Could  they 
pass  a  Bill  giving  a  company  a  permanent 
interest,  and  yet  reserve  to  Parliament  the 
power  of  interfering  to  limit  that  interest 
to  any  precise  period?  It  certainly  was  of 
the  last  importance  that  Parliament  should 
be  advised  as  to  the  principle  on  which 
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pending  legislation  was  to  be  conducted, 
otherwise  he  feared  that  great  difficulties 
would  present  themselves.  At  the  same 
time  he  gave  his  consent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  present  Committee.  One  hon. 
Gentleman  had  objected  that  two  years  since 
the  J  had  passed  a  Bill  which  was  usually 
looked  upon  as  expressing  the  fixed  opin- 
ion of  Parliament  with  regard  to  railway 
legislation ;  but  really  railway  matters  had 
80  changed,  railways  were  making  such 
progress,  such  new  lights  had  been  thrown 
upon  the  subject,  and  they  had  so  much 
experience  now  from  other  countries,  that 
no  reflection  could  be  thrown  upon  Parlia- 
ment if  they  had  two  years  since  passed 
laws  which  were  not  now  applicable  to  rail- 
way matters.  Railway  matters  had  taken 
80  different  a  course  from  what  was  ex- 
pected two  years  ago,  that  it  was  very  im- 
portant that  Parliament,  as  the  guardian 
of  all  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  should  have 
the  fullest  right  to  institute  new  inquiries, 
and  to  act  upon  the  result  of  the  inform- 
ation which  would  be  thus  obtained. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  made,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  a  statement  as  to  the 
number  of  Bills  likely  to  come  before  Par- 
liament, and  the  capital  which  would  be 
required  to  carry  out  the  projected  lines, 
it  was  to  have  been  expected  tiiat  the  Go- 
vernment would  bring  forward  some  plan 
or  suggestion  to  meet  that  state  of  things; 
and  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  rather  wished 
that  when  the  Committee  for  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  appointed,  some 
plan  or  some  proposition  should  be  made 
for  that  purpose.  It  did  not  appear,  how- 
ever, that  anything  more  had  been  done 
by  the  Government  than  giving  a  general 
direction  to  the  Committee  how  to  proceed 
with  respect  to  the  Bills,  leaving  out  the 
question  of  the  capital.  It  would  have 
been,  in  his  opinion,  a  great  deal  better  if 
such  matters  had  been  then  considered, 
than  to  have  them  now  discussed.  What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  rather  in  the  nature  of 
a  suggestion,  and  he  could  not  collect  from 
it  that  the  Government  had  any  intention 
of  bringing  forward  any  general  plan.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  when  this  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  state  his  views  with  re- 
gard to  the  general  subject  to  the  Commit- 
tee, with  a  view  to  ascertaining  the  best 
course  of  legislation  on  the  subject. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHB- 


QUER  said,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  ad- 
verted to  two  subjects,  which  "were  in  them- 
selves very  distinct.  One  was  as  to  the 
effect  which  would  be  produced  on  the  cir- 
culation of  this  country  by  the  great  amoimt 
of  capital  which  would  necessarily  be  re- 
quired to  can*y  out  the  projected  lines  of 
railway;  and  the  other  point  waa  as  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  which  had 
been  appointed  on  the  subject  of  railways. 
It  ought  to  be  recollected  that  when  the 
Committee  was  appointed  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session,  there  were  no  less  than 
800  projects  involving  779,000,000^.  of 
capital,  which  were  put  before  the  public  ; 
and  it  would  be  admitted  that  if  anything 
like  that  amount  of  capital  was  represented 
by  the  projects  which  were  brought  before 
the  House  of  Commons,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  that  House  to  take  some  extraor- 
dinary measure  in  order  to  prevent  any 
inconvenience  arising  to  the  public,  and  in- 
convenience to  Parliament  from  dealing 
with  such  a  mass  of  Bills.  The  number  of 
those  Bills  had  been  reduced  one-half,  and 
when  that  reduced  number  came  before 
Parliament  it  was  found  that  many  of 
them  were  competing  lines,  and  thus  a 
still  greater  reduction  of  the  amount  of  ca- 
pital to  be  required  took  place.  The  state 
of  affairs,  then,  became  essentially  dif- 
ferent from  that  which  was  presentCNl  be- 
fore the  appointment  of  the  Committee  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  and 
there  was  no  longer  apparent  an  urgent 
necessity  for  Parliamentary  interference 
with  private  enterprise.  Trusting,  there- 
fore, to  the  discretion  of  Parliament  in  se- 
lecting only  the  proper  lines;  and,  aa 
the  immense  sum  which  at  first  waa 
named  would  be  no  longer  wanted,  it  waa 
thought  better  to  adopt  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  not  interfering  with  private  enter- 
prise in  the  outlay  of  capital,  where  such 
interference  was  not  absolutely  necessaiy. 
He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
should  be  prepared  to  attend  the  Com- 
mittee, and  lend  his  assistance  in  develop- 
ing all  the  facts  upon  which  the  House 
could  form  its  judgment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's plan  appeared  to  be  founded  on  his 
views  of  what  the  hon.  Member  thought  to 
be  the  superior  advantages  of  the  Frendi 
system ;  but  there  might  be  a  great  deal 
said  on  both  sides  of  that  question,  and  for 
his  part  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) would  go  into  the  Committee  with  a 
desire  to  render  every  assistance  in  his 
power  to  the  adoption  of  that  coarse  whieb 
might  bo  best  calculated  to  secure  tbe 
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public  ftgainst  the  effects  of  monopoly, 
whilst  it  did  justice  to  those  who  had  em- 
barked their  capital  in  such  speculations. 

Mr.  F.  T.  BARING  suggested  that  a 
very  important  inquiry  might  be  made  by 
the  Committee  immediately,  whether  some 
means  might  not  be  found  of  reducing  the 
immense  expense  to  which  parties  were 
put  in  proving  the  Standing  Orders,  and 
whether  by  a  joint  Conmiittee  of  both 
Houses  the  necessity  of  proving  the  same 
facts  twice  might  not  be  obviated. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  observed,  that  the 
carrying  out  of  amalgamations  had  been 
brought  forward  as  a  cause  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  fares ;  but  it  had  been  shown  to 
the  House  by  one  who  was  well  acquainted 
with  the  subject,  that  so  far  from  being 
an  element  in  causing  a  reduction  of  fares, 
amalgamation  had  in  some  instances  pro- 
duced a  contrary  effect;  and  in  some  cases 
an  increase  of  fares  had  been  put  forward  as 
an  inducement  to  an  amalgamation.  He  had 
listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Renfrewshire  ;  but 
that  hon.  Member  had  omitted  some  facts 
which  bore  very  strongly  on  the  question 
before  them,  and  which  were  well  worthy 
of  consideration.  One  of  the  lines  of  rail- 
way in  the  south  of  Scotland  (the  Glasgow 
and  Greenock)  charged  Ihd.  per  mile  for 
the  first  class.  Id.  for  the  second  class, 
and  |<l.  for  the  third  class,  and  went  at 
the  rate  of  twenty-six  miles  an  hour  ;  and 
this  system  of  low  rates  and  speedy  transit 
proved  highly  remunerative  to  the  pro- 
prietors. The  desire  of  the  public  to  tra- 
vel quickly  was  strikingly  exemplified  in 
the  case  of  this  line ;  for  although  it  had 
a  formidable  competition  to  meet  in  the 
steam-boats  on  the  Clyde,  and  although 
they  charged  higher  fares  than  were 
charged  in  the  steamers,  yet  the  number 
of  passengers  was  double  the  number  which 
went  by  the  steamers.  With  respect  to 
the  question  which  arose  as  to  the  number 
of  railway  lines  projected,  and  the  difficulty 
of  finding  capitid  and  labour  to  carry  them 
out — there  were  fears  on  that  subject  so 
long  ago  as  1844,  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  the  Member  for  Sunderland, 
told  a  Committee  that  he  had  apprehen- 
sion as  to  what  might  happen  within 
the  ensuing  two  years.  The  House,  how- 
ever, so  far  from  taking  any  precaution  on 
that  occasion,  encouraged  what  was  then 
called  railway  enterprise  to  such  an  extent, 
that  it  reduced  the  amount  of  deposit  which 
was  required  to  be  paid  from  10  per  cent 
to  5  per  cent.   It  would  bo  a  great  misfor- 


tune if  a  considerable  number  of  lines 
should  be  left  incomplete,  from  a  deficiency 
of  labour  or  money  to  carry  them  out,  and 
it  would  prove  a  very  serious  grievance, 
above  all,  to  the  proprietors  of  land  through 
whose  estates  railway  lines  might  pass. 
If  they  took  any  course  which  led  to  such 
results,  it  was  quite  clear  tiiat  they  would 
do  that  which  would  be  an  injury  not  only 
to  the  puUic,  but  to  individual  proprietors 
through  whose  lands  such  unfinished  lines 
might  run. 

Mr.  WAWN  said,  there  was  an  inequa- 
lity which  had  not  been  noticed  in  respect 
to  the  competition  of  railways  with  canals. 
The  railroad  proprietors  charged  high  rates 
for  passengers  and  low  rates  for  goods,  in 
order  to  ruin  the  canals.  This  was  an 
abuse;  and  if  they  did  so  with  canals, 
might  they  not  do  die  same  with  our  coast- 
ing trade,  which  was  the  nursery  of  our 
seamen  ? 

Mr.  MORRISON  replied :  The  sugges- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the 
adoption  of  a  tariff,  and  with  regard  to 
the  propriety  of  making  certain  exceptions 
in  case  an  uniform  tariff  should  be  adopt- 
ed, were  well  worthy  of  consideration,  as 
well  as  the  expediency  of  introducing  the 
practice  of  leasing  railways ;  and  he- would 
say,  that  it  would  have  been  of  great  pub- 
lic advantage  if  these  suggestions  had  been 
considered  by  the  House  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod. What  we  had  to  complain  of  in  this 
country  was  a  want  of  system  ;  and  ho 
was  desirous  to  make  an  attempt  to  pro* 
cure  the  adoption  of  a  proper  system.  It 
was  not  his  intention  to  reply  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  the  subject  of  his 
Motion ;  but  he  felt  it  necessary  to  remark, 
with  respect  to  the  case  of  the  Rouen 
Railroad  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Renfrewshire,  that  the  Rouen  tariff 
was  established  at  a  period  when  it  was 
rather  difficult  for  the  Government  to  in- 
duce persons  to  undertake  the  construction 
of  those  works,  and,  therefore,  the  tariff 
was  a  very  high  one;  whilst  it  was  com- 
pared by  the  hon.  Member  with  the  Bir- 
mingham line,  which  was  the  lowest,  or 
one  of  the  lowest,  in  England.  He  had 
already  said  most  distinctly  that  it  was 
with  regard  to  the  new  lines  that  he  wished 
to  introduce  a  new  system.  It  was  re- 
markable that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sun* 
derland,  or,  at  any  rate,  some  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  spoken  during  the  debate, 
while  approving  of  the  principle  of  com- 
petition, at  the  same  time  recommended 
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snuJg&m&tidn  ;  but  if  tun&lganuitbii  were 
concraed  by  tke  HoaM  in  the  case  of  the 
many  railway  projecta  which  were  now 
under  the  cOaaideratioQ  of  Parliament,  that 
conceisaioii  wonld  be  fatal  to  competition. 
The  Bubject  had  nerer  been  taken  up  pro- 
periy  eiUier  by  indindiialB  or  the  Qovem- 
ment.  It  should  be  recollected  that  a  rail' 
way  was  not  a  substitution  of  a  better 
thing  of  the  same  class  for  a  worse,  as  the 
Babatitntion  of  a  fast  coach  for  a  slow  one, 
but  the  substitution  of  something  entirely 
new  for  an  old  mode  of  conveyance.  He 
had  no  regard  for  the  French  system  be- 
oanse  it  was  French,  and  he  had  referred 
to  it  umplj  because  he  had  not  the  means 
of  getting  an  example  on  so  large  a  scale 
elsewhere  of  a  low  rate  of  fares. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

MUTINT  BILI. 

House  in  Committee  on  the  MutJny  Bill. 

Hb.  S.  HERBERT  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  following  Clause  : — 

"  And  wheratu  oertun  •oldiers.  who  lUTt  hBt«- 
tofiira  been  dulj  enliited,  u>d  who  lufs  Tolnntuil; 
UkeD  the  Oath  of  Alleguuice  and  fldelil;.  and  ara 


juaCiou  before  vhom  the  said  aoldicra  hire  been 
to  «woni  and  BtteMcd  vera  dulj  qualified  to  sd- 
miiiuteT  to  such  loldiera  ths  oathi  prexiribed  by 
the  Mrers!  Aoti  passed  for  the  puniahiag  mutiny 
and  desertion,  and  for  the  better  payment  of  the 
armj  and  their  quarters  :  bo  it  enacted,  that  in 
eTerf  ense  where  any  mioh  toldier,  having  been 
dulj  enliited,  iball  hava  been  go  otteited  and 
sworn,  and  ihall  not  have  olaimtd  to  be  diioharged 
on  or  before  the  ITlb  daj  of  March,  18«,  ho  ahall 
not  be  entitled  to  his  discharge  by  reaaon  ot  such 
Informalily,  but  shall  be  liable  to  all  the  provi- 
■loni  of  thii  Aot,  and  ot  the  Act  pawed  during  the 
lut  Sesalon  of  Parliament,  Ibr  Uie  punishing  ma- 
tiaj  and  desertion,  and  for  the  better  pafinent  of 
the  army  and  thoir  quartcn,  where  in  force,  and 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  full  benefit  of  big  pngt  ser- 
Tioe,  and  to  all  pay  and  pen«ion  in  respect  thereof, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  and  in  like  moaner  as 
if  be  bad  been  dnly  attested  and  sworD," 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  remarVed,  that 
it  wot  vety  difficult  to  say  to  what  extent 
the  flaw  in  the  Aot  to  which  this  olauae 
referred  applied  to  the  army ;  but  there 
was  no  doubt  it  was  very  considerable.  He 
understood  that  a  great  proportion  of  those 
who  had  claimed  tneir  diBonarge  from  the 
Qrena^er  Guards  had  expressed  a  with  to 
ra-enlist ;  but  he  found  that  there  were 
flaws  of  the  same  description  in  the  Ar- 
tillery and  Cavalry,  He  had 
to  believe  that  there  were  a  g 
who  had  not  claimed  their  dii 
would  have  it  in  thur  power  a 
time  «n  being  grdered  to  fordj 
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obtain  their  discharge,  nnlesa  B<me  nuJi 
clause  as  this  were  adopted.  This  infor- 
mality in  the  attesting  of  reoruits,  ther* 
was  every  reason  to  believe,  had  indeed  been 
very  general — the  practice  having  beat 
handed  down  from  sergeant  to  sergeaott 
he  therefore  hoped,  that  under  then)  eir- 
umatanoes  the  House  would  see  the  neee*- 
sity  of  adopting  the  clause  now  {mmoaad. 
He  bogged  to  add  that  there  waa  no  latwt- 
tion,  but  the  reverse,  on  the  part  ot  the 
Horse  Onards,  to  take  any  advantage  «f 
the  flaw  in  the  attestations  to  deprive  any 
soldier  of  his  pension. 

Ub,  EUUE  had  no  objection  to  tlw 
principle  of  the  clause,  as  he  believed  that 
It  merely  carried  ont  the  object  of  the  8^ 
listment  Act,  He  did  not,  hawaver,  lika 
clauses  which  had  a  retrospective  efieot; 
and  he  would  suggest,  therefore,  that  the 
clause  should  only  take  effect  irom  aad 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Ur.  S.  HERBERT  ohserred,  that  if  the 
alteration  were  postponed  till  the  Act 
passed,  it  would  be  an  advertisement  to 
the  ttoo^s  to  examine  their  attestatieaa, 
and  see  if  they  could  find  any  flaw  in  thetn. 
There  waa  also  an  alteration  introdneed 
into  the  ceremony  of  attestation.  Were  it 
to  be  left  to  sergeants,  there  wonld  be  Mi 
endless  suocesuon  of  such  informalities  ea 
had  lately  occurred.  Believing,  however, 
that  attestation  was  a  necessary  precau- 
tion, he  proposed  to  cwtinue  it;  but  (e 
provide  that  the  magisb«te  signing  the  ■(- 
testation  should  certi^  that  the  reorait 
had  enlisted  in  the  district  over  wluoh  he 
had  jurisdiction. 

CUnsee  brought  op  and  agreed  to,  aad 
the  BiU  passed  through  Committee. 


MARINE  HUTLVT  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  lean 
the  Chair,  to  go  into  Committee  oa  the 
Marine  Mutiny  Bill, 

SlB  C.  NAPIER  wished  to  ask,  if  thve 
was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Qo- 
vermnent  to  revise  the  arbdes  of  war.  Bj 
the  articles  of  war,  no  man  had  a  li^t  to 
be  punished  except  by  sentenoe  of  a  eonrt 
martial;  and  yet  men  were  canatealU 
brought  up  for  pnnisktneBt  withoot  a  UWL 
It  was  true,  that  at  the  end  of  the  artUaa 
of  war,  there  vea  a.  oUose  eneeting  that 
all  crime*  which  were  not  oa^tel  ihwld 


1269       Marim  MaOi^f  Sm.         {Vaach1»}         Marine 


Bill.       1276 


one  inflieied  by  them.  Take  as  an  instanoe 
the  sleeping  of  a  man  on  bis  watcb,  wbioh 
was  ponisbable  by  death;  why,  it  was  a 
notorious  fact,  that  the  men  came  on  deck 
to  sleep,  and  yet  they  were  liable  to  suffer 
death  for  it.  It  was  proper  now,  in  a  time 
of  peace,  to  revise  these  articles  of  war, 
and  humanise  them  a  little;  and  if  the  Go- 
Temment  did  not  take  up  the  matter,  he 
should  think  it  his  duty  to  do  so. 

Mb.  CORRY  said,  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  tbe  Goyemment  to 
alter  the  articles  of  war.  It  was  a  subject 
which  required  to  be  treated  with  great 
delicacy. 

Mb.  HUME  complained  that  this  was  a 
yery  tmsatisfactory  answer. 

Mb.  CORRY  moved  the  following 
ola  se: — 

^  And  whereas  eertain  marines  who  have  here' 
tofore  been  duly  enlisted,  and  who  have  volun- 
tarily taken  the  Oath  of  Allegianoe  and  fidelity, 
and  are  now  receiving  Her  SUjesty's  pay,  have 
been  sworn  and  attested ;  but  doubts  have  arisen 
whether  the  justices  before  whom  the  said  marines 
have  been  so  sworn  and  attested,  were  duly  quali- 
fied to  adm^uflter  to  snoh  marinea  the  oaths  pre- 
Bcribed  by  the  several  Acts  passed  for  the  regula- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Royal  Marine  Forces  while 
on  shore :  be  it  enacted,  that  in  every  case  where 
any  such  marine,  having  been  duly  enlisted,  shalt 
have  been  so  attested  and  sworn,  and  shall  nol 
have  claimed  to  be  disohaiged  from  Her  Majesty's 
Royal  Marine  Forces  on  or  before  the  17th  day  of 
March,  1846,  he  shall  not  be  entitled  to  his  dis- 
charge by  reason  of  such  informality,  but  shall  be 
liable  to  aU  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  of  the 
Aot  passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  for 
'  the  regulation  of  Her  Majesty's  Royal  Marine 
Forces  while  on  shore,  where  in  force,  and  shall  be 
entitled  to  the  full  benefit  of  his  past  service,  and 
to  all  pay  and  pension  in  respect  thereof,  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  and  in  like  manner  as  if  he 
bad  been  duly  attested  and  sworn." 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  unless  some  as* 
surance  was  given  that  the  question  of  the 
articles  of  war  wotdd  be  taken  into  consi- 
deration, he  should  move  that  the  Chair- 
man report  progress. 

Sib  a.  COOKBURN  said,  although  the 
pwiishment  of  death  was  generaUy  in- 
flicted, yet  eyery  article  contamed  the 
proviso  that  any  snch  other  punishment 
might  be  awarded  as  the  custom  of  the 
seryice  directed;  and  it  was  usual  in  the 
case  of  minor  crimes  for  the  captains  to 
deal  with  them,  and  inflict  such  minor 
punishment  as  accorded  with  the  nature 
and  degree  of  the  offence.  If  the  offence 
was  of  a  grave  description,  then  a  court 
martial  decided  on  the  punishment. 

Sir  C.  NAPIER  had  never,  during  the 
whole  time  he  had  been  in  the  service, 
heavd  of  a  man  who  was  about  to  be 


punished  and  asked  for  a  court  martial, 
who  got  it.  It  was  generally  thought  a 
very  impertinent  thing,  and  he  got  a 
heavier  punishment  for  it.  It  woidd  be 
easy  to  insert  in  the  articles  of  war  specific 
punishments  for  some  ofiences,  and  leave 
others  to  be  dealt  with  by  courts  martial 
and  the  custom  of  the  service.  He  thought 
it  was  high  time  for  the  Admiralty  to  iSke 
the  thing  seriously  up,  and  adopt  some 
stringent  steps  to  show  that  desertion  was 
a  cnme.  He  saw  men  pass  his  house 
every  day  whom  he  knew  to  be  deserters. 
The  fact  was,  there  was  no  proper  system 
adopted  for  retaking  deserters. 

Sir  G.  COOKBURN  said,  there  was  no 
fault  with  the  Admiralty ;  for  those  de- 
serters who  had  been  retaken  had  been 
tried  by  court  martial  and  severely  pun- 
ished. 

Sir  C.  NAPIER  said,  the  punishment^ 
were  too  severe  to  have  the  proper  effect ; 
and  if  something  was  not  done  to  remedy 
the  evil,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  bring 
the  subject  before  the  House,  tiiough  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  better  dealt 
with  by  the  Admiralty. 

Captain  LAYARD  objected  to  the 
power  which  a  captain  in  the  navy  pos- 
sessed of  ordering  a  man  a  dozen  lasnes, 
without  being  tried  by  a  court  martial. 
There  was  this  anomaly  in  the  navy,  that 
if  a  man  had  sold  his  necessaries  he  might 
be  punished  ;  but  if  he  deserted  and  sold 
his  necessaries  he  could  not. 

Sm  0.  COOKBURN  contended  that 
the  power  of  punishment  vested  in  the 
captain,  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
good  order  of  the  service.  He  objected  to 
Gentlemen  who  knew  nothing  of  the  naval 
profession  getting  up  and  stating  that  this 
thing  or  the  other  ought  to  be  done  ;  he 
had  much  rather  discuss  the  matter  with 
an  experienced  naval  officer  like  the  gallant 
Member  opposite. 

f  Sir  0.  NAPIER  said,  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  the  Government  would  be  com- 
pelled to  take  up  before  long ;  and  they 
could  not  have  a  better  opportunity  than 
the  present,  when  there  was  no  excitement 
on  the  subject. 

CAPTAiif  LAYARD  said,  he  had  just 
been  informed  that  a  captain  in  the  navy 
could  order  a  man  four  dozen  lashes  with- 
out the  sentence  of  a  court  martial ;  and 
he  thought  that  much  too  extensive  a  power 
to  be  vested  in  any  one. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed  through  Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Eleven. 
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of  Ihe  Puliha  of  dmcrton  and  lUdilack.  In  flnnii  oT 

plaining  of  the  laeSi:i«i^;  at  ■  CominliilDiier  appointed 
lo  tha  Coucl  at  Requau  Uien,  ud  pnyinf  tOi  Reller.— 
By  Lord  Bnughua,  tmm  LvhIowdbi  and  (Khoi  of  tlw 
Town  or  Parith,  foe  the  Tot^  ud  Innnwitiw  Itcpal  of 

■tie  Con  Lnwi By  Lord  Sonley,  fnnn  thn  Blibopt  nod 

BtHfloBl  Cmgy  of  Uh  DlDHH  of  Kilmon,  praying  that 
tha  guoia  piM  fOr  the  Poor  lUlg  my  ba  daducUd  bom 
Uu  Gkm  Valua  of  tbdr  BawOoea,  tm  the  Puipu*  ofoini- 
puling  tha  - 


IRISH  POOR  LAW— PEIVILEGE. 

The  Eakl  of  CLANCARTY  awd,  that 
in  conaequenoe  of  what  had  pasaed  jester- 
day  evening  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
with  regard  to  the  examination  of  a  witness 
before  the  Comniittee  on  the  Irish  Foor 
Law,  the  Committee  had  again  examined 
him,  and  had  come  to  the  opinion  that  the 
date  of  the  docoment  in  question  was  an- 
terior to  the  sitting  of  the  Committee,  and 
that  the  citatjon  to  Mr.  Qulson  was  to 
produce  it  nto  footu,  and  not  hy  order 
of  the  Committee.  This  was  Uie  sub- 
stance of  what  had  passed  before  the  Com- 
mittee to-day,  and  he  should  not  go  any 
further  into  the  matter. 

LoHD  BROUGHAU  said,  that  the  sUte- 
ment  of  tlie  noble  Lord  was  satisfactory  as 
far  as  it  went,  because  it  showed  that  there 
was  not  a  requisition  by  the  CommitteQ, 
and  a  refusal  to  comply  willi  it  by  the 
witness.  He  quite  disagreed  in  what  had 
been  aud  yesterday  of  the  irregularity  of 
the  discussion,  for  the  noble  Earl  had  been 
■aked,  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  as 
to  a  matter  which  hod  taken  place  before 
them.  There  was  nodiing  irregular  in 
this,  if  their  Lordships  were  to  hare  any 
privileges. 

The  Eau  of  CLANCARTY  admitted 
that  he  ought  not  to  have  used  tlie  term 
"irregular."  He  did  not  mean  it  in  the 
MUse  ^ven  to  it  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  whom  be  would  he  the  last  person 
in  that  House  to  charge  with  being  irre- 

Low)  MONTEAGL 
justified  in  yesterday  w 
nion  condemnatory  of  tl 
missioners,  by  what  he 
Mr.  GuImq  wrote  to  tl 
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missioners  on  the  12th  of  February,  aak- 
ing  their  penniaaion  to  make  use  of  certain 
documenta  on  being  examined  before  their 
Lordships'  Committee,  he  being  then  to- 
tally ignorant  wheth^  those  documenta 
would  or  would  not  be  called  for,  and  de- 
siring to  have  them,  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  him  to  make  his  statement  before 
the  Committee  fair,  clear,  and  aatiafactory. 
The  answer  he  received  did  not  for  a  mo. 
ment  suggest  that  the  Commissioners 
would  withhold  any  information  whatever, 
either  oral  or  written,  that  their  Lordships* 
Committee  or  either  Houses  of  Fartiameut 
might  require;  but  contained  this  state- 
ment, that  they  (the  CommiauoDen)  did 
not  conceive,  without  furUier  commuiue»- 
tion  on  the  subject,  that  those  documents 
shouldbe  voluntarily  produced.  There  had, 
therefore,  been  no  renisal  on  the  part  of  the 
Commissioners  to  grant  the  required  Pa- 
pers, and  no  obstruction  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  House.  The  matter  was  one 
certainly  which  called  for  the  instant*- 
neous  interference  of  the  House;  but,  oa 
seeing  that  no  obstruction  had  been  in- 
tended, and  no  refusal  made  to  any  re- 
quest of  their  Lordships,  he  conceived  thej 
we're  bound  as  rapidly  and  as  decidedljr  to 
free  the  parties  from  imputation  —  the 
Poor  Law  CommissioaeTa  aa  well  as  ICr. 
Gulson. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  aud,  that  the  beat 
way  to  decide  the  question  waa,  by  pro- 
ducing the  letter  of  Mr.  Gulson  and  tbs 
Commiasioners'  answer. 

The  Earl  of  CLARE  said,  he  believed 
there  was  not  the  slightest  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Foor  Law  CommisuoDera  to 
withhold  any  Papers  or  information  from 
their  Lordships'  Committee. 

J.Oin)ON  AND  YORK  RAILWAY  BUX. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDB 
said,  that  the  petitions  of  Mr.  Geoi^ 
Fryme,  of  Cambridge,  and  Mr.  Jamea 
Tyler,  of  15,  Hollo  way-place,  Islington, 
which  he  had  presented  on  the  previooa 
day,  praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
this  Bill,  had  been  put  into  his  hand  <» 
Monday  last;  but  owing  to  hia  not  having 
been  acquainted  with  the  Standing  Order* 
on  this  subject,  which  were  entirely  novel 
to  hun,  he  overheld  thoae  petitions,  inatead 
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all  that  it  was  in  their  power  to  do,  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  allow  them 
to  he  heard  hefore  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  which,  if  he  had  laid  their  pe- 
titions on  the  Tahle  of  the  House  the  day, 
or  even  the  day  after,  he  received  it,  they 
would  have  heen  entitled  to.  He  therefore 
hegged  leave  to  postpone  the  Motion  of 
wluch  he  had  given  notice,  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  and  report  upon 
those  two  petitions,  and  to  move  that  they 
be  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill,  and  that  leave  be  given 
to  the  petitioners  to  be  heard  againt  it. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  thought  the  course 
proposed  by  the  noble  Marquess  was  quite 
irregular.  Such  petitions  should  be  three 
clear  days  on  their  Lordships'  Table  be- 
fore they  were  sent  to  the  Committee;  and 
he  saw  no  reason  for  giving  an  advantage 
to  the  petitioners  in  this  case  which  was 
refused  to  others. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  stud,  that  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  where  a  party 
had  done  all  that  depended  on  them  to  do, 
and  that  the  Member  to  whom  they  for- 
warded their  petition,  through  absence  or 
some  other  cause,  failed  to  present  that 
petition  in  due  time,  had  uniformly  ex- 
tended the  period  not  only  in  courtesy  to 
one  of  its  own  Members,  but  in  justice  to 
the  case  itself.  It  would  undoubtedly  be 
a  great  hardship  on  parties  who  had  done 
aU  that  was  necessary,  if  they  were  to  be 
damnified  by  an  accidental  circumstance, 
or  by  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Member  of 
Parliament  in  not  presenting  the  petition. 
If  there  were  neglect  on  the  part  of  the 
agents  or  the  parties  themselves,  the  case 
would  be  altered;  but  after  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  he  did  not  think 
their  Lordships  could  refuse  to  grant  his 
Motion. 

Earl  GREY  had  no  objection  to  the 
Motion.  He  thought  those  parties  ought 
to  be  heard,  in  order  that  the  question 
which  they  sought  to  raise  should  be 
settled,  viz.,  whether  the  contract  deed 
now  before  Parliament  was  a  good  and 
valid  instrument,  and  whether  the  Bill  had 
been  regularly  introduced.  He  did  not 
think  any  injury  could  accrue  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  from  having  such  ques- 
tions mooted. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  was  also  of  opinion, 
that,  as  not  a  shadow  of  blame  could  be 
attributed  to  the  parties  themselves,  the 
right  course  to  pursue  would  be  that 
pointed  out  by  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  was  un* 
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inslatuted  into  tbe  aUegations  relating  to 
the  alibi;  and  the  consequence  of  tliat  in- 
quiry was,  that  circumstances  appeared  so 
strongly  in  favour  of  its  truth,  that  he 
caused  the  whole  information  to  he  laid 
before  the  learned  Judge,  Mr.  Justice  Colt- 
man,  who  recommended  that  a  free  pardon 
shoidd  be  granted.  A  free  pardon  had 
been  transmitted  accordingly  to  the  Colony 
in  the  latter  end  of  the  year  1845,  and 
there  had  been  no  opportunity  since  of  re- 
ceiving an  answer.  He  should  observe, 
that  in  addition  to  the  free  pardon,  an 
order  had  been  sent  out  that  all  the  ex- 
penses 'which  Mason  might  have  incurred 
in  consequence  of  the  proceedings,  toge- 
ther with  the  cost  of  his  return,  should  be 
defrayed  by  the  Government. 

NATIONAL  AND  AGRICULTURAL 
EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  WYSE  wished  to  put  three  ques- 
tions to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
of  which  he  had  given  notice.  The  first 
had  reference  to  a  very  important  measure, 
which  formed  a  principal  feature  of  the 
Bill  he  had  introduced  in  1831,  and  had 
subsequently  been  strongly  recommended 
in  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion in  18o8.  He  meant  the  incorporation 
of  the  Board  of  National  Education,  as  an 
indispensable  means  to  enable  the  Board 
to  exercise  its  functions  with  proper  effect, 
by  empowering  it  to  take  land  and  build 
schools  in  districts  which,  from  poverty  and 
other  circumstances,  might  otherwise  be 
deprived  of  them;  and  fisrther  to  improve 
and  extend  generally  the  advantages  of 
education.  He  understood  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  the  course  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion, that  that  desirable  object  would  be 
inmiediately  and  fully  catried  into  effect. 
His  second  question  was  directed  to  an 
subject  of  haidly  less  moment — ^the  efficient 
provision  for  a  nigher  scale  of  donentary 
education,  immediately  above  the  ordinary 
elementary  school;  and  this  also  had  been 
guaranteed  by  the  Government  during  the 
last  Session,  by  a  promise  to  establish 
forthwith,  through  the  intervention  of  the 
Board  of  Education,  thirty -two  model 
schools,  distributed  through  the  several 
counties  of  Ireland.  The  object  to  which 
his  third  question  had  relation  was,  espe- 
eially  under  the  present  and  future  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  in  no  wise  inferior  in 
its  influence  on  the  social  and  moral  cha- 
racter of  the  people,  or  of  less  consequence 
than  either  ot  the  others :  he  referred  to 


the  establishment  and  enconrageme&t  of 
agricultural  schools    and    colleges,      fie 
wished  to  see  not  only  such  ittstitutaona 
founded  by  the  Board,  but  also  encouraged 
by  grants  and  advice,  whenever  they  de- 
served it  by  their  management,  and  bene* 
fits,   though  originating  from  individualB. 
He  knew  of  more  than  one  which  might  on 
such  grounds  fairly  claim  assistance  from 
the  Government  and  Legislature.  He  need 
not  go  farther  than  an  institution  at  Esker, 
in  Galway,  an  agrieultural  college,  found- 
ed by  the  very  rev.  Dr.  Smyth,  head  of 
the  Dominicans,  whom  to  mention  was  to 
praise  for  his  intelligent  zeal  and  benevo- 
lence, and  who  stated  in  a  letter  that  he 
was  actively  engaged  at  that  moment  in 
the  laudable  undertaking,  employing  not 
less  than  one  hundred  persons  in  draining 
and  reclaiming  the  neighbouring  bogs  and 
morasses,  and  coming  forward  like  a  true 
Christian  clergyman   with  his  own  exer- 
tions and  funds — an  example  to  all  others, 
lay  or  clerical — ^to  meet  the  present  dis- 
tress, and  to  check  the  threatened  calamity 
of  disease  in  his  neighbourhood.    Thinking 
that  such  efforts,  for  every  reason,  merited 
aid  and  countenance  frcm  every  Govern- 
ment, to  say  nothing  of  their  ulterior  infln- 
ence  on  agricultural  skill  and  knowledge, 
and  on  the  moral  and  religious  character 
and  conduct  of  the  people,  he  did  wish,  he 
confessed,  to  ascertain  how  far  the  Govern- 
ment had  anticipated,  or  were  willing  to 
follow  out,  his  suggestion.      He  would, 
therefore,  without  forther  preamble,  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  three  questions 
refened  to,  in  the  words  in  whioh  they 
stood  on  the  Paper: — 1.  ¥niether  the  in- 
corporation   of    the  Board    of   National 
Education    in   Ireland,  promised    to    be 
granted  by  the  Government  during  the 
last   Session,   had  been  yet  carried  into 
effect? — 2.  Whether  any  measures,   and 
what,  had  been  taken  to  establish  thetiiirty- 
two  model  schools  promised  to  be  estab- 
lished by  the  Government  in  the  course  of 
the  last  Session  ? — 3.  Had  any  measures, 
and  what,  been  taken  ^by  the  Board  of 
National  Education,  or  by  any  branch  of 
the  Government,   to  establish,  maintain, 
assist,  or  otherwise  promote,  agrienltural 
schools  or  colleges,  in  Ireland  ? 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM,  in  reply  to  the 
first  question,  stated  that  he  had  the  aatis- 
faction  of  heinff  enabled  to  infonn  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  House,  that  the  ebar^ 
ter  of  incorporation  for  the  Board  of  Na- 
tional Education  in  Ireland  had  bees 
isBued  on  the  7th  of  August  last;  and  as 


1277 


TheOregim 


{March  20} 


the  abeenoe  of  ihat  aot  of  inoorporation 
was  the  onlj  obstacle  which  had  existed  to 
prevent  the  establishment  of  the  thirtj- 
two  model  schools  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  and  to  which  his 
second  question  referredi  he  beliered  that 
that  would  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  that 
question.  As  soon  as  he  received  the  Re- 
port upon  the  subject*  he  would  lay  it  upon 
the  Table.  As  to  the  third  question,  he 
assured  the  right  hon.  Member  that  the 
important  subject  had  not  escaped  the  at- 
tention of  Government. 


THE  OREQON  TERRITORY. 

On  the  Motion,  that  the  Order  of  the 
Bay  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Customs  and  Com  Importation  Report  be 
read, 

Mr.  BORTHWIGK  rose,  in  pursuance 
of  the  notice  he  had  given,  to  propose 
a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
and  he  trusted  the  House  would,  in  consi- 
deration of  the  very  great  importance  of 
the  subject,  allow  him  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations in  explanation  of  the  nature  of 
the  question  he  intended  to  put.  At  the 
beginning  of  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment Her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased, 
from  the  Throne,  to  express  her  regret, 

"  That  the  conflicting  cktims  of  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States,  in  respect  to  the  territory 
on  the  North-western  coast  of  America,  although 
they  had  been  made  the  subject  of  repeated  nego- 
tiation, still  remained  unsetUed." 

And  the  Queen  added — 

"  That  it  was  Her  Majesty's  purpose  to  continue 
all  lueh  efforts  as  might  be  consistent  with  na- 
tional honour  to  bring  the  question  to  an  early 
and  pfacefol  termination." 

It  was  impossible  to  select  words  more 
worthy  of  a  powerful  Sovereign  when  ad- 
dressing Her  Parliament,  or  more  worthy 
of  the  Parliament  of  the  great  country  to 
whom  those  words  were  addressed,  tiian 
l^ose  he  had  just  read  to  the  House.  The 
House  cordially  and  entirely  sympathized 
with  the  Government,  both  in  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  fact,  and  in  the  mea- 
sures which  they  were  prepared  to  take 
for  effecting  a  peaceable  tennination  of 
this  question.  Up  to  this  moment,  the 
House  and  the  country  had  yielded  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  a  silent  but  entire 
confidence  in  carrying  out  these  measures. 
It  was  not  his  purpose  to  disturb  that  si- 
lenee,  or  to  intimate  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree a  diminution  of  that  confidence ;  but 
it  was  impossible  to  conceal  the  fact  that 
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ter  at  Washington,  in  relation  to  the  Ore- 
gon Territory. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  make  any  obsenration 
on  the  general  subject  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred.  I  think  any  ex- 
planation to  be  wholly  unnecessary,  be- 
cause I  am  perfectly  convinced  that  the 
expressions  used  by  Her  Majesty  in  Her 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  the 
expressions  used  by  public  men  in  this 
House  and  elsewhere,  of  either  political 
party,  have  not  been  misconstrued  in  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  think  that  there 
would  be  any  public  advantage,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  differences  existing  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  United  States 
as  to  the  Oregon  territory,  in  making  any 
communication  to  this  House;  and  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  Her  Majes^'s  Government 
to  make  any  such  communication.  At  the 
same  time  the  Executive  Government  of 
the  United  States,  having  a  distinct  pro- 
position to  make  to  the  other  branches  of 
the  Legislature  of  that  country,  have  made 
a  communication  to  the  Legislature,  con- 
taining certain  notes  that  have  passed  be- 
tween Mr.  Buchanan  and  Mr.  Pakenham. 
And  although  I  should  not  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  lay  those  documents  before 
this  House,  still  as  they  have  been  made 
public,  it  may  be  thought  necessary  by  the 
House,  for  the  sake  of  authenticating  those 
documents,  that  they  should  be  produced ; 
I  therefore  shall  have  no  objection  to  lay 
these  communications,  to  which  publicity 
has  already  been  given,  before  the  House. 
We  have  no  proposition  to  make  to  the 
Le^slature  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  concerning  the  present  ques- 
tions pending  between  the  United  States 
and  this  country,  the  negotiations  about 
which  have  not  yet  been  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion. It  is  quite  unusual  to  lay  official 
despatches  before  the  House,  or  to  make 
communications  respecting  negotiations 
that  have  not  been  brought  to  a  conclusion. 
But,  certainly,  since  those  communications 
have  been  made  public,  it  may  be  right 
for  this  House  to  ascertain  whether  they 
are  authentic  or  not;  and  although  Her 
Majesty's  Government  do  not  intend,  of 
their  own  Motion,  to  lay  them  before  the 
House,  yet,  if  the  House  itself  wishes  that 
they  should  be  produced,  I  am  ready  to 
comply  with  that  wish. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  wish  to  state, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  no  wish 
to  ask  for  any  Papers  until  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  state  that  the  negotiations 


have  reached  such  a  pcHint,  whether  satis* 
factory  or  unsatisfactory,  as  to  induce  him 
to  think  that  the  time  is  arrived  when  the 
Papers  relating  to  those  negotiations  should 
be  laid  before  the  House.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  withholds  these  Papers,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  shall  not  press  nor  ask  for 
them  imtil  the  whole  negotiations  shall 
have  been  completed,  and  until  then  I 
shall  give  no  opinion  upon  the  subject.  • 

TUE  CORN  LAW. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  wish,  on 
this  occasion  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  question  with  respect  to  the  course 
to  be  pursued  with  the  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Com  Law.  Eight  weeks  have  noi^ 
elapsed  since  Her  Majesty  made  Her  Gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman,  after  making  his  first 
statement  of  the  measure  he  intended  to 
bring  forward,  allowed  a  fortnight  for  its 
consideration,  before  any  discussion  of  it 
was  called  for.  Three  weeks  were  then 
engaged  in  a  preliminary  discussion ;  and 
after  that  the  Bill  was  introduced.  It  does 
seem  to  me,  therefore,  that  after  so  much 
discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  perfectly  justified  in  doing  that  which 
he  declared  it  was  his  intention  to  do, 
namely,  to  go  on  with  the  discussion  of  that 
BiQ,  from  day  to  day,  until  the  measure 
should  be  brought  to  a  close.  I  should 
have  thought  it  unnecessary  to  mention 
this,  had  it  not  been  that  another  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
question  put  to  him  the  other  evening, 
that  it  was  his  intention,  on  the  first  day 
after  the  second  reading  of  the  Com  Bill, 
to  propose  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill  for 
the  Protection  of  Lifg'  in  Ireland.  Now,  I 
could  very  well  understand  how,  if  it  was 
thought  that  the  Com  Bill  was  of  such  ur- 
gency that  all  other  measures  should  be 
postponed  to  it,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tlcman  should  have  postponed  this  measure 
relating  to  Ireland,  and  have  gone  on  with 
the  Com  Bill  until  it  was  finally  disposed 
of.  But  such  I  do  not  understand  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and  such  being  the  case,  I  think  the  pass- 
ing of  that  Bill  will  not  be  hastened  & 
single  day  by  the  postponement  of  the  Bill 
for  altering  the  Com  Law.  And  on  other 
grounds,  I  think  there  will  be  great  incon* 
venience  from  longer  delaying  this  measure. 
If  the  third  reading  of  the  Corn  Bill  have 
to  be  postponed  for  the  first  reading  of  the 
Irish  BiU|  that  third  reading  might  havQ 
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taken  plaee  during  ilie  time  that  the  first 
reading  of  the  Irish  Bill  would  otherwise 
take  up;  and  the  effect  will  only  he  further 
to  delay  the  second  reading  of  the  Irish 
Bill ;  so  that  no  time  will  he  gained  in  the 
passing  of  that  Bill  to  which  tihe  right  hon. 
Gentl^ian  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  attaches  great  import- 
anee,  I  wish  therefore  to  express  my  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  adhere  to  the 
regulation  which  he  stated  he  should  adopt. 
Certainly  I  do  not  complain,  with  reference 
either  to  the  promoters  of  the  measure,  or 
those  who  oppose  it,  of  any  delay  that  has 
taken  place.  But  I  think  there  has  heen 
80  full  and  sufficient  a  discussion  of  the 
measure,  as  to  call  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  without  any  risk  of  heing 
charged  with  hastening  on  the  measure 
with  undue  precipitancy  to  proceed  at  once 
from  the  second  reading  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Bin. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Sir,  I  can  assure  the 
nohle  Lord  that  I  never  felt  greater  anx- 
iety with  regard  to  the  progress  of  a  mea- 
sure, than  I  do  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Oom  Bill.  I  have  received 
communications  from  many  parts  of  the 
country,  from  those  even  who  are  adverse 
to  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
earnestly  desiring  that  some  decision  on 
the  Corn  Bill  should  he  come  to.  In  the 
first  place,  there  are  many  who  feel  that, 
on  account  of  the  state  of  the  crop  in  this 
country,  there  would  he  the  greatest  ad- 
vantage in  having  free  access  to  that  com 
which  is  now  in  hond,  in  order  that  it  may 
he  mixed  with  the  com  of  this  country 
which  is  not  in  a  state  for  making  the 
finest  flour.  And  on  that  account,  on  ac- 
count of  the  peculiar  state  of  our  harvest, 
there  is  especial  inconvenience  in  delaying 
the  decision  of  Parliament  with  regard  to 
the  duties  which  shaU  attach  to  foreign 
com ;  hecause  it  is  quite  clear  that,  in  ^e 
expectation  that  foreign  com  wiU  he  ad- 
mitted at  a  duty  of  4<.  instead  of  18<.  that 
no  foreign  com  will  he  taken  out  of  hond. 
That  has  a  most  material  effect  upon  the 
demand  for  our  own  domestic  produce; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  for  some  weeks  past, 
there  has  heen  less  com  sold  in  those  towns, 
•the  markets  of  which  determine  the  aver- 
age that  regulate  duty,  than  has  heen  the 
ease,  I  helieve,  at  any  former  period. 
Independently  of  these  considerations  it 
must  he  home  in  mind  that  the  Resolutions 
respecting  all  the  Customs  Duties  having 
been  reported  to  this  House,  the  Treasury 
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has,   in   conformity  with  the  cstahlished 
usage,  directed  the  Customs  to  permit  all 
articles  included  in  the  Tariff  to  be  admit- 
ted at  the  new  rate  of  duty.    Consequently, 
at  the  present  period,  all  the  articles  which 
compete  with  the  great  manufactures  of 
this  country  are  now  admitted  at  a  low 
duty.     A  bond  having  heen  taken  from 
the  parties  that  they  will  abide  the  ulti- 
mate decision  of  Parliament,  with  reference 
to  these  duties — all  foreign  articles  of  ma- 
nufacture connected  with  the  linen,  with 
the  woollen,  and  with  the  cotton  manufac- 
tures— ^all  foreign  articles,  almost  without 
exception,  are  admitted  under  that  Trea- 
sury order  at  a  duty  of  ten  per  cent;  and 
many  articles  connected  with  agriculture — 
all  cattle,  for  instance — are,   imder  that 
Treasury  order,  admitted  duty  free.    That 
constitutes  another  very  urgent  reason  why 
the  decision  of  Parliament  with  regard  to 
the  Com  Laws  should  he  pronounced  at  as 
eariy  a  period  as  possihle.     If  it  is  pro- 
nounced at  an  early  period,  of  course  there 
will  he  no  difficulty  in  enforcing  the  Inmd 
that  has  been  given  to  pay  the  higher 
duties.     But,   the  longer  the  time   that 
elapses  between  this  freedom  from  duty, 
or  this  reduction  of  duty,  and  that  period 
when,    if   higher    duties    he    demanded, 
they  must  be  required  from  the  parties, 
the  greater  will    be  the  embarrassment 
caused,  and  the  greater  will  be  the  diffi- 
culty of  enforcing  the  payment  -of  these 
higher  duties.     On  those  grounds,  I  am 
certainly  most  anxious  that  we  should  pro- 
ceed with  all  expedition  consistent  with  due 
deliberation  on  the  Com  Laws ;  and  it  cer- 
tainly it  is  my  intention,  so  far  as  the  mea- 
sures of    Government  are  concerned,  to 
postpone  every  question  which  can  possi- 
bly be  postponed,  which  might  interfere 
with  the  progrees  of  the  Com  Bill.     But, 
then,  we  are  in  this  position  with  respect 
to  a  Bill  of  very  great  importance  which 
has  been  sent  down  from  the  other  House 
— a  Bill,  the  introduction  of  which  nothing 
could  justify  but  an  urgent  necessity,  in 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty, s  Government, 
that  some  extraordinary  law  should  at  once 
be  passed.     If  we  took  no  step  whatever 
with  regard  to  this  Bill — and  I  apprehend 
it  is  not  impossible  even  for  us  not  to  read 
this  Bill  a  first  time  till  after  the  Com  Bill 
has   been  disposed  of — ^but  I  confess  it 
would  be  a  very  unusual  proceeding,  when 
a  Bill  has  been  sent  down  to  us  from  the 
other  House,  to  postpone  aU  proceedings 
on  it  whatever  for  some  weeks.     I  am, 
therefore,  cQmpeUed  to  take  thi9  course; 

2T 


1283 


Oa$toms  and  Com         {COMMONS}  Itnp&riaHan  Btpwrt.         1284 


but  I  take  it  with  eonfliderable  reluctance. 
I  propoae^ — adhering  to  the  arrangement 
that  was  made  on  another  night^I  propose 
to  take  the  second  reading  of  the  Com 
Bill  on  Monday  next.     AfW  the  second 
reading  of  the  Com  Bill,  I  think  it  would 
be  right  that  the  House  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
the  first  riding  of  the  Bill  for  the  Preven- 
tion of  the  crime  of  Assassination  in  Ireland. 
But  I  should  not  propose  that  any  other 
stage  of  that  Bill  should  Interfere  with  the 
progress  of  the  Com  Bill.     I  should  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  fix  the  first  reading  of 
the  Bill  for  the  Prevention  of  Assassination 
on  Friday  next.     It  is  possible  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Cora  Bill 
may  terminate  on  Thursday ;    but  if  it 
should  not— if  the  anticipation  of  my  noble 
Friend,  that  the  debate  will  proceed  till 
Friday,  and   then  terminate,  should  be 
realised — ^in  that  case,  I  should  propose, 
certainly,  that  the  continued  debate  on  the 
Com  Bill  should  have  precedence  over  the 
first  reading  of  the  Irish  Bill ;  and  it  would 
be  necessary,  in  that  case,  to  fix  the  first 
reading  of  the  Irish  Bill  for  the  Monday 
following.     But  as  it  is  possible  that  the 
debate  on  the  Com  Bill  may  terminate  on 
Thursdav,  I  will  now  fix  it  for  Friday,  with 
the  distmct  understanding  that  the  first 
reading  of  the  Irish  Bill  shall  not  in- 
terfere with  the  second  reading  of  the 
Com    Bill,    though     I    think    it    possi- 
ble  that  that  debate  may  not  terminate 
till  Friday  night.      As  I  have  stated,  I 
yidld  the  precedence  to  the  first  reading 
of  this  Bill  with  great  reluctance ;  because 
I  am  convinced  wat  it  is  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  all  parties — I  do  not  say  that 
the  Bill  should  pass,  but  that  the  ultimate 
decision  of  the  House  upon  the  subject 
should  be  known.    We  all  know  that  trade 
is  afTeoted  to  the  utmost  extent  by  the  un- 
certainty that  prevails.      I   should    have 
thought  it  contrary  to  all  usage,  and  of 
course  inconsistent  with  the  great  impor- 
tance of  the  subject,  to  have  adopted  any 
other  plan;   and  I  have  suggested  that 
course  which  appeared  to  me,  upon  the 
whole,  to  be  most  consistent  with  the  pub- 
lic interest. 

METROPOLITAN  TERMINI  OF  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  May  I  be  allowed  to  add 
a  few  words  on  another  subject?  I  said 
yesterday,  that  I  would  to-day  give  notice 
of  the  course  which  will  be  taken  on  Mon- 
day with  regard  to  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lancaslure 


(Mr.  W.  Patten),  as  to  those  raflwaj  ter* 
mini  which  it  is  proposed  to  place  ^ther 
within  the  metropolis  or  immediaitalj 
adjoining  it.  I  find  that  the  debaie  has 
been  adjoumed  until  Monday,  and  there* 
fore  there  is  some  difficulty  in  my  gvriBg 
any  notice  on  the  part  of  Her  M^eaty's 
Oovemment ;  but  it  will  probably  suffiee  if 
I  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Goveniment  eie 
prepared  to  act  on  the  reoommendation  of 
the  Committee  of  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  Patten)  is  the  oheimiaD  ; 
and  on  Monday  next,  on  the  resmnptien 
of  the  debate,  it  is  the  intention  «if  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  acquiesce  in  that 
Motion,  and  to  advise  H«r  Majea^  to  ap* 
point  a  Royal  Commission  for  the  poxpoee 
of  conudering  that  important  questioa— 
namely,  the  manner  in  which  those  reOwmy 
projects  having  thdr  termini  in  the  metro- 
polis shall  be  dealt  with, 

CUSTOMS  AND  CORN  IMPORTATION 

REPORT. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Adjoumed  Debate  on  the  Question  that  the 
House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  on  tiie 
Resolution  respectinffTimber,  being  read. 

The  Marquxsb  of  WORCESTBR  spoke 
as  follows:  I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
long,  but  I  am  desirous  of  stating  the  rea> 
sons  which  compel  me  to  oppose  the  pre- 
sent Resolution.  I  am  anxious  to  accept 
the  challenge  thrown  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  other  evening,  whether  the 
interests  of  the  producer,  as  weU  as  those 
of  the  consumer,  have  or  have  not  been 
benefited  b  v  the  reduced  duties  of  the  Ta^ 
riff.  Now,  for  this  puipose,  I  will  take  the 
first  four  years  immediately  prece^ng  the 
late  Tariff,  and  the  four  years  which  have 
passed  since  that  time,  and  I  find  that  in 
the  years  1838,  1839,  1840,  and  1841, 
according  to  Prinee'i  Piice  OWrrenI,  which, 
I  believe,  is  considered  in  these  matters  as 
good  an  authority  as  the  OaneUe^  that  the 
average  price  of  timber  was  SI,  lit.  I 
will  pass  by  the  year  of  the  Tariff,  for 
that  was  naturally  a  year  of  great  stigna- 
tion  and  uncertainty,  but  in  that  year  the 
price  was  Sin  5«.  I  then  come  to  the 
years  1843,  1844,  1845,  and  1846,  and  I 
find  that  in  January  last  the  price  bad 
faUen  to  4^  18«.  4|d.  being  a  difference  sad* 
deficiency  of  12<.  7|d.  Another  ressoa 
why  these  reduced  duties  must  injure  the 
producer  of  timber  is  to  be  derived  from 
the  free  importations  now  permitted,  of  tsn 
leather.  In  consequence  of  the  ineresssd 
importation  of  that  artictei  the  demand  for 


1285         Cuitoms  and  0am  {March  20}         Importation  Beport, 


1286 


bark  decreases,  and  a  serious  iiytirj  is  in 
that  indirect  way  inflicted  upon  the  timber 
trade.     But,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  look  not  only  to  the  home 
but  to  the  colonial  producer  ;  and  I  invite 
its  attention,  while  I  briefly  state  the  recent 
changes  which  have  been  made  in  the  dif- 
ferential duties  between  colonial  and  foreign 
timber.     Previously  to  the  Tariff  of  1842, 
the  duty  upon  Baltic  timber  was  55 j.,  and 
the  cost  of  oonveyanoe   was   55j.    also. 
The  duty  upon  the  timber  of  Canada  was 
lOf.,  and  so  there  was  at  that  time  a  dif- 
ferential duty  of  no  less  than  45<.  in  fa- 
vour of  the  colonial  producer.     But  in  the 
year  1842  the  duty  upon  Baltio  timber 
was  reduced  from  5a*«.  to  30;.,  and  in  1843 
there  was  another  reduction  to  25«.     The 
Canadian  timber  was  also  reduced  from 
lOf.  to  If.,  and  consequently  there  was 
left  only  a  protective  duty  of  24f .     It  is 
now  proposed  to  reduce  the  duty  upon  fo- 
reign timber  from  25«.  to  20;.,  and  that 
in  1847  there  shall  be  a  still  further  reduc- 
tion to  15;.     So  there  will  only  be  a  pro- 
tective duty  of  14;.     I  trust  also  that  the 
House  will  not  forget  that  the  carrying 
trade  of  Canadian  timber  is  almost  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  British  merchants,  and 
that  it  almost  exclusively  employs  British 
seamen ;  and  that,  on  the  other  hand,  at 
least  five-sixths  of  the  Baltic  timber  trade  is 
carried  on  by  Prussians,  Russians,  Danes, 
Swedes,  by  all  the  nations  which  lie  upon 
the  Baltic.     I  beUeve  it  is  calculated  tiiat 
in  the  Baltic  timber  trade  there  are  em- 
ployed 32,900  seamen,  and  of  that  amount 
the  number  of  Englishmen  is  only  6,505. 
Are  we  then,  I  ask,  to  legislate  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Prussians  and  the  Swedes, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  nations  that  lie  upon 
the  Baltic,  or  for  the  benefit  of  Enghsh- 
men?     And  how  are  the  shipowners  of 
Great  Britain  to  contend  against  such  odds 
as  these  ?     The  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton said,  the  other  evening,  that,  if 
any  foreigners  were  to  come  into  this  House, 
they  would  be  astonished  at  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Gentlemen  who  occupy  these 
benches ;  but  1  say  that  if  any  foreigners 
were  to  come  here,  they  would  be  more 
astonished  at  the  course  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  protecting  foreign 
consumers,  and  in  levying  heavy  taxes  on 
their  own  countrymen.     The  course  pur- 
sued by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport, 
has  been  true,  and  firm,  and  honest— con- 
sistent with  the  feelings  they  have  ex- 
pressed for  years ;  but  I  confess  I  do  not 


understand  the  course  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  cannot  understand  a  change 
whiclr  suddenly  occurs  during  winter  time. 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  should  have  reduced  these  duties, 
when  the  price  of  timber  is  now  lower  than 
it  was  last  year ;  and  seeing  no  reason  for 
the  reduction,  but,  on  the  contrary,  believ- 
ing that  the  reduction  will  operate  most 
injuriously  towards  the  interests  of  this 
country,  I  beg  to  move  that  '*  the  words 
of  the  present  Resolution  be  omitted." 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  question  be* 
fore  the  House,  is  whether  the  House  will 
agree  to  the  proposed  Resolution.  If  the 
noble  Lord  intends  to  oppose  the  Resolu- 
tion, his  proper  course  will  be  simply  to 
negadve  tne  Rebolution. 

The  Marquess  of  WORCESTER:  I 
beg,  then,  to  state,  that  I  shall  give  a  most 
decided  negative  to  the  present  Resolution. 

Mb.  H.  HINDE  certainly  had  expected 
that,  after  the  noble  Lord  had  stated  his 
objections  to  the  course  of  the  Government, 
some  Member  of  the  Treasury  bench  would 
have  risen  to  explain  the  reasons  which 
induced  the  Government  to  propose  so  great 
an  alteration  in  the  duties  on  timber.  It 
could  hardly  be  that  they  underrated  its 
importance,  or  that,  having  established  the 
general  principles  of  free  trade,  they  felt 
Uiat  they  could  not  omit  this  particular 
article.  He  would  rather  have  postponed 
the  remarks  he  wished  to  make  until  after 
the  explanation  of  the  Minister  had  been 
given ;  but  he  did  not  wish  the  House  to 
go  to  a  division  without  stating  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  intended  to  oppose  the  Re* 
solution.  He  had  had  the  misfortime  to 
differ  from  the  Government  in  all  the  re* 
ductions  they  had  made.  He  believed  that 
the  scheme  of  the  Government,  though  it 
might  be  well-intentioned,  would  prove  a 
futile  attempt  to  prmnote  the  general  wel- 
fare by  inflicting  an  injury  upon  every 
interest  in  detail.  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment  prided  themselves  upon  being  sup- 
ported in  this  Resolution  by  the  shipowners 
of  the  country ;  but  he  really  did  not  see 
why  such  weight  should  be  attached  to  the 
opinion  of  those  shipowners,  when  upon  a 
former  occasion  they  had  petitioned  the 
House  to  an  exactly  opposite  effect.  It 
might  perhaps  be,  that  change  of  opinion 
without  cause  assigned  found  favour  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  A  fellow- 
feeling  made  men  wondrous  kind;  and  a 
close  sympathy  might  exist  between  a 
changeable  Government  and  the  changeable 
I  petitioners.    He  did  not  dispute  the  respec- 
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tability  of  the  sliipowners  wlio  had  signed 
the  petitions  in  favour  of  this  Resolution ; 
but  the  House  was  under  a  very  wrong 
impression  if  they  supposed  that  the  peti- 
tioners represented  the  general  feeling  of 
the  whole  body  of  shipowners.  He  did 
not  presume  himself  to  say  what  was  the 
feeling  of  the  whole  body  of  shipowners ; 
but  this  he  did  say,  that  those  who  had 
petitioned  in  favour  of  the  reduction  of 
duties  formed  a  very  small  part  of  the  en- 
tire shipping  interest.  The  Government, 
however,  were  labouring  under  a  great 
error  if  they  supposed  that  these  petitioners 
had  become  disciples  of  free  trade.  It  was 
no  such  thing.  They  considered  themselves 
as  the  first  victims  of  free  trade ;  they  had 
for  years  suffered  from  its  effects;  and  they 
had  not  obtained  the  sympathy  of  their 
fellow  countrymen.  They,  therefore,  had 
felt  the  not  unnatural  desire  that  others 
should  be  treated  in  the  same  manner  as 
that  m  which  they  had  been  treated.  He 
would  refer  to  two  passages  from  the  peti- 
tion  presented  the  other  night  with  great 
pomp  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  from  the 
shipowners  of  Sunderland.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  exercised  a  sounder 
discretion  if  he  had  not  moved  that  the 
petition  be  printed ;  for  though  its  prayer 
was  in  his  favour,  its  reasoning  was  against 
him.  The  petition  stated  that  since  the 
reciprocity  treaties  they  had  been  unpro- 
tected ;  and  that,  therefore,  they  did  not 
think  themselves  called  upon  to  support 
protection  to  others.  They  did  not  deny 
that  protection  to  some  interests  was  ne- 
cessary; but  they  felt  the  not  unnatural 
desire  to  retaliate  upon  others  for  the 
treatment  they  had  di^nselves  received. 
The  change,  in  the  opinion  of  these  peti- 
tioners, had  been  more  recent  even  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  for  he 
was  convinced  that  last  January  every  one 
of  them  would  have  signed  a  petition  with 
an  opposite  prayer.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  laid  upon  the  Table  certain 
Returns  to  show  that  the  prosperity  of  the 
shipping  interest  had  been  increas^  by  the 
Tariff  of  1842;  but  never  had  Papers 
more  wofully  disappointed  the  object  of 
their  producer.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  any  other  figures  than  those 
taken  from  the  Papers  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  himself.  He  would  take  a  series 
of  years,  both  before  and  after  the  Tariff, 
and  show  the  effect  which  the  Tariff  had 
had  upon  the  prosperity  of  the  timber  trade. 
First,  with  regani  to  British  tonnage,  his 
figures  would  show  that  instead  of  an  in- 


crease caused  by  the  operation    of    the 
Tariff,   the  previous   regular  pro^essive 
increase  had  fallen  off  since  1842.    In  the 
two  years  preceding  1842,  the  increase  of 
British  shipping  had  been  621,881    tons, 
or  at  the  rate  of  21^  per  cent  per  annum. 
But,  in  1843,  the  shipping  amounted  to 
3,619,000  tons;  and  in  1844,  to  3,637,000 
tons;  the  increase  having  only  been  17,381 
tons,  or  1^  per  cent.     Thus,  the  remark- 
able fact  was,  that  whereas  for  the  two 
years  preceding  the  alteration  in  the  Tariff 
the  rate  of  increase  in  our  shipping  had 
been  21 1  per  cent ;  for  the  two  years  fol- 
lowing that  alteration,  the  rate  of  increase 
had  only  been  1^  per  cent.    He  would  now 
call  attention  to  the  Returns   of  entries 
inwards  and  outwards,  of  British  and  fo- 
reign vessels,  engaged  in  our  foreign  and 
colonial  trade,  in  1832  and  1845,  which 
were  as  follows : — 


TOKB. 


1832  BritiBh  vessels  entered  inwards  1,930,846 

Foreign 561,047 

1846  British 3,669.853 

Foreign 1,353,739 

It  hence  appeared  that  the  British  tonnage 
inwards  had  increased  during  this  period, 
1,733,000  tons ;  while  the  foreign  tonnage 
had  advanced  by  791,688  tons.  The  in- 
crease in  the  British  shipping  thus  had 
been  only  at  the  rate  of  90  per  cent ;  while 
the  increase  in  the  foreign  shipping  had 
been  at  the  rate  of  140  per  cent.  In  1833 
the  British  tonnage  was  to  the  foreign  as 
3^  to  1 ;  in  1845  it  was,  as  compared  with 
the  foreign  only,  as  less  than  2  to  1.  The 
Returns  of  vessels  cleared  outwards  pre- 
sented a  similar  result,  being  as  foUows: — 

1833  British     vessels    cleared 

outwards 1,637,093  tons. 

Foreign  466,333 

1845  British    2,947.267 

Foreign 1.361,940 

Hence  it  appeared  that  the  British  shipping 
cleared  outwards  during  this  period  had 
increased  by  310,000  tons;  while  the  fo- 
reign shipping  had  increased  by  895,000 
tons.     The  former  had  increased  only  at 
the  rate  of  80  per  cent;  the  foreign  at  the 
rate  of  more  than  190  per  cent.     In  1832 
the  British  tonnage  cleared  outwards  had 
been  to  the  foreign  as  three  to  one  ;  m 
1845,  it  was  to  the  foreign  only  as  less 
than  one  and  a  half  to  one.     There  had 
certainly  been  an  increase  in  the  British 
tonnage  during  this  period  to  a  consider- 
able amount.     But  then  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  our  trade  had  at  that  time 
been  greatly  extended;  and  what  be  was 
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arguing  was,  that  Britisli  shipping  had  not 
had  its  fair  share  in  the  carriage  of  the 
augmented  amount  of  merchandise.     The 
figures  he  had  quoted,  however,  though 
their  result  was  lamentahle  enough,  did  not 
hy  any  means  display  the  fuU  extent  of  the 
unfortunate  truth  on  this  suhject;  for  in 
the  accounts  of  British  vessels  and  tonnage 
entered  hoth  inwards  and  outwards,  were 
included  large  numhers  and  amounts  for 
steam   vessels,   which    carried  hut  small 
cargoes,  and  the  numher  of  whose  voyages 
caused  them  to  form  a  most  undue  propor- 
tion of  the  whole.     In  1841,  the  whole 
numher  of    steam    vessels    helonging   to 
the  United  Kingdom  was  791  ;    tonnage 
95,796  tons  ;  and  in  that  year  Uiere  were 
*'  entered  outwards  *'  17,318  steam  vessels, 
the  tonnage  of  which  were  represented  at 
the  enormous  amount  of  3,264,000  tons  ! 
So  that  these  791   steam  vessels,  by  the 
frequent    repetition    of   their    respective 
voyages,  were  swelled  into  an  apparent 
aggregate  of  upwards  of  17,000;  and  their 
united  tonnage  figured  at  the  astounding 
total  of  more  than  3,000,000  tons.     Such 
was  the  nature  and  value  of  the  returns 
relied  on  by  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject.    He  trusted  he  had  said  enough  to 
show,  that  it  was  not  because  the  ship- 
owners had  flourished  under  the  free-trade 
measures,   that  they  now  petitioned  the 
House  to  proceed  in  a  similar  course  of 
legislation  ;  but  it  was  because  they  be- 
lieved that  for  them  free  trade  had  done  its 
worst,  and  because  they  hoped  that  by  its 
more  general  application  to  other  classes — 
however  those  other  interests  might  be  in- 
juriously affected — some  benefit  might  ul- 
timately result  to  their  own  interest.  True, 
timber  would  be  cheaper  by  the  Govern- 
ment measure;  and  it  might  be  imagined 
that  the  shipowner  would  have  an  interest 
in  that  cheapness.    It  had  been  stated  that 
the  amount  of  duty  paid  for  timber  used  in 
shipbuilding,  formed  only  five  per  cent  of 
the  entire  amount  imported.  When  he  had 
recently  read  that  statement,  he  was  met 
by  a  cheer,  the  import  of  which  he  imder- 
Btood  to  be  this :  that  though  the  ship- 
owner would  not  benefit  by  having  foreign 
and  colonial  timber  cheapened,  he  would 
benefit  by  having  the  price  of  home  timber 
reduced.     If  the  shipowner  did  so  benefit, 
it  was  obviously  at  the  expense  of  the  pro- 
ducer at  home.     But  what  encouragement 
would  there  be  to  the  raising  of  supplies  of 
timber  at  home,  fitted  for  the  shipbuilding 
of  this  country  ?     And  in  the  prospect  of 
a  war  particularly,  would  it  be  wise  or  pru- 


dent, or  politic,  to  be  dependent  on  foreign 
States  for  the  requisite  supply  of  so  vital 
and  essential  an  element  in  our  maritime 
and  commercial  greatness  ?     The  ground, 
however,  on  which  perhaps  the  determina- 
tion of  the  Government  to  reduce  the  dis- 
criminatory duties  on  timber  was  most  to 
be  regretted,  was  on  account  of  the  effect 
which  this  policy  would  have  on  our  rela- 
tions with  our  Colonies.     He  had  heard 
with  approbation  the  sentiment  expressed 
by  the  Government,  as  to  their  determina- 
tion, on  the  part  of  this  country,  to  main- 
tain a  firm  attitude  in  respect  to  the  United 
States  on  the  Oregon  question.     But  he 
believed  if  this  measure  were  carried,  not 
only  would  it  be  unnecessary  on  our  behalf 
to  contest  the  Oregon  territory,  but  that 
we  might  safely  make  a  present  of  Canada 
to  the  United  States  at  once.     It  would 
appear  that  Ministers  were  actuated  almost 
by  hostile  feelings  towards  our  Colonies. 
The  Government  had  already  by  their  Com 
Law  measure  proposed  to  take  away  the 
advantage  given  to  Canada  so  recently  as 
1842,   in  respect  to  the  importation   of 
Canadian  com,  and  appeared  really  to  have 
conferred  that  boon  upon  the  Colony  en- 
tirely for  the   wanton  pleasure  of  imme- 
diately withdrawing  it.     The  benefit  which 
Canada  had  derived  from  the  Com  Law 
discriminations  between  her  grain  and  that 
of  foreign  countries  had  not  been  incon- 
siderable. Great  quanties  of  Canadian  com 
had,  within  the  last  two  years,  been  im- 
ported into  this  country,   and  1,500,000 
cwt.  of  Canadian  manufactured  flour.  This 
important  and  increasing  trade  it  was  pro- 
posed  now  suddenly  to  destroy;  and,  simul- 
taneously with  that,  to  rain  the  timber 
trade  of  this  Colony.    He  deeply  regretted 
that  the  Government  should  have  been  be- 
trayed into  such  a  course  of  policy.     Still 
more  deeply  should  he  regret  to  see  the 
House  betrayed  into  an  approval  of  it.   He 
was  reluctant  to  intrude  further  upon  their 
attention,  but  would  ere  he  sat  down  ven- 
ture to  propose  one  question,  which,  ho 
hoped,  any  Gentleman  who  might  rise  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  would  attempt 
to  answer,  namely,  '*  If  we  carried  out  free 
trade  to  its  fuU  extent,  of  what  use  would 
be  our  Colonies  ?**    He  knew  it  had  often 
been  asserted  on  the  benches  opposite,  that 
our  Colonies  were  incumbrances;  but  he 
httle  expected  ever  to  hear  such  a  doctrine 
propounded  on  the  part  of  Ministers,  still 
less  to  find  it  carried  into  operation  in  their 
measures.     But  of  this  he  was  sure,  that 
such  measures  must  inevitably  lead  to  such 
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results  as  that  the  Colonics  must  become 
eventuallj  a  burden  only,  and  not  a  benefit. 
For  these  reasons  he  dbould  cordially  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  sud,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  commenced 
his  obsenrations  by  recommending  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  a  course  which  would 
have  evinced  much  sounder  discretion  than 
moving  that  the  petition  from  the  ship- 
owners should  bo  printed ;  and  he  went  on 
to  say  that  these  petitioners  had  changed 
their  opinions,  and  that  he  believed  that  if 
they  were  asked  to  sign  a  petition,  before 
the  present  measure  had  been  announced 
to  Parliament,  they  would  have  retamed 
their  former  opinions,  and  would  have  signed 
a  petition  quite  in  opposition  to  the  present 
measure.  Why,  did  not  his  hon.  Friend 
perceive  that  if  gentlemen  largely  engaged 
in  the  shipping  interests  had  changed  their 
opinions,  and  had  come  forward  solemnly 
to  record  that  change  of  opinion,  did  he 
not  see  that  everybody  must  necessarily 
attach  increased  force  to  that  statement 
from  a  change  in  their  opinions  ?  If  that 
had  been  done  by  gentlemen,  not  from 
their  own  convictions,  but  because  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  announced  the 
measure,  did  he  not  perceive  the  natural 
conclusion  which  that  change  led  to? 
Did  he  not  perceive  how  great  the  confi- 
dence must  be  on  die  part  of  those  com- 
mercial gentiemen  in  those  who  proposed 
this  measure,  if  on  no  better  ground  they 
thought  it  worth  while  to  come  forward  in 
the  face  of  Parliament  and  the  country  to 
withdraw  opinions,  which  on  former  occa- 
sions they  nad  solemnly  recorded?  Let 
him  ask  his  hon.  Friend,  before  he  advised 
sounder  discretion  to  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, what  he  would  think  of  the  discretion 
of  an  hon.  Gentieman,  who  being  en- 
trusted with  a  difTerent  petition,  moved  that 
it  be  printed,  when  that  petition  contained 
a  statement  of  tiiis  kind  ?  Referring  to 
1842  it  said,  that  petitions  were  presented 
to  the  Government  and  the  Legislature 
by  these  very  same  parties,  then,  as  now, 
purporting  to  be  persons  connected  and 
conversant  with  the  shipping  interest.  It 
recites  that  by  those  parties  it  was  then 
imiversally  contended,  that  the  reduction 
of  the  discriminating  duty  to  25f .  would 
eventually  cause  a  transfer  of  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  timber  trade  from  the  Colo- 
nies to  the  timber-growing  countries  in  the 
north  of  Europe.  Another  statement  con- 
tained in  it  was,  that  the  Shipowners'  Asso- 


ciation of  Liverpool  were  of  opinion  that  a 
reduction  of  discriminating  duty  on  foreign 
timber  to  below  30f.  was  absolutely  ineoo- 
sistent  with  the  shipping  interests  engaged 
in  the  Colonial  timber  trade.    It  also  stated 
that  it  was  indisputable  that  any  rednetion 
of  the  duty  on  foreign  timber  below  25i. 
would  have  disastrous  effects   on   Britiali 
navigation,  while  many  contemplated  most 
injurious  consequences  if  it  yeere  redooed 
below  30«. ;  and  some  were  apprehenatve 
of  dangerous  results  unless    the   duty  of 
45«.  was  exacted.     Now,  these  Gentlem^i 
set  forth  these  opinions,  as  having  been 
the  opinions  on  which  they    insisted  in 
1842;   they  candidly  admitted    that  not 
one  of  these  expectations  had  been  in  the 
smallest  degree  verified,  While   all   their 
experience  in  the  interval  had  been  on  tiie 
opposite  side.     And  what  did  they  con- 
clude by  saying?     Why,  they  manfully 
avowed  that  notwithstanding  their  expe- 
rience, in  spite  of  the  facts,  they  stoutly 
adhered  to  their  opinions.    And  this  was 
the  petition  which,  in  the  Exercise  of  hit 
discretion,  lus  hon.  Friend  ihe  Member  fbr 
Newcastle  had  moved  for  and  had  printed 
with  the  Votes.  Now,  without  meaning  any 
disrespect  to  them,  or  his  hon.   Friend, 
he  would  submit  to  the  House  and  the 
country  whether,  on  their  own  evidence,  the 
balance  of  sound  discretion  Would  be  found 
in  favour  of  them  and  his  hon.   Friend, 
or  in  favour  of  those  who,  concurrently 
with  experience  and  in  deference  to  facts, 
thought    fit    to    change    their    opinions, 
and  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  who  had  been  entrusted  with  their 
petition  which  he  tiiought  sufficiently  re- 
markable to  be  entitled  to  the  special 
notice  of  the  House  of  Commons,     what 
was  the  evidence  on  which  they  altered 
their  opinions  ?    His  hon.  Friend  said  that 
these  shipowners  being  the  first  victims  of 
free  trade,  came  forward  with  their  petition 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  others  from  a 
similar  calamity.    The  shipowners  the  vio« 
tims  of  free  trade !  His  hon.  Friend  invented 
all  sorts  of  reasons  why  the  House  should 
not  draw  from  the  change  of  tonnage  from 
1842  to  1845,  which  amounted  to  nearly  • 
million  tons,  the  obvious  inference  to  which 
it  was  entitled.     His  hon.  Friend  argued 
that  because  British  vessels  had  increased 
at  a  lower  rate  than  others,  that  was  a 
proof  of  the  decline  of  our  trade.     "Why, 
what  a  rule  by  which  to  institute  comparison! 
If  a  man  who  had  only  one  ship  bought 
another,  he  increased  his  number  100  per 
cent ;  the  owner  of  one  hundred  yessels 
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muBt  bay  to  the  number  of  two  hundred 
before  he  could  have  a  proportionate  in- 
oreafle  to  Ihe  other.  We  had  increased 
between  900,000  and  1,000,000  tons ; 
while  in  the  aggregate  all  foreign  ships  had 
increased  between  300,000  and  400,000. 
He  was  now  speaking  from  an  official  ac- 
count of  the  number  of  British  and  foreign 
vessels  entsred  inwards  and  outwards  in 
the  respective  years.  They  had  increased 
from  974,392  tons  in  1842,  to  1,353,735 
in  1845;  and  we  from  2,680,838  to 
3,669,853.  The  same  paper  gave  the 
number  of  Tessels,  and  of  the  men  em* 
ployed  in  navigating  them;  and  the  increase 
in  ike  number  of  vessels  which  belonged  to 
the  rarious  ports  of  the  British  Empire, 
was  from  30,815  in  1842,  to  31,320  in 
1844.  The  calculation  was  not  made  for 
1845;  and,  tkerefore,  he  was  not  in  a 
condition  to  curj  out  the  comparison; 
but,  looking  at  the  amount  of  tonnage, 
he  was  enisled  to  state  that  a  very  re« 
markable  increase  had  taken  place.  With 
respect  to  Gaiadian  timber,  his  hon.  Friend 
asked  of  what  value  on  earth  the  Oolonies 
would  be  if  tHs  measure  was  passed ;  and 
said  that  when  it  was  carried,  and  Canada 
ruined,  we  might  make  a  present  of  Canada 
to  any  one  who  would  accept  it.  When  we 
had  ruined  Canada,  his  hon.  Friend's  pro* 

Sisition  night  be  correct;  but  let  the 
ouse  eoasider  whether  we  had  ruined 
Canada.  He  found  that  in  1841 — the  last 
year  of  tbe  old  high  duty — ^the  amount  of 
duty  receired  was  450,0002.  Now,  allow- 
ing a  proprtionate  deduction  for  the  dimi- 
nution ot  the  duty,  the  amount  ought  to 
hare  fidlec  to  45,0001. ;  but  instead  of  that 
the  duty  wu*^ 

In  184}  £68,000 

In  184*  71,000 

In  ISa  04,000 

SO  that  the  whole  trade  in  timber  with  Ca- 
nada had  leen  more  than  doubled  when  the 
difference  between  the  10«.  and  the  It. 
duty  was  c#n«idered.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  the  Qovemment  might  put  off  making 
a  present  of  Canada  until  the  sound  dis- 
cretion of  his  hon.  Friend  was  equal  to  the 
aouad  discretion  of  those  whom  he  under- 
took to  advise.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Lirerpool  Dock  Committee  had  recently 
Btfrtea,  **  It  had  been  represented  that  the 
tinber  trade  of  that  port  had  declined ; 
aid  that  it  had,  at  aU  events,  reached  its 
naxmumt  and  would  not  increase.  One 
ikct  alone  exhibited,  at  least,  its  vast  im- 
lortance,  vis.,  that  there  had  been  more 
Artificers  employed  in  its  different  depart- 


ment in  this  country  during  the  last  eigh- 
teen years,  than  in  any  other  trade;*'  and 
then  he  proceeded  to  give  the  follovdng 
statement  of  the  number  of  vessels  em- 
ployed in  Liverpool  in  the  timber  trade 
with  British  America  :-— 

1888 305ve«ieU 160,000  tons. 

1842 165      , 91,000    „ 

1845 453      , 239,000    „ 

A  similar  statement  was  given  as  to  the 
numbers  of  ''pieces**  of  timber  imported:— ^ 

1838  15,000,000 

1842  9,000,000 

1845  28,000,000 

So  much  for  Canadian  shipping  in  the 
timber  trade — ^for  the  tonnage  of  vessels, 
for  the  number  of  men,  for  the  quantity  of 
timber — so  much,  in  the  very  years  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  selected  for  his  com- 
parison, for  the  ruin  of  colonial  interests, 
and  tiie  destruction  of  the  intercolonial 
trade.  Well,  but  with  all  this  increase  of 
colonial  import — ^with  an  admitted  increase 
also  of  import  from  the  Baltic — ^what  had 
been  the  effect  upon  the  price  of  oak  at 
home?  His  hon.  Friend  who  sat  beside 
him,  the  Member  for  Lewes,  had  furnished 
him  from  the  Admiralty  with  an  account 
of  contract  prices.  Referring  to  the  con- 
tracts for  English  oak,  he  foimd  the  results 
to  be  as  follows: — 

tTX.  itff ::: :::}  ^^  ^'^  •"  ««»«•• 

February,  1840  1 

1841  f  15  per  cent,  added  to  ths 

1842  and  to  f     foregoing. 
March,      1843  J 

z' Reduction  of  1 5  per  oent  on 
December  1843  i     timber,  plank,  and  tree- 

(^    nails ;  7*  on  thick  stuff. 

/'Increase  of  22},  on  1843. 
January,   1846  i  Same  as  1840—1842. 

(^15  per  cent  above  1833. 

Now,  if  the  legislation  of  that  House  was 
based  upon  evidence  of  facts,  he  should  like 
to  know  what  facts  would  in  future  be  re- 
lied upon  when  a  case  was  to  be  made  out 
against  the  reduction  of  the  timber  duties  ? 
A  Committee  of  that  House  which  sat  in 
1835^  reported  that  the  duty  then  imposed 
by  law  on  timber  the  produce  of  Europe,  as 
compared  with  timber  the  produce  of  our 
North  American  Colonies,  was  too  greats 
and  might  be  reduce^ ;  and  they  further 
stated  it  to  be  their  opinion  that,  having 
due  regard  to  the  interests  that  had  been 
created  in  British  North  America,  a  reduc-* 
tion  of  the  protective  duty  not  exceeding 
15f.  per  load  appeared  to  them  to  be  a  fair 
arrangement.  That  proposition  was  not 
successful  then;  but  in  1842  a  greater 
reduction  of  protective   duty  had   been 
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made.  And  had  they  not  witnessed  with 
Batisfaction  the  result?  Different  kinds 
of  timber  were  used  for  different  purposes 
— ^for  different  parts,  for  example,  of  a 
house  or  of  a  ship.  As  you  increased  the 
supply  of  large  timbers,  you  stimulated  the 
demand  for  the  planking  ;  just  as  the  con- 
sumption of  timber  operated  upon  the  Ex- 
cise by  enhancing  the  demand  for  bricks. 
Thus  while  you  increased  the  demand  for  la- 
bour, you  cheapened  the  materiab  requisite 
to  furnish  for  the  people  comfortable  dwel- 
lings. Experience  had  shown  that  there 
was  no  reason  why  they  might  not  take  mea- 
sures to  increase  the  consumption  of  Baltic 
timber,  and  at  the  same  time  double  the 
consumption  of  Canadian  timber.  Fortified 
by  the  facts  which  he  had  stated,  he  would 
venture  to  set  up  his  own  authority  against 
that  of  his  hon.  Friend,  confident  that  no 
such  eyidence  could  be  brought  against 
his  predictions  as  he  had  produced  in  op- 
position to  the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend  ; 
and  with  a  confidence  not  at  all  shaken  by 
his  hon.  Friend's  statements,  he  should 
ask  the  House  to  agree  to  the  Resolutions. 

Mb.  H.  HINDE  ejrolained,  that  in  the 
return  to  which  he  had  referred  in  relation 
to  the  steam  vessels,  the  number  of  ships 
were  not  given,  so  that  the  remarkable 
apparent  excess  in  the  shipping  was  (not- 
withstanding the  hon.  Gentleman's  at- 
tempted explanation)  still  referrible  to  the 
frequent  voyages  of  the  steamers  included 
in  Uie  returns.  He  further  wished  to  state 
that  the  question  he  had  asked  of  the  Go- 
vernment (and  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  attempted  to  answer)  was,  "  If 
free  trade  were  carried  out  fully,  giving 
to  other  countries  all  the  commercial  bene- 
fits enjoyed  by  our  Colonies — and  we  had 
thus  all  the  burdens  of  our  Colonies  with- 
out being  enabled  to  derive  any  advantage 
therefrom — what  would  be  the  good  of  our 
Colonies  ? 

Mr.  a.  C  H APMAN  said,  having  sat  on 
every  maritime  or  mercantile  Committee  of 
that  House  for  the  last  thirty  years,  and 
having  had  more  communication  with  the 
shipping  interest  than  most  Members  (be- 
sides his  own  personal  connexion  with  it), 
he  ventured  to  express  his  opinions  on  the 
subject,  in  which  he  had  acquired  some 
considerable  practical  experience.  It  had 
formerly  been  the  policy  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  encourage  the  enterprise  of 
our  own  subjects  and  colonists,  with  the 
view  of  securing  sure  supplies  of  the  great 
necessaries  of  commerce,  especially  timber; 
and  under  the  protection  conferred,  with 


thb  object,  on  our  Cokmial  produce*  Ing^ 
establishments  had  been  raised,  and  mBck 
capital  invested  with  a  vieipr  to  obtauung 
supplies  from  our  own  Colonies.      Fcr  Ins 
own  part,  he  should  be  happy  to  jsee  toa- 
ber  coming  in  from  the  east  and  front  the 
west,  proportioned  to  the  demand;  but  he 
feared  lest  the  effect  of  transferring  tke 
timber  trade  from  our  Colonics  to  other 
countries  should  be    to  injure    that   im- 
portant interest  —  the  shippim^^    of  tliii 
country.     He  had    apprehendbd,    at   ihe 
time  of  Mr.  Huskisson  s  measure,  and  still 
more    when  the    recent  chaqg^es    in    tfas 
Tariff  took  place,  that  such  ^mber-grow- 
ing  countries   as   Norway  migiit    atinet 
much  of  our  timber  trade;  sad  lie  found 
that  though  a  few  years  ag#  only  fifHeea 
Norwegian  vessels,    with    $  tonnage    of 
1,131  tons,  visited  this  couitrj,  last  year 
there  were  1,127  vessels,  wiAi  a  tonnage  of 
170,000  tons.     Mr.    Deac«n  Hnme  had, 
in  his  evidence  before  the  Inport  Duties 
Committee  (whence  much  of  the  new  doe- 
trine  on  these  subjects  ha^  emanated), 
stated  that  he  would  not  mbd  if  all  Iho 
ships  engaged  in  the  Canada  timber  trade 
were  destroyed,  as  the  effect  would  be  to 
benefit  the  revenue  by  directing  the  trade 
from  Canada  with  low  duties  to  the  Baltic 
with  high  duties.     It  might  be  imagined 
that  with  views  like  these,  those  who  were 
connected  with   the  shipping  iiterest  of 
this  country  could   have    no  ^jrmpathy. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  timbercould  not 
be  smuggled.     He  reaUy  thouglt  it  was  a 
fair  subject  for  taxation,  and  it  vas  a  tax 
of  which  no  man  complained.     Bb  believed 
there  was  a  great  increase  in  ihe  timber 
trade,  which  was  owing,  in  wnrn  measure, 
to  the  large  number  of  our  railwafs;  and  in 
the  expectation  of  much  being  required, 
there  was  at  the  present  time  in  Liverpool, 
a  greater  quantity  of  timber  thai  had  been 
known  for  many  years.     He  thought  the 
extent  and  improvement  of  the  trade  were 
reasons  why  the  House,  in  the  course  it 
was  about  to  pursue,  should  be  extremely 
careful  not  to  injure  the  maritime  trad^  of 
the  country. 

Captain  HARRIS,  as  a  naval  Member 
of  that  House,  begged  to  mikke  some  ib- 
servations  upon  the  subject  now  before 't. 
He  believed  that  if  this  measure  was  ctr- 
ried,  a  heavy  blow  would  be  struck  againit 
the  North  American  trade  with  this  eouip 
try.  There  was  no  occasion  for  him  t« 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  tht 
maritime  interest.  He  had  ever  observed 
that  this  interest  had  met  with  the  most 
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carefiil  consideratioii.  He  should  at  once 
proceed  to  the  facts  upon  which  his  opinion, 
irith  regard  to  the  present  measure,  was 
formed.  He  would  not  attempt  to  detract 
from  the  cheering  account  of  that  trade 
which  had  heen  laid  hefore  the  House.  He 
had  stated  on  a  former  occasion  that  he 
believed  the  Tariff  to  have  worked  most 
usefully  for  the  country.  But  he  must  say 
that  he  also  belieyed  that  the  greatest 
amoimt  of  protection  that  could  he  given, 
ought  to  he  given  both  to  our  colonial  and 
native  industry.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Government  would  not  reduce  the  timher 
duty,  as  had  heen  proposed.  He  would 
ask  whether,  in  the  face  of  the  evidence 
given  in  the  Report  of  that  Oonmiittee  of 
British  Shipowners,  which  sat  in  the  year 
1844,  the  Government  would  consent  to 
lower  those  duties  ?  He  had  not  been  able 
to  arrive  at  the  number  of  ships  employed 
in  the  Canadian  trade,  but  he  did  not  think 
he  should  be  over-rating  them  in  stating 
them  to  be  1,200,  and  the  men  employ^ 
about  15,000.  It  was  a  very  good  school 
and  nursery  for  our  seamen.  When  he 
commanded  a  man-of-war  on  the  North 
American  station,  he  had  completed  his 
crew  with  first-rate  seamen  at  the  port  of 
Quebec.  There  were  upwards  of  200  men 
there  on  an  average  at  all  times  ready  to 
enter  our  naval  service.  But  it  was  not 
only  this — ^we  risked  the  loss  of  our  Colo- 
nies. He  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  exports  of  this  country  to  those  Colo- 
nies were  about  3,000,000;  and  those 
Colonies  had  no  time  allowed  them  to  peti- 
tion the  House  on  the  subject  of  these 
measures.  He  would  call  their  attention  to 
that  fact,  and  remind  them  that  on  the  last 
occasion  when  the  timber  duties  were 
altered,  there  were  several  petitions  pre- 
sented to  that  House  from  New  Brunswick 
and  our  other  North  American  Colonies. 
He  Mi  bound,  therefore,  to  oppose  the 
measure. 

Mb.  Q.  PALM£|l  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  appeared  to  him  to 
he  of  vital  importance— it  concerned  an 
interest  which  had  been  attacked  by  the 
free  traders.  But  the  present  measure 
was  fraught  with  much  mischief  to  every 
iaierest  of  the  country,  more  particularly, 
however,  to  the  shipping  interest.  He 
should,  endeavour  to  show  to  the  House, 
that  in  no  one  instance  had  it  been  bene- 
fieial.  The  right  hen.  Baronet  might  not 
have  all  the  responsibility  on  his  shoulders 
of  the  evil  that  would  attend  the  passing  of 
this  measure^  although  he  seemed  as  if  he 


were  jealous  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  in 
taking  the  credit  of  it.  He  recoUected  on 
one  occasion  calling  upon  the  House  to 
look  into  the  condition  which  the  country 
had  attained  under  the  narigation  laws. 
She  had  given  laws  to  all  the  Continent. 
He  had  called  upon  the  House  to  consider 
whether  these  laws  were  not  the  source  of 
all  our  prosperity;  and  the  answer  was  that 
all  these  things  were  gained  hy  the  peculiar 
energy  of  the  country  in  spite  of  bad  laws. 
He  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
stood  in  the  light  of  Ahab*s  prophets  of 
old.  He  would  deceive  himself,  and  bring 
down  destruction  upon  a  devoted  people. 
His  own  conviction  upon  the  subject  of  the 
navigation  laws  had  never  been  changed. 
Had  the  country  come  to  this,  that  &ey 
were  to  cast  away  the  hread  of  their  chil- 
dren to  strangers?  Had  the  time  come 
when  the  Uon  and  the  lamh  were  about  to 
lie  down  together  in  this  country  ?  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
took  credit  to  himself  for  being  one  or  the 
other.  When  any  individual  took  up  a 
new  theory  he  would  lend  himself  to 
nothing  but  that  which  would  carry  out  his 
own  purpose  ;  and  perhaps  it  was  not  ex- 
traordinary the  ri^t  hon.  Baronet  had 
done  that.  The  House  had  heard  the 
other  night  a  statement  of  the  effects  which 
these  new  meesures  would  have  upon  the 
silk  trade.  He  could  assure  the  ri^t  hon. 
Baronet  that  such  was  also  the  case  with 
the  shipowners  of  this  country  upon  the 
passing  of  the  navigation  laws.  He  had 
himseff  sold  ships  for  5,0002.  which  cost 
originally  20,0002.  Ho  hoped  he  should 
not  be  considered  as  saying  anything  per- 
sonally offensive  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the.  Government ;  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  heen  acting  in  an  ungene- 
rous manner  towards  the  House  and  to- 
wards the  country  in  making  the  returns 
now  hefore  that  House.  Whatever  was 
stated  at  the  Table  ought  not  only  to  be  li- 
terally hut  substantially  correct,  and  then 
the  deductions  would  be  equally  correct. 
He  thought  that  as  the  population  of  any 
country  increased,  so  the  means  of  convey- 
ance from  one  place  to  another  must  ne- 
cessarily increase.  From  the  year  1820 
to  1844  the  increase  of  popidation  was 
twenty-eight  per  cent.  He  would  state 
what  had  been'  the  increase  in  shipping. 
In  the  year  1820  the  numhcr  of  vessels 
was  21,969;  in  the  year  1840  the  number 
amounted  to  21,983;  and  in  1844  there 
were  23,283  vessels,  showing  an  increase 
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since  1840  of  1,300  Teseelfl.  He  thouglit, 
however,  that  it  was  necessanr  for  the 
House  to  look  with  considerable  doubt  upon 
these  returns.  Thej  had  been  made  up 
by  the  introduction  of  a  large  number  of 
steam  vessels.  The  30*.  duty  which  had 
alreadv  been  taken  off  timber,  had  gone 
into  the  pockets  of  the  foreigner.  The 
freight,  wnich  had  been  lis,  was  now  21f., 
and  therefore  the  foreigner  now  received 
not  only  30i.  for  the  original  price  of  tim- 
ber, but  also  received  the  original  freight.  He 
believed  the  present  measure  would  entirely 
shut  the  British  ships  out  of  the  Baltic 
trade  ;  and  was  not  the  Baltic  timber  pre- 
ferable to  the  Canadian  timber  ?  And  he 
would  appeal  to  any  naval  officer  to  sav 
whether  the  Baltic  trade  was  not  of  aU 
others  the  one  most  calculated  to  make 
British  seamen  ?  Men  might  go  three  or 
four  voyages  across  the  Atlantic  without 
receiving  half  the  experience  which  they 
would  acquire  from  a  voyage  to  the  Baltic. 
He  was  quite  sure  the  time  would  even- 
tually come  when  every  hon.  Member  of 
that  House  would  see  the  evil  consequences 
that  must  result  from  the  present  measure. 
It  had  been  stated,  in  allusion  to  a  petition 
which  had  been  presented  agunst  this 
measure,  that  counter  petitions  had  been 
brought  from  different  parts  of  their  coun- 
try. He  believed  there  were  no  names  in 
those  petitions  of  persons  connected  in  the 
smallest  degree  with  the  general  shipping 
trade:  they  were  engaged  in  the  local  trade 
only.  The  measure  now  before  the  House 
affected  every  interest,  and  not  merely  a 
single  class.  The  public,  he  repeated, 
were  deeply  conoemea  in  it.  The  prin- 
ciple proposed  was  a  novel,  a  great  and  a 
grana  prmciple — ^its  application  was  quite 
another  thing.  It  was  nothing  less  than 
the  withdrawal  of  the  protection  of  the 
State  from  her  own  inhabitants — it  was  an 
abandonment  of  a  doctrine  which  they  had 
hitherto  been  taught  should  exist  between 
the  parent  and  the  child,  the  master  and 
the  servant,  the  State  and  the  subject. 
They  were  now  about  to  establish  the 
theory  of  buying  in  the  cheapest  and  selling 
in  the  dearest  markets — a  theory  very 
freely  entertained  and  insisted  upon  by 
men  who  were  not  very  scrupulous  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  they  obtained  property;  but 
not,  he  thought,  worthy  of  adoption  by  a 
great  country  like  this,  which  had  grown 
into  power  and  prosperity  by  different 
means.  That  hackneyed  language  of 
**  class  interests,"  used  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  was  not  at  all  applicable— ^they 


talked  very  freely  of  *'  monopoly**'  ^t  ha 
knew  of  no  monopoly  in  the  inTiaioiia  aenae 
which  they  used  the  term.   If  it  meant  the 
fact  of  a  great  body  being  engaged  in  one 
particular  calling,  who  were    anxious  to 
maintain  theh*  own  rights — why,  ihea  he 
thought  that,  so  far  from  disoountenaadog 
them,  the  Ministry  was  bound  to  consult 
their  interests,  for  it  was  the  individiial  In- 
terest which  created  public  interest ;  tibe 
country  had  chartered  such    monopolies, 
and  chartered  them  to  their  own  advantage. 
Look,  for  instance,  at  the  East  India  Com- 
pany.   It  was  open  to  every  indiridoal  in 
this  country  to  buy  and  sc^  as    best  he 
might ;   in  that  respect  there  was  perfeel 
free  trade.     The  foreigner  too  ought  to  be 
treated  with,  but  on  terms  of  reciprocity; 
not  the  sort  of  bargain  whioh  we  made 
with  Prussia,  giving  all  the  advantage  to 
that  kingdom.     We  ought  to  get  a  quid 
pro  quo.    At  the  same  time  that  he  was 
anxious  for  friendly  intercourse  with  aU 
countries,  he  oould  not  wish  to  enoonrage 
that  intercourse  at   the   expense   of   his 
own,  nor  to  eonfer  an  advantage   on  one 
portion  of  the  community  which  might  be 
ruinous  to  another. 

Mr.  WARBURTON,  having  been  at  a 
former  period  of  his  life  connected  with  the 
timber  trade,  wished  to  take  that  opportu- 
nity of  complimenting  Her  Majesty  s  Go- 
vernment on  the  great  improvements  that 
they  had  already  effected,  and  were  now 
effecting  in  that  trade.    Formerly  all  deals 
paid  the  same  amount  of  duty,  no  matter 
what  their  dimensions  might  be.     Thus  a 
deal  seven  feet  long,  nine  inches  wide,  and 
one  and  a  half  inches  thick,  paid  the  same 
duty  as  a  deal  sixteen  feet  long,  three 
inches  thick,  and  eleven  inches  wide.   The 
Government  wore,  however,  at  length  in- 
duced to  abolish  this  absmd  dlstmctioo; 
and  since  1842  deals  were  allowed  to  be 
introduced  at  a  rate  of  duty  varying  accord- 
ing to  their  cubic  dimensions.     He  would 
beg  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
a  moment  to  the  effect  of  the  difTerentisI 
duty  between  Colonial  and  European  tim- 
ber, as  settled  by  the  Tariff  of  1842. 
Prior  to  that  period  this  duty  had  been 
45«.:  but  in  1842  it  was  reduced  to  25#* 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.     On  ccn* 
verting  the  returns  which  had  been  pre- 
viously entered  by  tale,  and  in  the  case  of 
deals  by  great  hundreds,  into  cubic  dimen- 
sions,  and  comparing  the  quantities  im- 
ported from  the  Colonies  and  from  Euro- 
pean countries,  as  laid  on  the  Table  by  tha 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  found  the  foOcfwiiig 
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restdts : — The  quantity  of  deilfl  imported 
for  home    constmiption  into  the  IFnited 
Kingdom  in  1841  and  1842,  from  the  Co- 
lonies, was  51,412  great  hundreds,  which, 
allowing  6|  loads  to  each,  was  equivalent  to 
334,178  loads.     To  this  was  to  be  added 
632,184  loads  of  hewn  timber,  and  7,989 
masts  entered  by  tale.     On  comparing  this 
return  with  that  for  the  last  year,   he 
found  that  the  total  quantity,  both  of  deals 
and  of  hewn  timber,  increased  from  982,341 
loads,  payable  according  to  the  old  duties 
in  1841  and  1842,  to  1,290,341  in  1845, 
giving  an  increase  of  about  30  per  cent, 
although  the  differential  duty  in  laTOur  of 
colonial  timber  had  been  reduced  in  that 
period  from  45<.  to  25«.  a  load.     Now,  he 
would  look  to  the  effect  of  this  reduction 
on  the  foreign  timber  trade.     The  quan- 
tity of  foreign  deals  imported  in  1841  and 
1842,  inclu£ng  those  entered  by  tale,  was 
321,400  loads,  or  thereabouts,  which,  ad- 
ded to  the  quantity  of  hewn  timber  im- 
ported, made  in  all  505,803  loads.     That 
amount  had  increased  in  1845  to  675,840 
loads,  showing  the  increase  since  the  re- 
duction of  duty  to  be  only  about  20  per 
cent  on  the  imports  of  foreign  timber.     So 
that  taking  the  average  imports  of  1841 
and  1842,  and  comparing  them  with  the 
imports  for  the  past  year,  they  had  this 
fact,  that  while  the  increase  on  the  colonial 
timber  trade,  notwithstanding  the  reduction 
in  duty  was  30  per  cent,  the  increase  on 
European  timber  was  no  more  than  20  per 
cent.     But  it  was  right,  in  the  next  place, 
to  look  to  the  prices  which  the  shippers  of 
timbers  in  the  colonial  and  in  European 
ports  had  been  able  to  realize.     In  1841 
and  1842,  the  prices  realized  by  the  Colo- 
nies on  the  yellow  or  Weymouth  pine  tim- 
bers were,  in  1841,  66i.  a  load,  and  in 
1842,  56«.  a  load,  leaving  the  average 
price  about  61^.  a  load.     In  1845  the 
price  realized  in  the  Colonies  on  yellow 
pine  was  69«.,  showing  a  considerable  im- 
provement on  the  price  since  the  reduction 
of  the  protecting  duty.     He  would  next 
take  the  price  of  that  species  of  timber 
which  approached  most  nearly  in  quality 
to  the  European  pine,  namely,  the  red  pine 
hewn  timber,  and  he  found  that,  while  the 
price  reahzed  in  the  Colonies  in  1841  and 
1842  was  835.  a  load,  the  price  realized 
in  1845  was  as  high  as  Sis,  a  load,  or 
very  nearly  what  it  had  been  before  the 
protecting  duty  had  been  lowered.      In 
European  hewn  timber  the  price  in  1841 
and  1842  was  465.  a  load,  and  in  1845  it 
was  53f.  a  load,  showing  a  very  considera- 


ble improvement.     In  1841  and  1842  the 
prices  realized  on  foreign  deab  were  575. 
and  535.,  making  an  average  of  about  555., 
and  in  1845  the  price  was  raised  to  665.  a 
load;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  price  of 
colonial  timber,  of  the  same  quality,  which 
in  1841  and  1842  was  about  705.  a  load, 
was  in  1845  685.  a  load,  or  very  nearly  the 
same,  although  the  differential  duty  had 
been  in  the  interim  diminished  to  the  ex- 
tent of  2O5.  sterling  per  load.     He  was, 
therefore,  justified  in  saying  that  all  the 
anticipations  that  had  been  put  forward  in 
1842  by  the  shipping  and  colonial  interests 
of  the  ruinous   consequences  of  the  pro- 
posed reductions  had  been  falsified,  as  the 
colonial  timber  now  realized  the  identical 
prices  which  it  bore  before  the  reduction, 
and,  as  faf  as  yellow  timber  was  concerned, 
had  actually  aavanced  17  or  18  per  cent  in 
price.     But  this  was  only  one  part  of  the 
question.  An  important  consideration  was, 
whether,  considering  the  immense  increase 
in  the  constunption  of  the  country,  caused 
by  the  construction  of  railways  and  other 
improvements,  the  Government  were  now 
to  stand  still  and  give  the  entire  benefit  of 
the  additional  demand  to  the  Colonies,  and 
thus  raise  the  price  on  the  consumer  'to  an 
enormous  amount.    The  enormous  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  timber  in  1845,  as 
compared  with  1841  and  1842,  afforded  a 
fair  indication  of  the  additional  per  cent* 
age  which  was  likely  to  take  place  in  the 
price  of  colonial  timber,  were  the  Euro- 
pean timber  countries  to  be  precluded  from 
competing  with  the  Colonies  on  more  equi- 
table terms.     He  thought  the  Government 
had  done  quite  right:  first,  in  abolishing 
the  mode  of  fixing  the  differential  duty  so 
as  leave  the  same  amount  payable  on  the 
smallest  and  on  the  largest  sized  deals;  and 
in  the  next  place,  by  giving  additional  fa- 
cilities for  preventing  the  price  of  timber 
being  raised  to  an  enormous  amount  on 
the  consumer,  as  it  would  undoubtedly  bo 
raised  unless  these  additional  facilities  were 
afforded.     It  was  contended  that  an  injury 
would  bo  done  to  the  British  shipping  in- 
terest by  the  change;  but  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  they  had  improved  the  con- 
dition of  the  British  shipowner  in  other  re- 
spects.    As  long  as  they  had  a  sliding- 
scale  in  the  corn  trade,  it  was  necessary 
for  the  importer  of  foreign  com  to  make  the 
shipments  in  the  greatest  possible  hurry, 
in  order  that  he  might  get  it  into  the  mar- 
ket while  the  duty  was  low.     He  was  con- 
sequently obliged  to  make  use  of  foreign 
bottoms  in  his  importations  to  a  very  con- 
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siderable  extent.  Tbe  GoTenunent,  by 
opening  the  com  trade,  would  remove  this 
evil,  and  afford  the  British  shipowners  the 
advantage  of  this  trade.  But  there  were 
other  considerations  besides  those  which  re- 
lated to  the  mere  teade  view  of  the  ques- 
tion, which  should  make  it  imperative  on 
the  Government  not  to  put  a  ban  on  the 
timber  trade  of  the  north  of  Europe.  The 
American  timber  trade  grew  out  of  the 
two  expeditions  to  Copenhagen;  the  timber 
trade  with  Europe  having  received  its  qui- 
etus in  1808.  Before  that  period  there 
was  scarcely  a  Norwegian  captain  who  did 
not  wear  a  medal  won  by  serving  in  the 
British  navy;  and  almost  all  the  best  sea- 
men that  were  to  be  found  in  the  Norwe- 
gian navy  had,  in  consequence  of  high 
wages  and  other  inducements,  previoudy 
served  in  the  navy  of  this  country.  In 
1807,  however,  the  Government  seized  all 
the  Norwegian  ships  in  the  British  ports, 
and  sent  the  poor  captains  to  the  various 
depots  of  prisoners  in  this  country,  and  the 
blow  then  struck  was  followed  by  the  total 
destruction  of  the  Norwegian  timber  trade 
before  the  end  of  the  war.  He  thought  it 
behoved  this  country  to  consider  whether 
a  nation  having  so  large  a  trade  as  Nor- 
way, and  possessing  as  it  did  some  of  the 
finest  ports  in  the  world  along  its  coast, 
should  not  be  encouraged  rather  than  im- 
peded to  cany  on  trade  with  us.  When 
they  had  formerly  put  a  ban  on  the  timber 
trade  with  Norway,  an  immense  trade 
sprung  up  between  that  country  and  France; 
and  it  was  for  the  British  Government  to 
consider  whether  they  would  drive  the 
trade  of  a  country  having  so  large  a  mer- 
cantile navy  as  Norway  altogether  into  the 
hands  of  France — knowing,  as  they  did, 
that  in  such  a  case  they  could  not  expect 
the  support  of  the  Norwegian  seamen, 
which  they  once  before  enjoyed,  should  a 
great  European  war  again  break  forth : 
and  no  matter  how  much  they  might  de- 
pend on  an  extensive  impressment  system, 
such  a  consideration  was  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of.  Considering  the  great  aggressive 
power  which  Norway  possessed  in  ^e  north- 
em  parts  of  the  world,  there  were,  he 
thought,  strong  political  reasons  for  re- 
storing and  cementing  the  connexion  which 
existed  between  that  country  and  England 
before  the  war  of  1798,  independent  alto- 
gether of  the  important  commercial  rea- 
sons to  which  he  had  before  alluded.  Ano- 
ther fact  not  to  be  lost  sight  of  was,  the 
success  attending  the  reduction  already 
made  by  the  Government  in  the  timber  du- 


ties, as  a  financial  arrangement.  The  re- 
venue derived  from  timber  in  1841-2  was 
—colonial  453,157?.;  foreign  1,117,422?.; 
making  a  total  of  1,570,579?.  :  while,  in 
1845,  it  was — colonial  94,262?.;  foreign 
945,345?.;  total  1,039,607?.— thus  show- 
ing that  the  duty  on  foreign  timber,  though 
reduced  45  per  cent,  had  yielded  85  per 
cent  of  its  former  amount  of  revenue;  while 
in  colonial  timber  the  duty,  which  had 
been  reduced  from  10s.  to  1«.  a  load,  or  10 
per  cent,  produced  20  per  cent  of  its  for- 
mer amount.  The  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment was,  therefore,  as  successful  in  a 
financial  as  in  a  commercial  and  political 
point  of  view. 

Mr.  BORTHWICE  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  as 
to  the  propriety  of  cultivating  friendly  in- 
tercourse with  Norway;  but  he  thought 
there  was  a  still  stronger  reason  for  encou- 
raging friendly  relations  with  Canada. 
The  hon.  GenUeman  said  this  was  a  ship- 
owners* question.  He  protested  against  its 
being  considered  a  question  of  shipowners 
or  of  any  other  class.  It  was  the  vice  of 
the  new  measure  that  the  great  masses 
of  the  people  which  it  affected  were  con- 
sidered as  classes  having  separate  inter- 
ests. It  was  not  in  his  view  either  a 
colonial  or  a  shipowners*  question,  but  an 
Imperial  question.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  prices  of  timber,  he 
too  would  quote  figures  respecting  our 
colonial  and  foreign  timber  trade.  In 
1841  the  price  of  Cana^an  timber  was 
4?.  105.  per  load;  in  1846,  4?.  10*.  The 
price  of  European  timber  was  in  1841,  5?., 
in  1846,  51.  Who,  therefore,  benefited  by 
the  reduction  of  duty  made  in  1842?  It 
was  quite  clear  it  was  not  the  British  con- 
sumer. The  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out 
the  way  in  which  the  market  was  ready  to 
absorb  this  increased  importation,  and  al- 
luded to  the  increase  of  railway  enterprise 
since  1842.  This  might  satisfactorily  ac- 
count for  the  price  which  timber  had  main- 
tained ;  but  would  this  demand  be  perpe- 
tual? The  freight  of  American  timber, 
and  the  cost  of  importation,  was  just  double 
that  of  European,  on  an  average.  In  1841 
the  selling  price  of  Baltic  timber  in  this 
country  was  51.  per  load,  so  that  after  duty, 
freight,  and  other  charges,  it  was  com- 
puted that  the  foreign  grower  pocketed 
I  ?.  2s.  6df.  In  the  same  year,  in  the  Ca- 
nada trade,  matters  stood  thus : — 

Freight £2    0    0 

Chftrges 0    5    0 

Ihity  0  10    0 

The  selling  prico  was  i  10    0 
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The  Canadian  grower  was  enabled,  from 
the  differential  duty,  to  pocket  \l.  15«.,  the 
difference  being  as  between  1 1,  2$,  6df.  and 
\L  \5s,  in  favour  of  the  colonial  grower. 
The  Tariff  of  1842  reduced  the  differential 
duty  to  U.  5s.  The  importation  of  timber 
from  the  Baltic  at  present  was : — 

Freight £1     2    6 

Duty  15    0 

Charges 0    2    6 

It  sold  at  61,,  thus  putting  21.  10«.  into 
the  pocket  of  the  European  grower.  As 
regarded  Canadian  timber,  the  following 
was  the  cost  of  importation  at  present : — 

Freight £2    2    0 

Charges 0    7    0 

Duty  0    1    0 

Leaving  for  the  original  cost  21, ,  as  it  sold 
here  at  42.  IO5.  The  relative  difference 
between  the  European  grower  and  the 
Canadian  grower  in  1841,  was  as  \l.  2$,  6df. 
to  1^  \58, ;  the  difference  then  was  in 
favour  of  Canadian;  but  now  it  was  in 
favour  of  the  Baltic  grower.  It  was  clear 
that  whatever  benefit  others  might  have 
received,  two  classes  had  certainly  not  been 
benefited — the  British  consumer,  who  still 
paid  the  same  price,  and  the  Canadian  pro- 
ducer, who  came  into  the  British  market 
at  a  disadvantage  of  10«.  as  compared  with 
1841.  The  causes  to  which  the  late  high 
prices  of  timber  were  ascribed  were  ad- 
mitted to  be  of  a  temporary  nature.  It 
could  not  be  expected  that  the  making  of 
railways  could  be  always  carried  on  as  they 
had  been ;  there  must  be  a  limit  to  those 
works,  and,  consequently,  to  the  demand 
for  timber  which  they  occasioned ;  but  be 
it  recollected,  the  Government  measure  was 
permanent,  and  made  no  allowance  for  a  de- 
crease in  demand.  Then  the  employment  of 
seamen,  which  was  greater  from  the  length 
of  voyage  in  the  Canadian  than  in  the 
Baltic  trade,  was  a  consideration  which 
ought  not  to  be  overlooked  in  their  calcu- 
lations. If  this  measure  were  carried 
into  effect,  the  price  of  Baltic  timber 
in  the  English  market  would  be  32. 
The  Canadian  timber  was  10  per  cent 
less  in  market  value  than  the  foreign  tim- 
ber, while  the  charges  were  higher,  and 
if  the  Canadian  grower  were  compelled  to 
sell  at  the  same  sum  of  32.,  he  would  sustain 
a  loss  of  8«.,  which  would  drive  him  out  of 
the  market  altogether.  If  these  calcula- 
tions were  correct — and  he  knew  they 
were — the  effect  of  this  measure  would 
simply  be,  not  merely  to  discourage  but  to 
annihilate  in  the  market  of  this  country 
the  sale  of  Canadian  timber.    Three  years 


ago,  they  had  altered  the  Corn  Laws  in 
favour  of  Canada.  But  now,  simultane- 
ously with  this  destructive  measure  to  their 
timber  trade,  they  had  equalised  the  duties 
on  com,  so  that  our  Uanadian  Colonies 
were  to  be  placed  precisely  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  United  States.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  whole  of  these  measures 
were  based  upon  an  erroneous  principle — 
upon  a  principle  which  brought  upon  a 
footing  of  equality  the  subjects  of  all  foreign 
Crowns  with  the  subjects  of  the  Crown  of 
Great  Britain ;  and  if  there  were  no  other 
circumstances  to  make  a  difference  between 
the  two,  this  principle  might  very  safely  be 
adopted.  If  they  would  insure  constant 
peace;  if  they  would  equalise  the  taxation 
of  this  country  with  the  taxation  of  foreign 
countries;  if  England  were  but  a  second- 
rate  power  in  the  family  of  nations;  if  they 
were  not  responsible  for  the  welfare  of 
distant  Colonies,  largely  and  densely  popu- 
lated ;  if  with  the  nationidity  of  England  there 
were  not  connected  the  advance  of  a  high 
state  of  civilization — these  measures  of  free 
trade  might  be  applicable  to  our  condition, 
and  might  be  carried  into  effect  with  per- 
fect safety.  But,  when  they  found  the 
contrary  of  all  this  to  be  the  case,  and 
with  respect  to  the  measure  more  imme- 
diately under  their  consideration,  that  it 
affected  the  interest,  first  of  the  Canadian 
the  country,  he  must  give  them  his  oppo- 
sition. The  greatness  of  this  country  de- 
pended upon  the  superiority  of  its  navy, 
and  its  naval  supremacy  depended  upon 
the  colonial  trade,  which  afforded  the  best 
and  almost  the  only  nursery  for  our  sea- 
men. But,  by  these  measures  which  were 
now  introduced,  they  were  likely  to  injure 
both  the  shipping  interest  and  the  pros- 
perity of  the  Colonies.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kendal  had  attempted  to  show  that  the 
reduction  of  duty  had  increased  the  de- 
mand ;  but  every  one  knew  that  the  in- 
creased demand  for  timber  arose  from  a 
course  altogether  unconnected  with  the 
reduction  of  duties.  It  arose  from  the 
extraordinary  progress  made  in  the  con- 
struction of  railways.  He  must  apologize 
for  detaining  the  House  with  these  dry 
statements  ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  well, 
in  these  times,  when  every  vote  was  set 
down  to  a  party  purpose,  that  he  should 
give  his  vote  without  explanation.  He 
disclaimed  being  actuated  by  any  other  view 
in  all  the  votes  he  gave,  than  an  endeavour 
honestly  to  discharge  his  duty,  and  to  do 
the  best  he  could  for  all  classes  of  Her 
MaJQSty's  subjects. 
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Mb.  HENLET  could  not  agree  with 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kendal,   that  the  measures  adopted 
with  regard  to  timber  during  the  last  two 
or  three  years  had  inyolved  no  loss  to  the 
revenue  ;  because  they  would  find  that  the 
average  amount  of  revenue  derived  from 
timber  m  the  years  1840  to  1842  had 
amounted    to    between    1,300,0002.   and 
1,400,0001.;  while  he  believed  the  average 
amount  of  revenue  derived  from  the  same 
source,  during  the  subsequent  three  years 
of   1843,   1844,   1845,  did  not   exceed 
800,0001.  or  900,0002. ;  thus  showing  a 
loss    of   500,0002.    a-year.     Besides,    it 
ought  to  be  observed,  that  during  the  last 
three  years,   there  had   been  an  extra* 
ordinary  demand  for  timber  caused  by  the 
construction  of  railways.    On  a  question  of 
this  sort  he  should  generally  be  disposed 
to  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  Government ; 
but  he  must  say  that  the  arguments  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Treasuiy  had  put  forth  required  something 
very  like  official  assurance  to  propound  to 
the  House.     He  had  told  them  that  the 
reduction    in    the   amount  of   duty  had 
caused  an  increase  in  the  demand  for  oak 
timber,  such  as  was  used  for  the  purposes 
of  the  navy ;  and  he  had  gone  into  some 
statements  to  prove  this,  which  appeared 
to  him  to  require  as  much  official  assurance 
to  set  forth  to  the  House  as  when  the 
right  hon.   Baronet  attempted  to  make 
them  believe  that  the  price  of  meat  had 
risen  in  consequence  of  the  introduction  of 
foreign  cattle ;  because  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  forgotten  that  within  these  few 
years  there  had  been  an  extraordinary  ex- 
penditure for  the  naval  estimates,  that  the 
navy  estimates  had  lately  been  raised  to 
six  or  seven  millions  sterling ;  and  every 
one  who  examined  the  subject  knew  that 
this  large  sum  was  not  expended  in  the  in- 
crease of  seamen,  but  in  the  increase  of 
materials  for  shipbmlding.     Now,  it  was 
well  known  that  timber  for  naval  purposes 
was  so  scarce  that  if  Government  went 
into  the  market  and  purchased  to  the  ex- 
tent of  100,0002.  or  so,  up  went  the  price 
directly.     But  he  did  not  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  rise  and  tell  the  House 
that  timber  not  used  for  shipbuilding  pur- 
poses had  so  increased  in  price  ;  if  it  had, 
he  (Mr.   Henley)   was  certainly  not  ac- 
quainted with  it.     He,  therefore,  thought 
it  was  not  candid  or  fair  in  any  Member  of 
the  Government  to  assign  as  the  reasons 
for  any  statement,  that  which  they  them- 
selves knew  did  not  bear  upon  the  point. 


But  now  he  wished  to  make  some  observa- 
tions upon  the  statements  contained  in  the 
petitions  presented  to  this  House  from  tha 
private  bodies  of  shipowners,  because  be 
felt  that  this  was  a  question  deeply  involv- 
ing the  mercantile  marine  of  the  country. 
He  could  not  conceal  from  himself  that  on 
this  occasion  differences  of  opinion  pre- 
vailed among  the  shipowners.     He  be- 
lieved that  a  few  years  ago  they  were  more 
unanimous  than  they  were  at  present ;  he 
had,  therefore,  taken  some  pains  to  look 
into  the  veasons  which  those  gentlemen 
who  dissented  from  the  general  body  of 
shipowners  put  forth ;  and  he  must  saj 
that  it  was  a  very  singular  position  for 
them  to  take,  because  the  shipowners  were 
themselves  a  highly  protected  body,  and 
must  of  necessity  continue  to  be  so.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  indeed,  in  the  com- 
mencement  of  the  Session,  declared  that 
he  fer  one  could  no  longer  maintain  the 
principle  of  protection  ;  and,  as  often  hi^p* 
pened  with  a  man  when  he  was  saying  that 
which  others  had  said  before,  and  to  which 
he  had  formerly  been  opposed,  he  went 
further  even  than  those  who  consistently 
maintained  the  same  principles.    Thus,  on 
the  question  of  protection,  all  the  best 
writers  in  favour  of  free  trade  admitted 
that  it  might  do  partial  evil  to  the  interests 
concerned,  but  that  it  would  be  for  the 
general  good ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  further  than  this,  and  challenged 
the  House  to  show  that  any  individual  in* 
terest  had  suffered  from  the  extension  of 
free  trade.    Now,  he  (Mr.  Henley)  would 
in  his  turn  challenge  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net to  show  that  he  really  believed  in  the 
truth  of  his  own  assertion,  by  carrying  out 
the  principle  to  its  fuU  extent.   At  present 
foreign  vessels  were  restricted  from  bring* 
ing  to  this  country  any  produce  except 
that  which  belonged  to  Uieir  own  country ; 
that  b,  a  Swedish  vessel  could  not  bring 
here  Russian    produce,  and  vice  vend. 
Now,  why  should  that  be  allowed  ?     Why 
should  not  the  Lincolnshire  agriculturist 
seeing  that  all  protection  was  to  be  taken 
from  him,  be  aUowed  to  employ  a  Dutch 
vessel  to  carry  his  produce  to  the  London 
market  ?     The  freight  would  be  cheaper 
than  an  English  vessel,  and,  therefore, 
there  would  be  so  much  gain  to  the  ag^- 
culturist.     Then  why  should  not  the  West 
Indian  produce  be  brought  over  to  this 
country  in  the  cheapest  possible  way  ?    To 
be  sure  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to 
continue  protection  to  the  West  Indian  in- 
terest.   But  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
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^Ten  aotioe  of  his  intention  to  oppose  that 
course  ;  and,  of  course,  after  the  introduc- 
tion of  slave-grown  Indian  com  and  slaye- 
grown  rice,  no  one  could  argue  in  farour 
of  the  exclusion  of  slave-grown  sugar. 
That  would  he  all  cant,  which  the  nohle 
Lord  would  knock  down  as  he  would  a 
mnepin«  Why,  then,  should  not  sugar  he 
brought  to  this  country  in  foreign  ships, 
the  freights  of  which  were  one-third  cheap- 
er? So,  also,  with  regard  to  sailors.  The 
wages  of  foreign  sailors  were  less  than 
those  of  England  ;  and  if  his  proposition 
were  adopted,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  then  have  an  opportunity  of  descant- 
ing upon  the  great  improvement  in  the 
mercantile  marine,  upon  the  increased 
amount  of  tonnage,  and  the  consequent 
national  prosperity.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  the  more  apt  to  take 
this  view  of  the  case,  hecause  he  had  in- 
variably observed,  that,  in  every  interest 
which  the  Government  had  touched,  they 
had  never,  on  any  one  occasion,  gone  into 
the  condition  of  the  operatives  concerned 
in  the  measure.  They  had  dwelt  upon 
the  increased  quantities  of  consumption, 
and  the  increased  amount  of  imports,  all 
which  might  be  perfectly  true ;  but  diey 
had  never  touched  upon  the  condition  of 
the  workmen.  He  apologised  for  detaining 
the  House  ;  but  from  personal  reasons  he 
felt  a  strong  interest  in  this  question ;  and 
he  had  not  seen  any  arffuments  put  forth 
by  the  shipowners  which  in  his  humble 
judgment  £d  not  cut  theirtown  throats, 
because  as  sure  as  effect  followed  cause,  so 
sure  would  the  results  of  this  measure  be 
detrimental  to  them  ;  and  instead  of  gain- 
ing by  it  they  would  be  ejqposed  to  much 
sharper  competidon  than  they  suffered  at 
the  present  moment. 

Ma.  HUME  concurred  in  opinion  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  if  die  agricul- 
tural interest  was  entirely  freed  from  pro- 
tection, it  was  only  right  that  the  snip- 
ovmers  should  be  placed  in  a  similar  situ- 
ation, that  they  should  have  the  power 
of  buying  in  the  cheapest  market,  and 
selling  in  the  dearest ;  and  he  would  sup- 
port any  proposition  the  hon.  Member 
might  bring  £>rward  for  effecting  that  ob- 
ject. He  (Mr.  Hume)  complained  of  the 
proposal  now  before  the  House,  though  on 
very  different  grounds  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down.  He  com- 
plained that  the  duty  was  not  entirely  re- 
moved. He  knew  of  no  raw  material 
which  it  was  more  important  for  the  gene- 
ral interests  of  the  community  to  render 


accessible  at  a  cheap  rate  than  timber; 
and,  next  to  provisions,  no  article  which, 
with  reference  to  the  erection  of  cheap  and 
suitable  dwellings,  was  more  necessary  to 
the  comfort  of  the  poor.  He  considered 
that  the  course  of  legislation  hitherto  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  this  article  had  been 
most  objectionable ;  and  he  thought  that 
the  shipowners  who  concurred  in  opinion 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  were 
acting  against  their  own  interests.  The 
shipowners  objected  to  reciprocity;  and 
why  ?  They  said  the  materials  widi  which 
they  built  their  ships  were  much  more  ex- 
pensive than  the  materials  used  in  the  con- 
struction of  foreign  ships.  That  was  in 
consequence  of  the  duty  imposed  upon  fo- 
reign timber,  which  was  now  the  only  arti- 
cle used  in  the  construction  of  ships  sub- 
ject to  duty.  In  this  country  the  construc- 
tion of  ships  was  more  expensive  by  51.  ,a 
ton  than  on  the  Contment ;  and  a  foreigner 
could  build  three  ships  with  the  same 
money  with  which  an  Englishman  could 
build  only  two.  The  reduction  of  the  tim- 
ber duties  would  lessen  the  price  of  a  ship's 
hull  built  in  this  country  by  one-half,  or 
even  perhaps  two-thirds.  Woiild  this  give 
no  aavantage  to  the  shipowners?  But, 
then,  he  miffht  be  told  that,  with  respect 
to  wages  ana  the  maintenance  of  seamen, 
the  British  shipowner  could  not  compete 
with  the  foreigner.  The  expense  of  Bri- 
tish seamen  was  certainly  higher  than  that 
of  foreign  sailors ;  but  this  arose  from  the 
fact  that  English  seamen  obtained  food  of 
a  much  better  class,  and  consequently  of 
higher  price,  than  forei^  sailors.  He  was 
satisfied,  however,  that  if  the  measure  now 
before  the  House  were  adopted,  the  British 
shipowner  would  within  five  years  be  able 
to  build  ships  at  much  less  expense  than 
at  present,  and  the  rate  of  freights  would 
consequently  be  reduced.  An  English- 
built  ship  was  always  insured  at  a  much 
lower  premium  than  a  foreign  vessel.  One 
of  the  effects  of  the  present  timber  duties 
had  been  to  drive  shipbuilding  from  British 
ports  to  our  Colonies,  where  vessels  could 
be  constructed  much  less  expensively  than 
at  home.  Yet  no  one  would  contend  that 
the  colonial  ships  were  at  all  equal  to  Bri- 
tish-built vessels ;  they  were  sold  at  a 
cheap  rate,  but  they  were  worn  out  in  ten 
years,  while  a  British-built  ship  would  last 
twenty  years  or  more.  The  effect,  then,  of 
the  reduction  of  the  timber  duties,  would 
be  to  restore  the  shipbuildiug  trade  to  this 
country.  The  disadvantages  under  which 
the  English  shipowners  laboured  might  be 
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elaftsed  under  four  Heads :  first,  the  cost  of 
the  hull  and  rigging,  which  if  this  mea- 
sure were  adopted  could  he  completed  as 
cheaply  here,  he  helieved,  as  in  any  part 
of  the  world;  secondly,  the  rate  of  wages, 
which  would  now  he  equalized;  thirdly,  the 
price  of  provisions,  in  which  there  would 
now  be  a  considerable  reduction  ;    and, 
fourthly,   the  duties    on    insurance.     lie 
thought  that  the  amount  of  duty  on  ma- 
rine policies  was  very  objectionable,  though 
he  aoinitted  that  it  had  been  reduced;  but 
when  men  were  put  to  run  a  race  together, 
they  ought  to  be  equally  loaded.     The 
shipping  interest  had  not  the  advantage  of 
equal  loading,  though  the  course  of  their 
present  legislation  as  far  as  it  went  was  in 
the  right  direction.     He  recollected  that 
in  1813  he  declared  at  the  India-house 
that  he  hoped  to  see  the  amount  paid  for 
tonnage  to  India,  which  was  then  501.  per 
ton,  reduced  to  ten  guineas,  and  his  obser- 
Tation  was  only  laughed  at;  but  he  had 
lived  to  see  the  day  when  it  was  reduced 
to  71.  lOs,,  or  71.,  which  was  considered 
remunerative.     In  consequence  of  the  sys- 
tem  of  duties  which  had  hitherto  been 
maintained,  British  ships  were  inefficiently 
timbered,  and  the  result  was  that  more 
fishermen  and  seamen  were  drowned  be- 
longing to  Britain  than  to  any  other  coun- 
try.    Another  lamentable  result  of   the 
policy  hitherto  pursued  on   this   subject 
was,  that  a  large  portion  of  the  capital  of 
our  shipowners  was  invested  in  Danish  and 
Norwegian  vessels,  because  ships  could  be 
built  in  Denmark  and  Norway  so  much 
cheaper  than  here.     But  the  system  now 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,   if 
carried  out,  would  put  an  end  to  that  evil, 
and  British  capital  would  be  employed  in 
British  ports.    He  had  been  intrusted  with 
a  petition,  which  stated  that  it  would  be 
important  to  the  health  and  comfort  of 
the  labouring  classes,   if  they  were  en- 
abled to  obtain  cheap  dwelling-houses  ;  but 
that  the  existing  high  duties  imposed  on 
articles  of  consumption  deprived  them  of  that 
benefit.  It  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
the  working  classes  should  have  the  means 
of  obtaining  cheap  dwelling-houses.     Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  said  a  great  deal 
about  their  desire  to  improve  the  condition 
of  the  working  classes,  and  lengthy  reports 
upon  their  sanatory  co  dition  had  been  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  that  House,  which  showed 
the  miserably  unhealthy  hovels  which  they 
were  obliged  to  occupy-— the  fruitful  cause 
of  disease  and  death  amongst  the  poor  of 
this  country.  All  that>  however^— the  horrid 


air  which  they  were  compeDed  to  breaAe, 
and  the  pestilence  which  followed  on  h— 
were  the  consequences  of  the  high  dutj 
upon  timber  and  on  bricks  ;   and  he  fesr- 
lessly  asserted  that  every  man  who  opposed 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  thoae  arti- 
cles was  contributing  to  maintain  iniserj 
and  disease  amongst  the  working  classes. 
Men  who  had  been  toiling  their  twelve  or 
fourteen  hours  a  day,  ought  to  be  enabled 
to  occupy  a  place  where  they  could  at  least 
breathe  the  wholesome  air ;  but  inatead  of 
that  the  taxes  of  the  country  confined  tfaeni 
to  miserable,  unhealthy  hovels,  where  the 
fresh  air  never  penetrated  ;   and  when,  in 
the  course  of  time,  they  arrived  at  an  age 
when  they  should  be  able  to   eany  out 
their  experience  in  surrounding  themsdves 
with  small  domestic  comforts,  they  were  fit 
only  to  be  the  inmates  of  a  workhouse  or 
an  hospital.     He  wished  most  strongly  to 
press  that  point  of  the  dwellings  of  the 
poor  of  this  country  upon  who  felt  disposed 
to  oppose  the  reduction  of  the  duty  upon 
timber.      What,   too,  was  the    effect  of 
these  duties  on  the  agriotdturists  thon- 
selves  ?   Every  man  knew  that  the  expense 
attendant  on  the  erection  of  buildings  was 
an  important  item  with  the  fanner.     Who 
had  tried  American  or  home  timber  far 
this  purpose,  without  finding  that  the  whole 
of  his  labour  and  expeuse  in  the  erection 
of  buildings  was  thrown  away,  and  that 
he  was  obliged  at  last  to  have  recourse  to 
Baltic  timber,  if  he  wished  to  have  durable 
constructions?      Consequently,   the  mea- 
sure which  the  agriculturists  were  now 
opposing  would,  if  passed,  enable  them  to 
construct  their  buildings  with  a  more  dura^ 
ble  material.     What,  he  asked,  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  measure  on  aU 
classes,  and  among  others,  on  the  manu^- 
turers  ?     He  would  say,  take  the  duty  off 
entirely,  and  put  them  on  a  footing  to  com- 
pete with  all  the  world.     Give  protection 
to  nobody.     What  was  protection  but  the 
giving  to  some  individuals  the  right  of 
taxing  their  neighbours?     Every  protec- 
tionist put  his  hand  into  his  neighbour's 
pocket  mdirectly ;  doing  that  which,  if  an 
unfortunate  man  did  in  the   streets,  he 
would  be  taken  to  Bow-street,  and  trans- 
ported to  Botany  Bay.     No  measure  con-       I 
nected  with  commercial  reform  was  of  more 
importance  than  the  entire  repeal  of  the 
duties  on  timber;  and  he  could  only  accoont 
for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not  taking  the 
duties  all  off  at  the  present  moment,  by 
supposing  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in 
making  so  great  a  change  as  he  bad  donei 
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tiling  he  felt  inclined  to  consult — ^tho  last 
thing  he  felt  inclined  to  believe,  was  a 
statement  of  figures  made  to  this  House. 
And  this  may  truly  be  said,  I  think,  of 
the  figures  produced  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.  Now,  to  show  how  difficult  it  is 
to  judge  of  the  real  condition  of  the  com- 
mercial marine  of  this  country  by  the 
statistics  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  is  only 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  Tables  of  Revenue 
and  Population,  published  by  Mr.  Porter 
in  1841,  where  it  is  stated  that  the  num- 
ber of  registered  steam  vessels  is  791,  and 
the  tonnage  carried  by  themi  95,795  tons. 
By  another  portion  of  a  document  emanat' 
ing  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  seems  this 
country  did  not  then  possess  791  vessels  of 
this  class;  but  not  less  than  17,000,  with 
a  tonnage,  not  of  95,000  tons,  but  of 
3,264,459  tons.  Now,  it  appears  to  ma 
the  mode  adopted  of  arriving  at  these 
larger  nimibers  is  by  registering  the  voyage 
of  every  wretched  miserable  sloop  that 
loaves  the  ports  of  the  country  ;  so  that  if 
each  of  these  vessels  made  two  voyages  a 
month  to  Ostend,  for  instance,  which  would 
be  twenty-four  voyages  for  the  year,  each 
would  enter  into  the  account  as  twenty- 
four  vessels.  Therefore,  this  would  be  the 
effect — that  an  East  India  ship  of  500 
tons,  making  one  voyage  in  the  year  out 
and  home,  and  employing  thirty  seamen, 
would  figure  in  these  returns  as  500  tons; 
while  a  ^vretched,  paltry  sloop,  such  as  I 
have  mentioned,  carrying  only  50  tons, 
and  manned  by  two  men  and  a  boy,  mak- 
ing her  only  voyage  to  Ostend  or  Antwerp, 
would  represent  1,200  tons..  Well,  then, 
these  figures — emanating  from  authority, 
mind — ^being  so  fallacious,  how  can  we 
look  at  the  returns  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  judge  of  the  amount  of  our  mercantile 
marine,  or  the  extent  of  our  foreign  com- 
merce ?  How  are  we  to  draw,  or  how  can 
any  man  draw,  correct  conclusions  from 
such  documents?  This  small  sloop  of  which 
I  speak,  its  crew  earning  in  wages  72^, 
would  represent  more  tonnage  than  the 
East  India  vessel  paying  wages  to  the 
amount  of  7201.  By  the  same  rate,  an 
Ostend  steoiner  of  100  tons,  and  manned 
with  ^re  men  and  a  boy,  making  two  trips 
per  week,  would  cause  a  splendid  display 
of  10,400  tons.  And  again,  a  sloop  of 
fifty  tons,  would  show  more  than  a  China- 
man of  1,200  tons,  manned  by  a  crew  of 
seventy-two  men,  and  earning  1,728^  per 
annum.  1  could  add  other  illustrations  to 
those  already  given,  and  might  speak  of 
the  returns  of  trade  in  guano,  in  which  it 

2U 


king  all  his  measures  together,  wished  to 
see  what  the  effect  of  those  might  be.   He 
iwas  confident   that  before  another  year 
elapsed  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  see 
tbe  importance  of  the  total  repeal  of  the 
timber  duties,  not  merely  to  one  class,  but 
to  all  classes.    He  (Mr.  Hume)  should  give 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  reduction  proposed 
l>y  the  Government,  on  the  ground  that 
timber  was  a  raw  material,  and  required 
by  almost  every  class ;  and  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  proposed  reduction  would 
be  particularly  beneficial  to  the  working 
classes.     At  the  same  time,  he  expressed 
bis  regret  that  it  had  not  been  proposed  to 
repeal  the  duties  entirely  and  immediately. 
Lord  G.  BENTINCK:    In  rising.  Sir, 
to  support  the  Amendment  which  has  this 
nig;ht  been  brought  forward  with  so  much 
honesty  of  purpose,  with  so  much  ability, 
an.d  with  so  much  perspicuity  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (the  Marquess  of  Worcester),  I  am 
sore  I  am  but  uttering  the  sentiments  of 
hon.  Members,  when  I  say  that  none  could 
have  listened  to  the  observations  which 
fell  from  that  noble  Member,  and  not  have 
felt   convinced  he  has  given  promjse  of 
eminence    in    future   discussions   of  this 
House.     I  can  assure  the  House  that  I 
should  not  have  risen  at  a  quarter  past 
eleven  the  other  night  for  the  purpose  of 
adjournment,  had  I  not  been  of  opinion 
that  the  subject  of  debate  was  of  the  most 
paramount  importance.     The  question  be- 
fore the  House  appears  to  me  to  divide  it- 
self into  three  different  heads.   First,  comes 
the  question  of  revenue,  and  the  relief  of 
taxation  to   the  people  of  this  country. 
Secondly,  the  subject  appears  to  resolve 
itself  into  a  question  how  far  we  should 
maintain  the  system  of  protection  to  our 
Colonies,   so  long   afforded  them.     And, 
thirdly.  Sir,  in  discussing  this  question,  we 
are  bound  to  consider  whether  we  shall,  or 
shall  not,  continue  to  maintain  a  national 
maritime  preponderance  by  the  encourage- 
ment on  that  part  of  our  trade,  which  gives 
employment  to  our  native  seamen.     Many 
returns  and  statements  of  figures  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  by  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  and  on  other  occasions  by  the 
Board  of  Trade;  and  I  will  commence  my 
observations  by  endeavouring  to  show  that 
no  dependence  can  be  placed  on  a  super- 
ficial view  of  the  figures  emanating  n*om 
the  latter.     A   lamented   and    illustrious 
statesman,  a  relative  of  mine,  made  this 
observation — that  the  last  thing  to  which 
he  inclined  to  pay  any  attention — the  last 
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is  stated  there  are  679  ships  employed,  the 
tonnage  of  which  is  219,764  tons,  the  crews 
11,434  men,  and  the  amount  of  wages 
205,812^     These  vessels  brought  home 
cargoes  valued  at  1,668,0001.     Now  com- 
pare the  Return  of  this  trade  with  the  Re- 
turn of  registered  steam  vessels,  and  then 
judge  of  the  acciu*acy  of  these  returns  for 
comparison.      Could  any   comparison  be 
made  with  the  guano  trade,  which  is  said 
to  employ  upwards  of  11,000  seamen,  and 
the  return  of  registered  steam  vessels  and 
their  tonnage.     I  hope.  Sir,  1  have  shown 
to  this  House  sufficient  to  convince  it  that 
we  cannot  rely  upon  the  statements  made 
upon  the  position  of  our   foreign  trade; 
and  its  Members  must  not  be  carried  away 
by  the  statistical  information  issued  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.   But  having  touched  upon 
this  subject,  1  will  address  a  few  observa- 
tions to  the  House  upon  the  matter  of 
price.     The  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr. 
Warburton)  has  stated  that  the  reduction 
of  duty  kept  the  Americans  from  obtain- 
ing an  excessive  price  for  the  timber  of 
that  country.     That  is  a  point  on  which  1 
will  meet  the  Ministry.     In  the  year  1842, 
when  a  reduction  of  taxation  was  proposed, 
it  became  me,  in  the  exercise  of  my  duty 
as  the  representative  of  a  constituency  con- 
nected with  the  shipping  interest,  to  wait 
on  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  Earl  of  Ripon,  and  state  to  him  that 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  timber  would 
have  one  of  two  effects,  either  that  the  na- 
tives on  the  shores  of  the  Baltic  would 
pocket  the  duty  taken  off  their  products^ 
or  that  the  Canadian  trade  would  be  in- 
jured to  some  extent.     1  think  1  can  show 
to  a  demonstration  that  one  of  those  re- 
sults has  happened.     1  wiU  show  by  evi- 
dence which  cannot  be  doubted,  that  the 
average    price    of    timber  from    Quebec 
has  been  reduced,  whilst  the  large  amount 
of  the  duties  taken  off  has  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  the  foreigner.     I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  list  of  the  average  prices  of  timber, 
which  was  furnished  by  Mr.  Ranklin,  of 
Liverpool,  and  scut  to  that  gentleman  by 
Messrs.  Ranklin,  of  Elsinore.     The  firm 
which  has  •  furnished  this  information  is  of 
the  highest  character,  and  engaged  in  ex- 
tensive trade;  and  therefore  the  statement 
given  by  these  gentlemen  may  be  relied  on 
as  correct  by  the  House.     Now,  I  find  that 
the  price  of  red  pine  in  Canada  in  the  years 
1839  and  1840,  was  9d.  per  foot.  In  1841 
it   was   9|d.   per  foot.     This  makes   an 
average  of  9\a.  per  foot.     I  omit  the  year 
1842  from  my  statement,  because  the  Mi- 


nistry do  not  approve  of  looking  at  thit 
period.     I  do  not  state  the  average  of  tint 
year — ^the  year  1842 — ^because   it  seems 
that    Ministers   almost  regard    the  com- 
mencement of  the  world   as   dating  after 
that  year.     Ministers  would  almost  seem 
to  regard  that  period,  as  the  era  of  the  Re- 
volution in  France  had  been  regarded  bj 
those  engaged  in  it,  and   desire   to  date 
aU  future  time  from  its  commencement 
The  year  1842  is  so  highly  regarded,  that 
it  would  be  nothing  wonderful  if  we  no 
longer  dated  so  many  years  after  the  birth 
of  Christ,  but  after  ^e  advent  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  Sir  Robert  Peel,   to  office. 
1  shall,    Sir,  under  these  circumstances, 
leave  out  this  year  1842.      I  shall  applj 
myself  to  the  three  years  before  1842,  and 
the  three  years  following  that  memorable 
era ;  and  I  find  the  average  price  of  ism- 
ber  for  the  three  years  before  1842,  was 
9|d.  per  foot ;  and  I  further  find,  that  the 
average  price  for  three  years    following 
1842,  had  fallen  to  7|d.  per  foot.     Thisia 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  reduction  in  t&e 
price  of  red  pine  coming  from  Quebec  was 
13|  per  cent.   1  will  aUo  give    the  Houae 
the  price  of  yellow  pine,  which  I  think  the 
hon.   Member  for  Kendal  admitted  had 
fallen  in  price  after  the  duty  had  beea 
lowered.    1  find  the  average  of  yellow  pine 
before  the  duty  was  reduced  was  4f<l.  per 
foot,  and  which  fell  to  4^(1.,  making  a  re- 
duction by  the  effect  of  differential  duty  of 
10  per  cent.    A  reduction,  then,  had  taken 
place  in  Canada  of  13^  per  cent  in  the 
price  of  red  pine,  and  of  10  per  cent  in 
yellow  pine.    Yet,  if  we  refer  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.   Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  we  should  leam 
that  by  the  reduction  of  duty  prices  would 
not  fall  but  rise.     I  think.   Sir,   I  hare 
shown  that  those  persons  who  represented 
the  shipping  interest  in  the  year  1842  have 
not  been  so  far  out  in  their  calculations  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  woidd  have  the 
country  beHeve.   I  have  other  returns  than 
those  I  have  given,  but  1  think  the  House 
will  be  satisfied  with  those  of  Messrs.  Rank- 
lin  on   Canadian  timber,   which  I  have 
quoted,  and  may  be  relied  upon.     I  will 
now  refer  to  the  price  of  Baltic  timber;  SJ^^ 
1  am  extremely  glad  to  say  1  shall  quote 
an  authority  of  great  weight  with  this 
House.     It  is  always  pleasing  to  quote 
from  the  speeches  of  a  Cabinet  Minister^ 
but  I  can  now  quote  from  the  published 
writings  of  a  Cabinet  Minister,  who,  rathef 
than  contravene  his  opinions,  thought  pro- 
per to  resign  his  seat.    I  quote  from  the 
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pampUet  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  publislied  in 
184o.  The  object  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in 
this  pamphlet,  was  to  show  the  great  ad- 
vantage the  consumers  would  obtain  by 
the  reduction  of  the  duties.  He  said,  that 
up  to  the  year  1845 — the  period  at  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrote — ^the  mea- 
sure of  the  Government  had  not  had  fair 
play,  and  that  the  experience  of  another 
year  would  afford  a  better  test  of  the  ad- 
vantages the  consumer  would  derive  from 
their  operation.  He  referred  to  those  pre- 
dictions he  made  at  the  time  those  mea- 
sures were  passed,  in  respect  of  which  we 
have  been  so  much  laughed  at.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says — 

**  When,  howeyer,  it  is  remembered  how  pecu- 
liar W2M  the  course  of  the  timber  trade,  and  the 
mode  of  preparing  deals  for  the  British  market 
under  thd  former  law,  that  we  hare  only  two 
years  of  the  new  system  before  us,  and  that  tim- 
ber does  not  come  here  until  after  the  timber  is 
cut,  I  think  it  is  evident  that  another  twelve- 
month  at  least  must  elapse  before  we  can  fully  ap- 
preciate the  benefits  of  the  alteration  which  has 
been  made.  As,  however,  it  was  confidently  pre^ 
dieted  by  many  persons  that  the  consumer  would 
not  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  great  reduction  of 
the  duties  on  foreign  timber,  I  have  referred  to 
trustworthy  sourees  of  information,  and  have  ob- 
tained the  following  results.'' 

Mr.  Gladstone  then  says,  that  it  appears 
that  the  price  of  Dantzic  or  Memel  timber 
in  the  London  market,  duty  paid,  was,  in 
January,  1842,  5^  12^.  6a.  per  load,  and 
that,  in  January,  1845,  when  the  duty  was 
lower  by  30^.,  the  price  varied  from 
4^  7s.  65.  to  41.  10«.,  and,  consequently, 
the  mean  price  was  42.  &8.  9d, ;  the  reduc- 
tion to  the  consmner  in  1845  being 
11.  3s,  dd.,  leaving  the  remaining  6s.  3a. 
to  go  into  the  pocket  of  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer. Now,  Sir,  1  have  taken  the  same 
month  of  January,  in  1846,  and  I  find  that, 
at  that  period,  the  price  of  Dantzic  or  Me- 
mel timber  per  load,  duty  paid,  in  the  Lon- 
don market,  varied  from  4L  10s.  to  51. ; 
mean  price  being  il.  15s,  The  result  is 
that  the  reduction  to  the  consumer  in  Ja- 
nuary, 1846,  out  of  the  30s,  of  reduced 
duty,  is  no  more  than  16^.  6d.,  the  other 
13s.  6d.  going  into  the  pocket  of  the  fo- 
reign grower.  And,  Sir,  I  want  to  know, 
whether  my  hon.  Friends  aroimd  me  call 
upon  the  Government  to  reduce  the  excise 
duty,  of  which  the  profits  are  divided  be- 
tween the  consumers  and  the  growers  of 
the  articles  on  which  the  duties  are  levied, 
they  are  not  wiser  than  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  who  seem  to  have  adopted 
this  principle,  viz.,  that  we  shoidd  abandon 
all  reduction  of  excise  duties,  and  limit 


ourselves  to  reduction  of  customs  duties, 
that  is,  of  duties  upon  articles  which  came 
into  competition  with  the  industry  and  la- 
bour of  our  own  people  ?  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  is  not 
contented  with  the  prices  in  the  London 
markets  only,  but  goes  further,  and  refers 
to  those  of  the  Liverpool  market.  He  says 
that  the  price  of  Dantzic  fir,  common  and 
middlmg,  sold  in  Liverpool,  was — 

per  foot. 
In  Jan.  1841  ...  26}d.  to  27d.    ...  mean  Sdfd. 
<«       1842  ...  24ld.  to  85id.  ...      *'     26d. 
*«       1845  ...  19|d.  to  21d.     ...     «<     20id. 

showing  a  reduction  in  1845,  as  compared 
with  1841,  of  6i<l.  per  foot,  or  27*.  Id. 
per  load ;  and  a  reduction  in  1845,  as  com« 
pared  with  1842,  of  4|d.  per  foot,  or 
19*.  lOd.  per  load.  But  the  result  of  this 
is,  that  the  foreign  producer,  who,  in  1845, 
as  compared  wiUi  1841,  put  2*.  lid.  out 
of  the  reduced  duty  of  30*.  in  his  own 
pocket,  did,  in  1845,  as  compared 
with  1842,  put  into  his  own  pocket, 
no  less  than  10*.  2d,  of  the  same  30*. 
But  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  carrv'- 
ing  forward  the  calculations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  find  that,  in  the 
month  of  January^  1846,  the  price  of 
Dantzic  fir,  common  or  middling,  sold  in 
Liverpool,  had  risen  to  23d.  and  24d.,  the 
mean  price  being  23|d. ;  so  that,  if  you 
compare  the  respective  years  1841  and 
1842  with  1846,  the  period  by  which,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  told  you,  you 
were  to  be  enabled  more  fully  to  appreciate 
the  results  of  this  measure,  you  will  find 
that  the  reduction  to  the  consumer  in  1846, 
as  compared  with  1841,  has  fallen  to  3^d. 
per  foot,  or  13*.  6^d.  per  load,  and  that  the 
reduction  in  1846,  as  compared  with  1842, 
has  fallen  to  5*.  2|d.  per  load :  the  gain  to 
the  foreigner  beinff  16*.  5^d,  in  1846  as 
compared  with  1841,  and,  in  1846  as  com- 
pared with  1842,  no  less  than  24*.  9|d. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  aware  that  it  may  be  said 
that  the  trade  with  the  Canadas  has,  not- 
withstanding, greatly  increased.  It  is  per- 
fectly true,  that  the  trade  has  increased; 
but  I  apprehend  that  that  increase  has  not 
arisen  from  any  reduction  of  these  duties^ 
but  that  it  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  great 
increase  in  railway  speculation,  and  the 
consequent  demand  for  timber  for  railway 
sleepers  and  buildings.  [**  Hear  !  *']  Do 
those  Gentlemen  who  cry  "hear**  think, 
let  me  ask  them,  that  any  one  of  those 
railways  which  have  been  constructed,  would 
not  have  been  constructed  if  these  duties 
had  not  been  altered  ?     I  am  myself  a 
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holder  of  railway  shares;  and  I  must  con- 
fess that  I  never  remember  it  to  have  been 
a  matter  of  question  whether  a  railway 
should  be  constructed  or  not,  or  whether 
wooden  sleepers  instead  of  stone  should  be 
adopted,  in  consequence  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  having  altered  the  timber  du- 
ties, and  that  wood  could  be  got  5i,  2d.  a 
load  cheaper.  I  do  not  at  the  moment  see 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Hudson)  in  his  place,  or  1  would 
venture  to  appeal  to  him  whether  one  foot 
the  less  of  timber  would  have  been  bought 
for  railway  purposes,  if  the  duties  had  re- 
mained the  same  as  they  originaUy  were. 
I  know  well  what  his  answer  would  be; 
and,  if  so,  it  must  be  clear  to  this  House — 
60  far  at  least  as  increased  consumption 
is  concerned  in  respect  of  timber — that  the 
redaction  of  the  duties  has  been  an  unmiti- 
gated loss  to  the  consumer;  and  that,  but 
for  this  increased  railway  speculation,  the 
Canadas  would  have  suffered  much  both  as 
regards  the  price  of  their  timber,  and  the 
increase  of  their  exports.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  on  a  former  occasion,  appealed 
to  the  trade  of  Liverpool,  and  drew  a  com- 
parison of  the  tonnage  employed  in  1845, 
as  compared  with  his  favourite  year  of 
1842.  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that  222,000  tons  entered  inwards  in  1845, 
and  180,000  in  1842.  But,  that  the  House 
may  see  how  unfair  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  in  making  quotations,  I  will  read  a 
statement  from  a  circular  of  Messrs.  Demp- 
sey.  Frost,  and  Co.,  dated  Feb.  22,  1846. 
I  think  that  my  hon. .  Friends  around  me 
may  have  good  reason  to  complain  that  the 
information  which  I  moved  for  some  six  or 
seven  weeks  since  has  been  kept  back  so 
long.  I  refer  to  a  Return,  for  which  I 
have  moved,  of  the  timber-laden  ships  en- 
tered inwards  for  the  last  seven  years. 
And  I  may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  it  was  only  this  morning  we  got  a 
Return,  which  had  been  for  some  time 
moved  for,  of  the  guano-laden  vessels  which 
have  entered  inwards,  whilst,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  moves  for  a  Return,  it  is 
presented  the  next  day.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, of  the  great  increase  of  the  trade  of 
late.  But  why  was  that  ?  Why,  the  revo- 
lution, I  may  almost  term  it,  which  he  him- 
self produced  in  the  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try in  1842,  threw  the  trade  into  complete 
confusion.  I  find  that  the  tonnage  cm- 
ployed  in  the  British  American  trade  in 
1842,  was  165  ships  and  91,179  tonnage; 


but,  if  I  look  to  the  year  before,  I  fiad 
that,  instead  of  165  ships  and  91,179  ton- 
nage, the  ships  were  318,  and  the  tonnage 
174,948.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
condescends  to  look  back  to  the  time  whet 
the  Whigs  were  in  office.       But,  looking 
back  all  the  way  to  the  year  1831,  I  find 
no  two  single  years  in  irhich  the  amomtt 
of  tonnage  employed  in  tbe  British  Ameri- 
can trade  was  so  low  as  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  as  his  critcrioo. 
I  will  take  the  average  of  three  years  since 
the  alteration  of  the  timber   duties,  and 
compare  the  results  of  the  North  American 
trade  with  the  same  during  earlier  trieo- 
nial  periods,  and  then  contrast  it  with  the 
results  of  the  Baltic  trade.      I  find  that  tlie 
average  increase  on  the  last  period  of  three 
years,  as  compared  with  the  three  years 
previous  to  1842,  is  36  per  cent  of  ton- 
nage in  the  North  American    trade;  but 
comparing  the  three  years  of  1839,  1840, 
and  1841,  with  1831.  1832,  and  1833,  I 
find  the  increase  was  ^^  per  cent;  so  that 
it  appears  that  the  Canada  trade  was  pro- 
gresing  before  the  alteration  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty;  and  that  it  has  not  pro- 
gressed since,  notwithstanding  the  demaiid 
caused  by  the  increase  of  railway  specula- 
tion.    In  contrasting  the  Canada  with  the 
Baltic  trade,  I  find  that  the  average  impor- 
tation of  the  three  years  1831,  lo32,  and 
1833,  by  timber-laden  ships,  was  21,164 
tons.     In  the  triennial  period  immediately 
before  the  reduction  of  the  dififerential  du- 
ties, the  average  tonnage  laden  with  Baltic 
timber  fell  from  that  amount  to  an  average 
of  14,442,   so  that  whilst  under  the  old 
duties    the   Baltic    importation    fell   one- 
third,  the  importation  from  Canada,  under 
the  differential  duties,  increased  by  66  per 
cent.     I  think,  then,   Sir,  I  have  shown 
good  cause  why  our   Canadian  Colonies 
have  reason  to  be  alarmed  at  this  altera- 
tion, and,  Sir,  I  much  fear  they  are  alarmed 
already.     The  Canadian  mail  arrived  but 
two  days  since;  and  what  is  the  intelligence 
she  has  brought?      Why,  Sir,  that  the 
greatest  dissatisfaction  prevails  in  the  Cs- 
nadas,  and  that  they  are  already  discussing 
the  question  whether  it  is  not  better  that 
they  should  be   annexed  to   the   United 
States  of  America.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  shakes  his  head;  hut 
this,  I  assure  him,  is  the  information  which 
has  come  to  this  country.     They  say— 

*'  We  admit  your  cotton  mnmifiictures,  we  admit 
your  woollen  manufiictui^es,  at  7  J  per  cent  duty, 
whilst  wo  plncc  15  per  cent  upon  those  pf  t^' 
United  Stiites ;  and  if  you  are  about  to  witbdrav 
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from  us  protection — ^you,  who  only  two  years  ago, 
gave  to  us  the  boon  of  the  Canada  Com  Bill — if 
yon  are  going  to  deprire  us,  as  you  deprive  the 
farmers  of  England,  of  protection,  and  to  extend 
the  principle  you  now  apply  to  timber,  to  com  as 
weU,  we  had  better  by  half  join  the  United  States." 

But  I  will  read  a  passage  from  the  leading 
article  of  the  Montreal  Gazette  of  the  25th 
of  February  last ;  and,  perhaps,  I  ought 
more  properly  to  have  observed,  it  was  in 
Canada  West  that  the  feeling  to  which  I 
have  referred  principally  prevails.  The 
article  to  which  I  allude  says  : — 

"  When  Lord  John  Russell,  now  some  fifteen 
years  ago,  came  down  with  a  proposition  for  de* 
molishing  the  pocket  boroughs,  an  hon.  Legisla- 
tor"— [I  well  remember  the  occurrence,  for  I  sat 
by  the  side  of  my  old  friend  Mr.  John  Smith  ;  for 
he  it  was  at  the  time] — "  an  hon.  Legislator  said, 
that  the  temerity  of  the  proposal '  &irly  took  his 
breath  away/  The  boldness  of  the  financial  scheme 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  striking  at  once  at  provisions, 
com,  and  timber,  at  every  branch  of  trade  in  this 
Colony,  on  the  protection  of  which  the  producers 
had  relied,  has  had  something  of  a  similar  effect 
here.  The  majority  yet  remain  in  breathless  as- 
tonishment, mingled  with  no  little  consternation 
and  alarm,  and  not  the  less  so  that  we  are  so  re- 
mote from  the  scene  of  action,  that  in  all  proba- 
bility the  deed  will  be  consummated  before  our 
remonstrances  can  be  heard.  We  have  at  present, 
however,  little  time  or  space  at  our  disposal  to 
speculate  on  the  consequences  of  the  apparently 
inevitable  carrying  of  the  Primier's  measure;  and 
we  only  wish  to  convey  to  our  English  readers 
what  appears  to  be  the  impression  ox  the  best  in- 
formed persons  in  this  quarter." 

Will  the  free  traders  now — ^will  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  now — taunt  ub  with 
unnecessary  delay  ?  Thank  God,  we  have 
delayed  this  measure  till  the  "  remon- 
strances'*  of  our  Canadian  Colonies  have 
been  heard ;  and,  but  for  the  assistance  of 
the  patriotic  band  around  me,  the  measure 
would  have  been  carried  there  without  it. 
The  Colonies  have  now,  however,  been 
heard;  and  I  trust  that  this  House  will 
pause  before  it  passes  hiuriedly  through  it  a 
measure  which  has  created  such  consterna- 
tion and  alarm  in  our  Canadian  possessions. 
Surely,  Sir,  this  is  not  the  time — when 
America  is  arming  her  seaboard,  and 
when  Mr.  Quincy  Adams  impiously  and 
blasphemously  caUs  to  his  aid  the  Word  of 
God  as  a  justification  for  lighting  up  the 
firebrand,  and  unleashing  the  hell-dogs  of 
war ;  surely  this  is  not  a  very  happy  mo- 
ment for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
shake,  by  their  Tariff  and  Customs  Act, 
the  fidelity  and  attachment  of  our  Canadian 
fellow  subjects.  There  is  a  little  cloud  in 
the  west,  which  may  grow  blacker  still, 
and,  perhaps,  break  upon  us,  if  such  mea- 
sures as  these  are  adopted  in  regard  to  our 


Canadian  Colonies.  Sir,  I  am  as  anxious 
as  any  man  that  peace  should  be  main- 
tained with  honour.  I  think  this  country 
can  well  afford  to  repose  upon  her  laurels, 
and  not  to  enter  again  upon  the  contests 
of  war.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think 
that  the  way  to  obtain  peace  is  by  a  dis- 
honourable sacrifice  of  our  colonial,  or 
of  our  domestic,  industry.  I  am  as  willing 
as  any  man  can  be,  that,  if  any  doubt  arises 
as  to  our  rights,  they  should  be  referred  to 
any  umpire — I  care  not  whom — and,  ra- 
ther than  we  should  wrongfully  take  any- 
thing where  a  doubt  may  exist  as  to  our 
right  to  take  it,  willingly  will  I  concede  it 
to  the  American  States.  But  if  it  comes 
to  this,  that  the  Bible  is  to  be  quoted  as 
the  foundation  for  America's  title  to  the 
Oregon  territory,  I  trust  that  we  shall  not 
go  sneaking  to  America  with  an  offer  of 
free  trade  in  com,  of  the  birthright  of 
British  farmers,  and  of  the  carrying  trade 
of  British  shipping.  If,  Sir,  all  hon. 
means  shall  have  been  used  in  vain,  I 
shall  meekly  and  humbly  appeal,  in  confi- 
dence, to  the  AU-powerM  God  of  battle, 
and  not  address  America  in  the  language 
of  purchase,  but  the  thundering  broadsides 
of  line-of-battle  ships.  Firm  in  the  jus- 
tice of  our  cause,  when  the  last  resources 
of  peace  are  gone,  then,  with  the  assistance 
of  an  All-just  Providence,  fearing  no  hu- 
man enemy,  we  will  send  those  British 
seamen,  whom,  by  such  measures  as  this 
of  to-night  yon  are  going  to  destroy — ^we 
will  send  those  British  sulors  to  visit  the 
seaboard  of  America,  and  to  speak  to  her 
in  terms  that  cannot  be  misunderstood. 
The  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  has 
accurately  stated  the  number  of  seamen 
employed  in  the  Baltic  trade,  and  the 
small  proportion  of  them  that  are  English 
compared  with  the  number  of  those  who 
are  Russians,  Norwegians,  and  Prussians. 
In  1844,  as  compared  with  1841,  it  ap- 
pears that  the  number  of  seamen  in  the  fo- 
reign trade,  engaged  in  the  carrying  of 
Baltic  timber,  had  increased  to  upwards  of 
11,000,  whilst  yours  had  only  increased  to 
between  1,100  or  1,200.  It  is  a  question 
whether,  under  our  laws,  we  can  keep 
pace  with  the  efforts  of  foreign  seamen  ; 
and  if  I  show  what  I  contend  I  hava 
shown,  it  proves  that  your  present  regula- 
tions are  not  such  as  will  conduce  to  the 
continued  maintenance  of  your  pre-emi- 
nence on  the  seas.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  seemed 
altogether  to  limit  his  view  to  the  trade 
with  Groat  Britain,  and  says  to  us,  ''  See 
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holder  of  railway  shares;  and  I  must  con- 
fess that  1  never  remember  it  to  have  been 
a  matter  of  question  whether  a  railway 
should  be  constructed  or  not,  or  whether 
wooden  sleepers  instead  of  stone  should  be 
adopted,  in  consequence  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  having  altered  the  timber  du- 
ties, and  that  wood  could  be  got  58,  2d.  a 
load  cheaper.  1  do  not  at  the  moment  see 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Hudson)  in  his  place,  or  1  would 
venture  to  appeal  to  him  whether  one  foot 
the  less  of  timber  would  have  been  bought 
for  railway  purposes,  if  the  duties  had  re- 
mained the  same  as  they  originally  were. 
I  know  well  what  his  answer  would  be; 
and,  if  so,  it  must  be  clear  to  this  House — 
so  far  at  least  as  increased  consumption 
is  concerned  in  respect  of  timber — that  the 
reduction  of  the  duties  has  been  an  unmiti- 
gated loss  to  the  consumer;  and  that,  but 
for  this  increased  railway  speculation,  the 
Oanadas  would  have  suffered  much  both  as 
regards  the  price  of  their  timber,  and  the 
increase  of  their  exports.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  on  a  former  occasion,  appealed 
to  the  trade  of  Liverpool,  and  drew  a  com- 
parison of  the  tonnage  employed  in  1845, 
as  compared  with  his  favourite  year  of 
1842.  1  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that  222,000  tons  entered  inwards  in  1845, 
and  180,000  in  1842.  But,  that  the  House 
may  see  how  unfair  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  m  making  quotations,  1  will  read  a 
statement  from  a  circular  of  Messrs.  Demp- 
sey,  Frost,  and  Co.,  dated  Feb.  22,  1846. 
I  think  that  my  hon. .  Friends  around  me 
may  have  good  reason  to  complain  that  the 
information  which  I  moved  for  some  six  or 
seven  weeks  since  has  been  kept  back  so 
long.  I  refer  to  a  Return,  for  which  I 
have  moved,  of  the  timber-laden  ships  en- 
tered inwards  for  the  last  seven  years. 
And  I  may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 
that  it  was  only  this  moiming  we  got  a 
Return,  which  had  been  for  some  time 
moved  for,  of  the  guano-laden  vessels  which 
have  entered  inwards,  whilst,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  moves  for  a  Return,  it  is 
presented  the  next  day.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, of  the  great  increase  of  the  trade  of 
late.  But  why  was  that  ?  Why,  the  revo- 
lution, I  may  almost  term  it,  which  he  him- 
self produced  in  the  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try m  1842,  threw  the  trade  into  complete 
confusion.  I  find  that  the  tonnage  em- 
ployed in  the  British  American  trade  in 
1842,  was  1C5  ships  and  91,179  tonnage; 


but,  if  I  look  to  the  year  before,  I  find 
that,  instead  of  165  ships  and  91,179  ton- 
nage, the  ships  were  318,  and  the  tonnage 
174,948.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
condescends  to  look  back  to  the  time  when 
the  Whigs  were  in  office.  But,  looking 
back  all  the  way  to  the  year  1831,  I  find 
no  two  single  years  in  which  the  amount 
of  tonnage  employed  in  the  British  Ameri- 
can trade  was  so  low  as  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  as  his  criterion. 
I  will  take  the  average  of  three  years  since 
the  alteration  of  the  timber  duties,  and 
compare  the  results  of  the  North  American 
trade  with  the  same  during  earlier  trien- 
nial periods,  and  then  contrast  it  with  the 
results  of  the  Baltic  trade.  1  find  that  the 
average  increase  on  the  last  period  of  three 
years,  as  compared  with  the  three  years 
previous  to  1842,  is  36  per  cent  of  ton- 
nage in  the  North  American  trade;  but 
comparing  the  three  years  of  1839,  1840, 
and  1841,  with  1831,  1832.  and  1833,  I 
find  the  increase  was  66  per  cent;  so  that 
it  appears  that  the  Canada  trade  was  pro- 
gresing  before  the  alteration  in  the  redac- 
tion of  the  duty;  and  that  it  has  not  pro- 
gressed since,  notwithstanding  the  demand 
caused  by  the  increase  of  nulway  specnl*- 
tion.  In  contrasting  the  Canada  with  the 
Baltic  trade,  I  find  that  the  average  impor- 
tation of  the  three  years  1831,  1832,  and 
1833,  by  timber-laden  ships,  was  21,164 
tons.  In  the  triennial  period  inunediatelj 
before  the  reduction  of  the  differential  du- 
ties, the  average  tonnage  laden  with  Baltic 
timber  fell  from  that  amount  to  an  average 
of  14,442,  80  that  whilst  under  the  old 
duties  the  Baltic  importation  fell  one- 
third,  the  importation  from  Canada,  under 
the  differential  duties,  increased  by  66  per 
cent.  I  think,  then.  Sir,  I  have  shown 
good  cause  why  our  Canadian  Colonies 
have  reason  to  be  alarmed  at  this  altera- 
tion, and.  Sir,  I  much  fear  they  are  alarmed 
already.  The  Canadian  mail  arrived  but 
two  days  since;  and  what  is  the  intelligence 
she  has  brought?  Why,  Sir,  ^at  the 
greatest  dissatisfaction  prevails  in  the  Ca- 
nadas,  and  that  they  are  already  discussing 
the  question  whether  it  is  not  better  that 
they  should  be  annexed  to  the  United 
States  of  America.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  shakes  his  head;  but 
this,  I  assure  him,  is  the  information  which 
has  come  to  this  country.     They  say — 

*'  We  ftdroit  yonr  cotton  manufiM^orra,  W9  ailait 
your  woollen  manu&ctum,  at  7|  per  eeot  <lvty, 
whiUt  wo  place  15  per  cent  upon  thorns  vf  tit 
United  States ;  and  if  you  are  aboat  to  witbdrav 
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what  you  have  done,  on  a  comparison  he- 
tween  yourselves  and  the  nfhob  world." 
But  that  I  may  show  how  little  there  was 
in  his  observations,  I  will  turn  the  table 
upon  him,  and  show  how  the  trade  of  Den- 
mark stands.  I  will  first  refer  to  Prussia. 
Here  is  a  proof  of  the  advantages  of  free 
trade.  You  altered  your  navigation  laws 
in  the  year  1825  or  in  1826,  1  do  not  now 
remember  which,  and  what  has  been  the 
consequence?  1  will  read  you  a  statement 
respecting  the  shipping  trade  with  Prussia 
for  eleven  years.  I  find  in  1828  the  car- 
ryiag  trade  of  Prussia  was  sustained  by 
468  vessels  belonging  to  Great  Britain, 
and  by  224  belonging  to  Prussia ;  in  1829, 
by  465  British  and  254  Prussian ;  in  1830, 
by  332  British  and  213  Prussian ;  in  1831, 
by  285  British  and  213  Prussian ;  in  1832, 
by  238  British  and  331  Prussian ;  in  1833, 
by  199  British  and  373  Prussian ;  in  1834, 
by  131  British  and  376  Prussian;  in  1835, 
by  82  British  and  387  Prussian ;  and  in 
1836,  by  149  British  and  439  Prussian. 
Now,  how  is  it  1  find  that  in  eleven  years 
after  1826,  namely,  in  1837,  that  instead 
of  the  trade  beingcarried  on  by  468  British 
■hins  and  224  Prussian  ships,  it  was  car- 
ried on  by  201  British  ships  and  411 
Prussian?  How  is  it,  1  ask  that  in  the 
eleven  years  following  1826,  the  468 
British  had  faUen  to  201,  while  the 
Prussian  vessels  had  risen  in  number  to 
411  ?  The  return  1  have  just  read,  shows 
that  the  ships  of  Great  Britain  fell  off  one- 
half,  while  those  of  Prussia  had  augmented 
to  nearly  double.  With  such  a  fact  self- 
evident,  1  should  like  to  know  how  you 
are  to  keep  the  balance  of  your  power,  as 
far  as  Prussia  is  concerned.  Now,  in  re- 
spect to  Denmark,  1  shall  briefly  glance 
at  the  state  of  our  shipping  trade,  as  com- 
pared with  that  country :  well,  I  find,  by 
reference  to  Mr.  Macgregor,  that  in  the 
year  1838,  there  passed — • 
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This  shows,  in  the  carrying  trade  with 
Denmark,  the  proportion  of  British  vessels 


engage  was,  in  1838,  177  to  1,476.  In 
1844,  1  find  that  the  number  of  Banish 
ships  entering  the  ports  of  Great  Britain 
was  1,667,  the  tonnage  123,674,  and  the 
crews  8,120;  while  the  number  of  British 
ships  from  Denmark  to  Great  Britain  was 
only  59,  the  tonnage  7,423,  and  the  crews 
444.  I  wiQ  next  take  the  revenue  retoms 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  (Sir 
Robert  Peel),  and  what  do  I  find  the  re- 
sult to  be?  The  returns  are  certainly 
jumbled  together  in  such  a  way  that  it  Is 
difficult  to  collect  direct  proof,  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  question  we  have  to  decide. 
The  question  I  understand  to  be  this  : 
How  nas  our  foreign  trade  prospered 
under  those  alterations  ?  Our  colonial  trade 
is  a  protected  trade,  and  under  that  system 
has  flourished;  but  in  those  returns  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  the  colonial  trade  is 
brought  to  the  help  of  the  foreign,  and 
hence  we  find  a  difficulty  in  arriving  at  a 
correct  result.  As  it  is,  I  find,  by  the 
return  of  the  registrar  of  shipping,  an  au- 
thority than  which  there  can  be  none 
better,  because  there  can  be  no  deception 
it  it,  that  in  the  year  1820  the  tonnage 
amounted  to  2,648,593  tons;  that  in  1844 
it  had  risen  to  3,637,231  tons ;  thus  show- 
ing an  increase  of  988,636  tons,  or,  in  other 
words,  an  increase  of  37  per  cent.  But 
in  the  mean  time  your  population  had 
increased  at  the  rate  of  o9  per  cent,  so 
while  the  population  of  Great  Britain  in- 
creased 39  per  cent,  the  nimiber  of  re- 
gistered ships  increased  only  37  per 
cent.  I  want,  therefore,  to  know.  Sir, 
whether  there  is  any  just  reason  to  boast 
of  the  prosperity  of  our  shipping  interest, 
when  it  is  proved,  beyond  all  matter  of 
doubt,  that  it  has  not  kept  pace  with  the 
population  ?  Let  us  now  see  how  it  fared 
with  foreign.  Did  it  increase  37  per  cent  ? 
1  find  that  in  1820  the  tonnage  of  foreign 
vessels  entered  in  British  ports  amounted 
to  561,047  tons,  and  that  in  1832  it  had 
increased  to  1,353,745  tons.  Thus,  while 
our  registered  tonnage  increased  3  7  per  cent, 
the  foreign  increased  141  per  cent.  This 
may  be  a  question  to  try  our  strength  with 
the  United  States.  1  find  in  the  period 
from  1820  to  1844  the  registered  tonnage 
of  the  United  States  increased  from 
1,280,150  to  2,280,095  tons,  showing  an 
increase  of  77  per  cent.  During  the  same 
period,  let  us  look  at  what  has  been  the 
progress  of  our  importation  in  the  articles 
which  form  the  principal. cargoes  of  the 
foreign  trade  of  this  country.  1  find  that, 
in  the  commodity  of  cotton,  from  1820  to 
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1844,  the  increase  of  importation  has  been 
344  per  cent,  and  in  timber  77  per  cent. 
Thus,  you  will  perceive  that  witn  the  in- 
crease of  the  two  bulkiest  articles  the  in- 
crease of  registered  tonnage  has  been  but 
37  per  cent.  The  right  Hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  has  taken  the  year  1842,  and 
I  will  take  the  same  period.  1  find  it  has 
been  stated,  in  the  first  place,  how  much 
foreign  trade  has  increased  since  1842.  1 
find  the  foreign  trade,  as  compared  with 
1842,  has  increased  from  2,734,983  to 
2,947,157,  showing  an  increase  in  tonnage 
of  212,274  tons.  I  have  already  shown 
you  that  in  the  Baltic  trade  alone  the  num- 
ber of  foreign  seamen  within  the  last  year 
increased  11,000,  no  doubt  many  of  ^em 
performing  more  than  one  voyage,  some 
perhaps  two  or  three.  How  is  it  in  the  case 
of  British  seamen  ?  They  have  increased 
in  number  in  the  same  period  from  214,609 
to  216,350,  being  an  increase  of  1,741  ; 
therefore  not  in  the  foreign  trade  alone  but 
in  the  entire  number  of  seamen  employed, 
the  increase  has  been  but  1,741.  1  find 
on  looking  at  the  trade  of  America  that  on 
going  back  to  the  year  1769,  when  the 
United  States  were  still  British  Colonies 
and  dependencies  of  the  British  Crown,  and 
when  tne  population  was  but  two  millions, 
that  the  number  of  ships  engaged  in  that 
trade  was  1 ,078,  and  the  nimiber  of  British 
seamen  28,900.  At  the  present  day,  after 
a  lapse  of  seventy-seven  years,  the  number 
of  seamen  engaged  in  trade  with  the  United 
States  does  not  exceed  20,000,  while  the 
population  of  the  States  has  increased  from 
2,000,000  to  20,000,000.  This  shows  the 
nature  of  your  Colonies,  and  yet,  without 
even  consulting  them,  or  without  waiting 
to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  Canadas  upon 
a  subject  so  vitally  important  to  their 
staple  trade,  you  are  trying  to  force  a 
measure  which  they  confess  has  filled 
them  with  alarm  and  consternation. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kendal  (Mr,  Warburton),  has  made  some 
reference  to  the  expedition  to  Copenhagen, 
and  has  stated  what  he  terms  *'  a  fact,*' 
but  which  1  think  is  only  a  political  me- 
taphor— namely,  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
notoriety  that  at  the  end  of  the  war 
Bcmely  a  Norwegian  captain  was  without 
a  medal  or  decoration  attesting  his  bravery 
in  the  service  of  this  country.  This  is  the 
first  time  that  1  have  ever  heard  of  such 
rewards.  A  right  hon.  and  learned,  and  1 
may  say  a  gallant  Friend  of  mine  partook 
in  Uie  glories  of  that  day,  when  he  found  a 
Nelson  |uid  a  Wellington  vying  with  each 
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afraid  to  submit  my  figures  to  investiga- 
tion, and  I  defy  him  to  answer  the  state- 
ments I  have  made.  I  am  not  ashamed, 
and  I  never  shall  be,  to  hoist  the  flag  of 
protection.  Do  the  gentlemen  of  England 
remember  the  past  seasons  of  deficient 
harvests?  Do  they  remember  the  twenty 
years'  war?  Do  they  remember  that 
struggle,  without  a  parallel  in  the  history 
of  the  world,  when  every  country  of  Eu- 
rope was  desolated  by  military  invasion  and 
all  the  concomitant  horrors  of  warfare — 
when  Prussia  and  Russia  were  laid  waste 
— ^when  the  noble  and  patriotic  Russians 
were  obliged,  rather  than  permit  their 
capital  of  Moscow  to  fall  into  the  hands  of 
the  French,  to  reduce  it  to  ashes  ?  Do  the 
*'  gentlemen  of  England  who  sit  at  home  at 
ease,"  remember  that  their  property,  nay 
more,  that  their  lives,  and  the  lives  of  all 
they  hold  dear,  are  dependent  upon  the 
courage  of  those  British  seamen — ^the  de- 
fenders of  Old  England's  wooden  walls?  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  so  impatiently  call  for 
a  division,  wish  it,  they  may  enlist  under 
the  Norwegian  banner,  with  its  white 
ground  and  crimson  cross,  or  under  the 
flag  of  America,  resplendent  with  its  thir- 
teen stars;  but  I  am  assured  my  hon. 
Friends  who  surround  me  will  enlist  with 
me  under  the  old  weather-beaten  union 
jack  of  England — 

**  The  flag  that  braved  a  thousand  years 
The  battle  and  the  breeze." 

Sir  6.  CLERK  said,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  trespass  long  upon  the  patience 
of  the  House;  neither  would  he,  in  the  few 
observations  he  had  to  make,  travel  far 
from  the  question,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
strictly  confine  himself  to  the  proposition 
before  the  House.  If  he  might  be  per- 
mitted, he  would  be  glad  to  state,  that  the 
question  now  under  consideration  was, 
whether  upon  any  article  not  a  primary 
necessary  of  life,  but  conducive,  in  a  great 
measure,  to  the  health  and  comfort  of  all 
classes  of  the  community,  they  ought  to 
reduce  a  duty  amounting  to  35  per  cent — 
not  to  take  it  away,  but  to  retain  a  pro- 
tective duty  upon  an  article  of  an  inferior 
description,  which  they  could  obtain  from 
their  own  Colonies.  The  noble  Lord  who 
had  last  addressed  the  House,  objected  to 
the  reduction  of  duty  upon  three  grounds, 
viz.,  loss  to  the  revenue,  injury  to  our  colo- 
nial dependencies,  and  the  necessity  that 
existed  for  maintaining  our  supremacy  at 
sea.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)  had  also  objected  to  the 
change,   on    the    ground  that  a  certain 


amount  of  revenue  would  be  unnecessanlj 
thrown  away  by  reducing'   the  duty  from 
258.  to  1 5s.     But  if  that  statement  were 
correct,  what  would  become  of  the  allegt- 
tion  that  we  should  be  inundated  with  fo- 
reign timber  under  the  proposed  alteratioD! 
The  fact  was,  that  an  additional  importa- 
tion of  about  200,000    loads    of  timber, 
would  make  up  for  the  loss  to  the  revenue 
which  the  diminution  of  the   dutj  wonU 
occasion.      He  believed   that,    onder  the 
measure  then  before  the  House,  a  larger 
quantity  of  timber  than  heretofore  would 
be  introduced  into  this  country ;  because 
the  Canadian  timber  and  the  Baltic  timber 
were  of  totally  different  quaHties,  and  were 
used  for  totally  different  purposes.     No- 
thing but  the  great  difference  in  the  prices 
could  have  induced  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try to  have  used  Canadian  yellow  pine  Ar 
purposes  to  which  the  Baltic  timber  was  pe- 
culiarly applicable.     Complaints  had  inva- 
riably been  made,  that  reductions  of  timber 
duties  would  be  destructive  to  the  shipping 
interest  of  this  country,  and  ruinous  to  the 
Canadian  trade.      Those  predictions  had 
been  made  in  the  year  1821,  when  it  had 
been  proposed  to  reduce   the   protecting 
duty  on  Canadian  timber  from  65*.  to  45».; 
and  again  in  the  year  1842,  when  it  W 
been  proposed  to  reduce  the  protecting 
duty  from  4:5s.  to  25s.,  similar  predictions 
had  been  uttered.     Upon  that  occasion, 
hon.  Members  who  resisted  the  withdrawal 
of  a  portion  of  the  protective  duty,  stated 
that  the  measure  would  be  productive  of 
the  worst  possible  consequences — ^that  the 
Canadian  trade  would  be  ruined,  and  the 
interests  of  a  valuable  dependency  seriously 
affected.     Now,  the  duty  of  45*.  remained 
untouched  until  the  year  1842,   when  it 
was  reduced  to  25s.,  and  then  they  ^ere 
told  they  were  going  beyond  the  line  of 
prudence,  because  30*.  ought  to  be  the 
lowest  amount  of  protection  retained,  for 
otherwise  a  reduction  to  25s.  would  anni- 
hilate the  Canada  trade.     Had  those  pre- 
dictions been  verified ;  and  what  had  been 
the  result  of  reducing  the  duty  on  Baltic 
timber?     Owing  to  the  change  which  has 
taken  place  in  the  mode  of  charging  Ac 
duty  on  timber,  in  1842,  it  was  impossible 
to  make  any  very  accurate  comparison  o' 
the  quantities  imported;  but  some  approxi- 
mation to  it  would  be  attained  by  com- 
paring   the    revenue    received    in    1841 
with   that   of    the    year    1845.     In  the 
year   1841,  before  the   reduction   of  the 
duty,    the  duty  on  Canadian  timber  ww 
10*.  per  load;    and  it  produced  a  lere* 


1329 


Customs  and  Cam  {March  20)  Importation  Beport,         1330 


nue  of  450,000^.  It  was  quite  clear  that 
if  they  had  made  a  reduction  from  lOs.  to 
If.,  if  the  quantity  of  timher  had  remained 
the  same,  the  amount  of  revenue  would 
have  been  45,0002.  In  1843,  the  actual 
duty  received  on  Canadian  timber  amounted 
to  68,7601. ;  in  1844,  to  71,0692. ;  and  in 
1845,  to  94,8622. ;  showing  that,  during 
those  three  years,  instead  of  the  quan- 
tity of  timber  falling  off,  the  revenue 
derived  from  Canadian  timber  had  in- 
creased 120  per  cent.  There  had  been  a 
reduction  made  from  Sds,  to  258.  per  load 
on  the  Baltic  timber,  and  the  duty  received 
in  the  year  1841  amounted  to  upwards  of 
one  million.  In  1843,  it  fell  to  575,0002. ; 
while  in  1844,  it  rose  to  82,0002. ;  and  in 
1845,  to  947,0002. ;  showing  an  increase, 
but  not  to  the  same  extent  as  had  taken 
place  in  respect  to  timber  from  Ca- 
nada. Under  those  circumstances,  he 
considered  that,  from  the  practical  ex- 
perience of  past  years,  there  was  not  any 
fair  reason  for  expecting  the  disastrous 
consequences  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  to  apprehend.  When  the  subject 
was  imder  the  consideration  of  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Lords  in  1821,  what 
had  been  the  proposition  of  that  hon. 
House  ?  Why,  they  considered  ft  was  im- 
possible any  longer  to  maintain  the  extra- 
vagant rate  of  protection,  and  recom- 
mended a  reduction  equivalent  to  the  dif- 
ference of  freight  between  Baltic  and  Ca- 
nadian timber.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
G.  Bentinck)  had  said,  "  I  object  to  your 
policy,  because  the  consumer  will  have  not 
any  benefit."  If  he  could  show,  from  re- 
turns relating  to  Canadian  and  Baltic  tim- 
ber, that,  notwithstanding  the  greatly  in- 
creased supply,  the  demand  was  so  great 
that  prices  had  been  kept  up,  he  would 
ask  what  would  have  been  the  effect  upon 
railway  speculations,  and  other  pursuits  of 
a  mercantile  character  to  which  timber  was 
generally  applied,  if  the  duty  had  not  been 
previously  reduced.  Baltic  timber  never 
had  been  used  in  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways until  the  last  year,  because  the  high 
protective  duty  excluded  it;  but  it  had  been 
used  within  the  last  twelve  months,  because 
timber  of  a  cheaper  description  could  not 
be  procured  for  "sleepers."  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  said  the  effect  of  the  mea- 
sure would  be  to  lower  the  price  to  the 
producer,  and  that  he  had  invoices  to  show 
that  the  price  in  Canada  had  fallen  2d,  a 
foot,  while  no  reduction  had  been  made  to 
the  consumer  in  this  country.  When  the 
hon.  Member  said  that  freights  had  fallen 


from  30s.  to  27 s.,  he  should  not  suppose 
that  the  difference  went  into  the  pockets 
of  the  producer  of  timber  in  Norway  and 
Denmark.  On  the  contrary,  the  purchaser 
in  this  country  reaped  the  advantage  of 
that  reduction.  The  noble  Lord  had  stated, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  Tariff  of  1842, 
the  shipping  of  this  country  had  not  in- 
creased in  the  same  proportion  as  that  of 
Norway  and  Denmark.  But  the  paltry 
increase  ihat  had  taken  place  in  the  small 
coasting  vessels  of  those  countries  was  not 
worthy  of  being  taken  into  calculation  ; 
nor  could  it  be  expected  that  in  a  trade 
amounting  to  3,600,000  tonnage  (inde- 
pendently of  our  foreign  trade  and  the 
trade  with  Ireland),  the  addition,  though 
considerable,  would  be  as  great  in  propor- 
tion as  that  of  a  country  whose  vessels  were 
1,000  or  2,000  at  the  most.  The  noble 
Lord  complained  that  certain  returns  for 
which  he  had  moved  were  not  laid  on  the 
Table;  but  this  did  not  arise  from  any  dispo- 
sition on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  keep 
back  information,  but  because  at  this  pe- 
riod of  the  year  it  was  impossible  to  make 
up  returns  showing  the  several  countries 
firom  which  ships  came,  and  the  amount  of 
their  tonnage  respectively.  Two  returns 
had  been  made.  One  showed  that  the  num- 
ber of  ships  had,  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  increased  from  25.000  to  upwards 
of  31,000.  But  as  ships  were  merely  the 
machines  in  which  trade  was  carried,  it 
would  be  no  information  to  show  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  ships,  without 
showing  how  they  were  employed.  The 
other  return,  therefore,  showed  the  extent 
to  which  these  ships  have  been  employed, 
by  stating  the  number  of  vessels  and  ton- 
nage entered  inwards  and  outwards  for 
a  series  of  years.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  our  population  bad  increased 
from  1820  to  1840  in  a  much  greater 
ratio  than  the  shippbg,  and  that  was 
a  proof  that  our  conmierce  had  been 
falling  off.  But  during  that  period  such 
great  improvements  had  been  made  in  our 
naval  architecture,  that  one  ship  now  did 
three  times  the  work  of  any  of  the  tubs  of 
former  years.  Whatever  might  have  been 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  ships,  it  was 
quite  certain  that  the  trade  of  this  country 
had  rapidly  progressed.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  the  proportion  of  vessels  coming  into 
this  country  from  Denmark  and  Norway 
was  larger  than  that  of  ships  of  any  other 
country.  And  why?  Mr.  Chapman,  a 
verylarge  shipowner  of  Liverpool,  explained 
the  reason.     He  was  asked,  "  Can  you  ac- 
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count  for  ihe  great  preponderance  of  foreign 
Bhips  engaged  in  tne  Baltic  trade  ?"  He 
answered,  that  there  were  many  other  trades 
much  more  profitahle.  The  shipping  inte- 
rest, therefore,  ahandoned  a  great  portion  of 
that  trade,  that  their  vessels  might  he  more 
profitahlj  employed  in  other  voyages.  The 
exports  from  Denmark  and  Norway  were 
bulky  articles  of  little  intrinsic  value,  and 
our  shipowners  did  not  think  that  they 
could  be  sufficiently  remunerated  in 
continuing  in  the  trade.  But  it  had 
been  stated,  that  the  shipowners  of 
this  country  could  not  compete  with  the 
foreign  shipowner,  because  he  manages 
his  Axp  at  so  much  less  expense.  Now, 
what  had  been  done  by  the  Government 
already  had  tended  gpreatly  to  diminish  the 
expense  and  inoonvenience  to  which  the 
Bntish  shipowner  was  subjected.  Mr. 
George  Frederick  Young,  one  of  those 
who  signed  the  petition  of  the  shipovmers, 
was  asked  what  was  the  effect  of  the  dimi- 
nution produced  by  the  Tariff  of  1842  in 
the  duty  on  the  raw  materials  of  ship- 
building; and  he  stated  that  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  timber  took  11.  per  ton  off 
the  expenses  of  shipbuilding  in  London — 
in  the  port  of  London  the  expense  is  162. 
to  ISl,  per  ton — and  that  at  Sunderland, 
where  a  ship  formerly  cost  121.  per  ton,  it  can 
be  now  built  for  lOZ.  per  ton.  That  showed 
a  reduction  of  one-sixth,  or  of  17  per  cent 
en  the  cost.  Mr.  Chapman  having  been 
asked  how  far  the  British  shipowner  could 
compete  with  the  foreigner,  said — 

"  If  the  restriotions  on  the  British  shipowners 
were  removed-— if,  for  instance,  we  had  formerly 
our  timber  and  provisions  on  the  same  terms  that 
wo  now  have  them,  the  foreigner  would  never 
have  made  the  advances  in  shipping  which  ho 
has  done.  If  we  were  only  but  on  an  equality 
with  foreigners  with  respect  to  the  raw  materials, 
I  think  we  could  cope  with  the  ships  of  any  nation, 
though  we  pay  double  the  taxation." 

And  he  went  on  to  state — 

'*  I  think  we  can  work  our  ships  30  per  cent 
cheaper  since  the  Tariff.  We  can  now  better  af- 
ford to  go  to  Quebec  for  a  consignment  of  timber 
at  dOs.  a  load,  than  we  could  at  388.  or  d9s.  before 
the  Tariff." 

But  other  measures  had  been  introduced, 
which  would  afford  the  greatest  possible 
relief  to  the  shipowners.  The  duty  on 
hemp  and  other  articles  used  in  ship- 
building had  been  repealed  during  the 
last  year.  The  hon.  Member  stated,  that 
every  shipowner  in  this  country  had  been 
in  a  flourishing  state  up  to  the  year 
1840;  but,  that  for  the  next  three  years 
they  were  in  a  state  of  great  depression. 


It  would  certainly  be  a  matter  of  great 
surprise  if  during  those  years,  when  ev«y 
interest  in  this  country  was  in  the  greate^ 
state  of  distress,  that  the  shipTOng  intercut 
should  altogether  escape.       But  foreigB 
competition  was  alleged   as   the  reasoo. 
That  was  not  the  cause.      It  arose  from 
the  shipowners  having  in  1838  and  1839 
overdone  the  trade,  so  that  the  increase,  o! 
tonnage  amounted  to  300,000  or  400,000. 
He  wished  to  call  the   attention  of  the 
House  to  a  comparison  between  our  own 
shipping  and  that  of  the  greatest  commer- 
cial navy  in  the  world  next  to  our  own- 
he  alluded  to  the  United  Statea.     In  the 
year  1845,  the  tonnage  of  British  ships, 
mdependent  of  those  engaged  in  the  fo- 
reign trade  and  the  trade  with  Ireland 
amounted  to  3,669,000.    The  tonnage  be* 
longing  to  the  United  States,  entered  into 
this  country  in  the  last  year,  was  onl} 
448,000.     When  he  boked  to  what  was 
the  state  of  trade  in  the   ports   of  the 
United  States,  he  found  that  in  1828  the 
British  tonnage  entered  there  amounted  to 
98,000  tons  ;  and  in  that  year  the  Ame^ 
rican  tonnage  amounted  to  o68,000,  being 
almost  nine  times  the  amount  of  the  British 
tonnage.     Now,  what  was  the  proportion 
of  the  tonnage  in  1844  !    In  that  year  the 
American  tonnage  was  1,977,000,  where- 
as the  British  tonnage  entering  the  Ame- 
rican ports  had  increased  from  98,000  tons 
to  776,000  tons,   being  an  increase  of 
nearly  ninefold.      There  was,    thereforef 
no  reason  whatever  for  apprehending  that 
either  the  number  of  our  ships  or  the  effi- 
ciency of  our  commercial  marme  had  been 
at  all  injured  by  the  measures  that  had 
been  adopted  either  in  1842  or  in  1824, 
These  details  might  appear  to  many  Gen- 
tlemen to  be  uninteresting  ;  but  he  hoped 
he  might  be  excused    for  stating  such 
arguments  as  would  assist  the  House  in 
forming  a  judgment  on'  the  question  be- 
fore it.     It  had  been  stated,  that  in  1824 
the  Parliament  had  erred,  and  that  now  the 
Government  were  taking  another  step  in 
a  wrong  direction,  and  going  to  do  that 
which  would  be  highly  mischievous  to  onr 
trade.     His  object  was  to  show  that  the 
measures  taken  in  1824,  and  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  in  1842,  were,  so  far  from 
being  prejudicial,  of  the  greatest  advan- 
tage to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country.     The  returns  before  the  House 
showed  that  tradp  had  regularly  progressed 
and  flourished  in  consequence  of  those 
measures.     One  of  those  returns  gave  the 
amount  of  the  foreign  trade  of  the  port  of 
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liondoa  in  1836 — lihe  fint  year  in  wbich 
the  return  wius  made,  but  a  year  of  great 
excitement  and  speculation,  and,  therefore, 
one  which  might  fairly  be  adduced  as  a  spe- 
cimen— the  British  tonnage  entering  the 
port  of  London  in  that  year  was  772,000 
tons,  and  the  foreign  tonnage  amounted  to 
255,000  tons,  being  in  the  proportion  of 
one  to  three.  In  1844  the  Bntisn  tonnage 
had  increased  to  1,800,000  tons,  and  the 
foreign  383,000  tons.  The  same  thing 
would  appear  if  ihey  went  to  the  port  of 
Liverpool.  The  year  1845,  which  the 
noble  Lord  complained,  had  been  the  only 
year  quoted  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Robert  Peel),  exhibited  an  increase  not 
above  the  year  1842  only,  but  above  any 
of  the  most  prosperous  years  ever  known 
in  the  port  of  Liverpool.  The  number  of 
vessels  which  entered  the  port  of  Liver- 
pool from  Canada,  laden  with  Canadian 
timber  in  1839  was  339,  their  tonnage 
bemg  170,000.  This  was  the  largest 
amount  of  ships  entered  during  the  exist- 
ence of  the  high  duties  on  foreign  timber, 
lie  would  take  tho  two  years  since  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty.  In  1844,  the  number 
of  ships  entering  the  port  of  Liverpool 
from  Canada  with  timber  was  369,  and  the 
tonnage  was  189,000  tons ;  in  1845,  the 
number  of  ships  was  453,  and  the  amount 
of  tonnage  239,000,  being  one  third  more 
than  in  the  year  1839.  He  thought  these 
facts  completely  made  out  this  proposition, 
that  since  the  reduction  of  tne  duty  in 
1842>  the  importation  of  Canadian  timber 
into  this  country  had  increased  in  propor- 
tion to  the  increased  quantity  of  timber 
brought  from  the  Baltic ;  and  it  further 
proved  the  soundness  of  the  pohcy  of  re- 
ducing the  duty  on  the  importation  of  this 
important  article,  and  that  that  reduction 
had  not  been  brought  about  in  a  rash  man- 
ner, or  in  any  way  that  could  injure  the 
interests  of  our  Canadian  Colonies,  but  that 
we  had  stiU  preserved  a  discriminating 
duty  in  favour  of  Canadian  timber  of  up- 
wards of  20  per  cent.  The  timber  trade 
of  the  Colonies,  therefore,  would  receive 
no  injury,  and  a  great  benefit  would  be 
obtained  by  the  consumer.  The  amount 
of  Britbh  tonnage  had  increased  as  well  as 
the  number  of  ships  year  by  year  since  the 
changes  in  1842,  by  which,  on  the  evidence' 
of  the  shipowners  themselves,  it  was  shown 
that  they  were  able  to  navigate  their  ships 
30  per  cent  cheaper  than  before.  With 
the  statement  of  these  facts,  he  should 
leave  the  decision  of  the  question  in  the 
hands  of  the  House. 


Mb.  0.  BULLER:  Sir,  I  think  I  may 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I 
make  a  few  remarks  on  this  question ;  in- 
asmuch as  1  believe  I  am  almost  the  only 
Member  that  has  not  taken  part  in  this 
free-trade  debate.  I  felt  myself  so  incom- 
petent to  deal  with  these  commercial  and 
financial  questions,  that  I  thought  I  might 
leave  them  in  better  hands ;  but  from  what 
I  have  heard  of  the  debate,  and  from  what 
I  have  read  in  the  reports,  1  think  I  un- 
derstood them  quite  as  well  as  some  others. 
From  the  circumstances  in  which  1  am 
placed  in  relation  to  Canada,  and  the  great 
interest  I  have  always  taken  in  colonial 
questions,  I  am  induced  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  few  remarks  upon  the  bear- 
ings of  this  question  on  colonial  policy — 
the  rest  of  it,  I  think,  has  been  triumphantly 
disposed  of.  Before,  however,  I  enter 
upon  the  discussion  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  treated  this  question  as 
regards  colonial  policy,  1  wiU  say  just  ^ye 
words  upon  the  mode  in  which  he  has  dealt 
with  it  as  bearing  upon  foreign  policy. 
When  the  noble  Lord  imfurled  the  union- 
jack  of  the  protection  party,  ho  might  have 
recollected  the  altered  position  in  which  he 
now  stands,  as  the  leader  of  a  great,  and, 
as  he  says,  a  patriotic  party,  and  have 
assumed  some  of  the  gravity  and  prudence 
which  ought  to  belong  to  the  loader  of  a 
great  party.  I  much  more  admire  the 
tone,  as  regards  our  foreign  pohcy,  which 
has  been  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and  the 
noble  Lord  with  whom  I  usually  act ;  and, 
however  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Q.  Bentinck) 
may  disprove  of  the  course  they  have  taken, 
1  think  it  would  have  been  far  wiser,  in- 
stead of  attacking  the  American  Senate  and 
the  Royal  Family  of  France,  to  have  foUowed 
the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  who,  on  this  sub- 
ject, generally  maintains  a  dignified  silence, 
but  who,  when  compelled  to  say  anything, 
always  uses  the  language  of  dignified  cour- 
tesy ;  and  who,  in  order  to  prevent  war, 
has  laid  the  foundations  of  peace  by  an 
extension  of  our  commercial  relations  with 
those  countries.  I  say  it  is  far  wiser  so  to 
act,  than  to  get  up  bandying  bombast  with 
the  braggarts  of  the  American  Congress ; 
and  almost  justifying  the  vagaries  of  Mr. 
Adams,  by  adopting  a  tone  of  congenial 
bluster.  1  did  venture,  by  a  cheer  and  a 
shako  of  the  head,  to  express  my  dissent, 
when  the  noble  Lord  said  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  is  causing,  in  the  Ca- 
nadas^  the  discussion  of  the  propriety  of 
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throwing  off  their  allegiance  to  this  coun- 
try, and  annexing  themselves  to  the  United 
States.  They!  Whom  does  the  word 
•*  they"  mean  ?  What  arc  the  organs  of 
public  opinion  from  which  these  facts  are 
derired  ?  When  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
nothing  is  talked  of  but  this  annexation — 
[Lord  Q.  Bentinck:  In  Canada  West] 
—I  am  coming  to  that.  I  suppose  it  was 
my  cheer  which  induced  the  noble  Lord  to 
produce  his  authority,  and  he  read  an  ex- 
tract from  a  Montret^  paper,  which  in  the 
most  violent  language  tidked  of  throwing 
off  the  allegiance  of  Canada  to  this  country. 
It  happens  that  by  the  same  post  I  have 
received  a  copy  of  the  Montreal  JPost,  which 
is  a  decided  opponent  of  the  Government ; 
and  how  is  the  indignation  of  all  Canada 
vented  in  that  journal  ?  Why,  it  is  stated 
that  the  subject  is  so  important  that  they 
must  take  a  week  to  think  it  over.  The 
noble  Lord  does  not  know  so  much  of 
Canada  and  the  Canadian  press  as  I  do. 
I  believe  in  the  last  twenty  years  there  has 
been  no  occasion  on  which  the  Government 
has  bestowed  on  office  on  a  member  of  any 
party,  but  the  organs  of  the  opposite  party 
cried  out  that  this  was  the  proper  time  to 
throw  off  allegiance  to  this  country ;  but 
this  sort  of  bluster  always  ended  in  nothing, 
as  I  believe  it  will  now:  and  those  who 
have  used  this  violent  language,  when  a  call 
is  made  upon  their  patriotism,  will  rally 
round  the  Government  in  the  defence  of 
their  country.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet and  the  Government,  since  he  has 
been  in  office,  have  taken  the  best  security 
against  defection  by  binding  Canada  to  this 
country  by  ties  of  common  interest  and 
affection  ;  by  sending  out  such  men  as  Sir 
Charles  Bagot  and  Lord  Metcalfe  to  go- 
vern ;  and  by  carrying  out  this  course  of 
policy  all  dissensions  have  been  allayed, 
and  civil  war  has  been  changed  into  mere 
squabbles  of  party ;  and  more  has  been 
done  than  could  have  been  effected  by  all 
the  monopolies  of  a  restrictive  system. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  great  indignation 
is  felt  at  these  measures  in  Canada  West : 
why,  that  is  the  stupidest  thing  I  ever 
heard,  for  Canada  West  has  an  uncom- 
monly small  interest  in  the  question — it  is 
a  question  of  geography.  [Lord  G.  Ben- 
TINCK :  Corn.]  I  am  coming  to  com  pre- 
sently. Where  does  the  timber  come  from  ? 
Why  it  comes  entirely  from  Canada  East. 
With  the  exception  of  the  right  bank  of 
the  Ottawa  River,  the  province  of  Canada 
West  has  no  interest  in  the  timber  trade. 
In  a  despatch  from  Lord  Sydenham,  dated 
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at  Kingston,  in  Canada  West,  he  says,  "u 
for  the  timber  trade,  there  is  not  a  sod 
west  of  this  town  who  has  any  interest  ia 
it."     Where  are  the  indications  of  the  in- 
terest of  Canada  in  this  monopoly  ?  Wha 
the  former  changes  were  in  progress,  I 
admit  petitions  against   them    were  sent 
over  ;  but  was  there  any  address  from  iht 
Parliament  of  Canada  West,  praying  thai 
this  interest  might  be  kept  np  ?     But  tbe 
Parliament  of  Canada  East  passed  a  reso- 
lution stating  that  they  were  ready  to  give 
up  the  monopoly  of  timber,  if  Great  Britaio 
would  would  give  them  free  trade  in  cora. 
Why  did  they  take  this  tone  ?      Was  it  out 
of  spite  to  any  other  portion  of  the  com- 
munity ?     No :  it  was  because  every  man 
of  sense  in  the  country  was  of  opinion  thai 
nothing  ever  did  them  worse  service  than 
protection.    In  the  first  place,  the  shippb^ 
trade  of  Canada  was  a  scandal  to  that  tnde. 
Old  and  worn-out  vessels  were  sent  out  im- 
perfectly manned,  and  with  a  most  disorderlj 
set  of  seamen;  and  there  were  more  ship- 
wrecks in  that  portion  of  the  trade  than  in  sB 
the  rest  of  it.  What  was  the  effect  produced 
in  Canada  ?  Did  the  merchants  make  Urg^ 
fortunes?      There  never  were   so  many 
bankruptcies  in  New  Brunswick  and  Lower 
Canada  as  in  the  timber  trade  ;  and  ^tsi 
is  the  consequence  of  the  trade  having  al- 
ways been  in  a  state  of  uncertainty.    Bo 
you  suppose  that  the  merchants  of  Canada 
will  complain  of  the  removal  of  this  pr^ 
tection?     I  will  venture  to  say  there  is 
not,  at  the  present  moment,  a  single  trade 
in  that  country  which  they  can  engage  in, 
in  which  there  is  a  smaller  number  of  opu- 
lent merchants  than  in  the  timber  trade. 
Well,  when  did  this  protection  do  good  to 
the  people  or  to  the  landowners  ?     Why, 
the  landowners  of  Lower   Canada    have 
passed  resolutions  against  the  monopoly' 
Did  it  do  good  to  the  timber  trade  itself! 
You  have  sought,  by  this  monopoly,  to 
give  that  trade  such  an  advantage  in  this 
market,  that  like  all  other  protected  trades, 
those  who  were  engaged  in  it  have  retired 
upon  the  protection,  and  not  upon  their 
own  industry.     They  have,  consequently, 
lowered  the  character  of  Canada  timber 
to  such  a  degree,  that  at  the  present  wo- 
ment  Canadian  timber  does  not  msintam 
that  station  in  the  European  market  which 
it  ought  to  have  had,  if  the  timber  mer- 
chant had  used  common  caution  and  pru- 
dence and  good  sense,  and  sent  only  goo^ 
timber  to  the  English  market.     But  the 
fact  is  this,  that  your  protection  has  given 
ihem  such  a  monopoly  in  the  home  market, 
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tbat  they  hove  sent  here  all  their  abomina- 
ble bad  timber,  which  many  people  find 
the  effects  of  when  they  lie  in  bed ;  and 
they  have  sent  all  their  good  timber  into 
the  United  States.    Now,  has  the  protec- 
tion been  a  good  thing  for  the  population  of 
Canada  ?     Why,  it  is  in  evidence  before 
all  the  Commissions,  that  one-half  of  the 
workmen  there  are  Americans,  who  are 
induced  to  go  over  by  high  wages ;   that 
they  are  a  set  of  lawless,  dissolute  persons, 
getting  enormous  wages  during  the  sea- 
son, when  their  services  were  in  request, 
and  spending  those  wages  in  drinking  and 
debauchery ,  during  other   periods.      But 
what  has  been  the  effect  of  this  protection 
upon  the   industry  of  Canada,  the  great 
industry  of  Canada. — that  is,  the  agricul- 
tural interest — that  interest  which,  if  pro- 
tection must  be  given,  the  Legislature  ought 
to  encourage  ?     What  has  been  the  effect 
upon  that  interest  of  the  timber  monopoly  ? 
It  gave  an  unnatural  stimulus  to  employment 
in  that  trade.     The  consequence  was  it 
drew  off  all  the  best  hands  from  agricul- 
ture, and  the  real  and  great  staple  indus- 
try of  the  country  languished,  because  of 
this  absurd  monopoly,  by  which  we  endea- 
voured to  cocker  up  the  timber  trade.     I 
ask  the  House  whether  this  has  not  been 
the  case  ?  and  if  so,  was  it  wise  of  the  Im- 
perial Legislature  to  endeavour  to  foster 
this  trade  by  artificial  means  ?     I  do  not 
approve  of  such  artificial  means  in  any  in- 
stance ;   but  I  say,  never  did  the  Legis- 
lature act  so  unwisely  as  by  attempting  to 
establish  an  industry  of  this  kind,  which, 
from  its  nature,    depended   on  an  article 
whose  production    proved  year  by  year 
more  scanty,  an  industry  in  its  nature  pre- 
carious, and  one  which  has  prevented  pro- 
per attention  being  paid  to  the  national 
staple  interests  of  the  country.     Now  I 
know  there  is  a  notion  among  some  Gen- 
tlemen who  advocate  this  protection — it  is 
one  of  those  ignorant  notions  which  prevail 
in  this  country  very  extensively  with  re- 
ference to  that  Colony — though  it  is  a  very 
natural  one,  and  one  that  I  found  to  exist 
elsewhere — a  notion  that  this  was  a  sort  of 
natural  protection  to  the  Canadian  agricul- 
turist, because  his  first  operation  in  that 
country  is  to  fell  trees  ;   and  it  is  assumed 
that  by  giving  him  this  artificial  price  for 
his  timber,  you  the  better  enable  him  to 
get  over  the  first   expense   of    settling. 
Nothing  could  be  more  erroneous  than  this. 
If  this  protection  ever  did  lead  a  Canadian 
to  settle  and  clear  land,  it  must  have  led 
him  to  make   choice  of  the  very  worst 


soil  for  agricultural  operations,  because  it 
is  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  wherever  soft 
wood  grows,  that  is  the  worst  soil.  But 
the  truth  is  that  you  do  not  give  even  this 
benefit  to  the  cultivator  of  the  soil.  All 
your  protection  does,  is  to  give  ah  increased 
price  for  the  timber ;  and  what  is  the 
effect  ?  The  timber-man  comes  in,  selects 
one  or  two  trees  that  are  fit  for  his  pur- 
pose, carries  them  away  and  leaves  the 
rest  standing,  to  encumber  the  agricultu- 
rist as  much  as  before.  That  is  the  real 
truth  of  the  case.  Then,  1  say  that  this 
is  a  trade  which  ought  not  on  any  account 
to  have  been  considered  by  this  country  as 
one  of  such  an  advantageous  and  perma- 
nent nature,  that  we  should  make  any  sa- 
crifice in  order  to  foster  it.  But  I  must 
also  say,  that  feeling  this,  I  also  feel  per- 
fectly sure  that  from  the  time  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  chosen  to  make  this 
experiment,  there  never  would  have  been 
a  period  adopted  in  which  the  change 
might  be  made  with  greater  safety ;  be- 
cause, from  natural  causes,  there  is  an 
immense  impetus  given  to  this  trade  at  the 
present  moment.  It  wants  not  your  pro- 
tection ;  it  needs  no  aid  from  monopoly  at 
the  present  moment.  The  demand  for 
timber  on  the  continent  of  Europe,  for  the 
railways  now  in  progress,  is  such  as  to 
enable  the  Canadian  to  sell  his  timber 
without  any  monopoly  at  all.  What  is 
more^<^nd  I  wish  Gentlemen  to  attend  to 
this  fact — there  is  a  great  and  permanent 
change  taking  place  in  the  market  for  Ca- 
nada timber;  the  demand  for  it  in  the 
United  States  is  sitch  that,  while  Canada 
timber  lasts,  it  will  find  a  much  better 
market  in  the  United  States  than  at  home. 
In  the  last  two  or  three  years,  all  the  soft 
wood  in  the  northern  parts  of  the  United 
States  has  been  exhausted ;  the  people 
in  the  Northern  States  of  the  Union 
must  now  go  to  Canada  for  their  deals  and 
other  soft  wood  ;  and  the  consequence  is, 
that  nature  herself  has  produced,  without 
the  aid  of  any  artificial  monopoly,  a  market 
in  which  Canada  must  have  the  monopoly 
— a  great,  and  natural,  and  permanent 
market.  And  I  say  it  is  the  greatest  of  all 
absurdities  to  prevent  the  people  of  England 
from  getting  cheap  timber  from  the  Baltic, 
in  order  to  bring  over  here  that  timber  for 
which  the  people  of  Canada  might  find  a 
better  market  in  the  United  States.  And 
now,  Sir,  allow  me,  before  I  sit*  down — 
thanking  the  House  for  the  patience  with 
which  they  have  listened  to  my  observa- 
tions on  this  question  as  it  affects  the  Ca« 
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nadians — ^to  saj  a  few  words  with  reference 
to  its  bearings  on  our  own  country.  Sir,  I 
look  upon  this  question  of  timber  as  one  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  people  of  E  ng- 
land.  Everj  man's  dwelling  in  this  coun- 
try is  affected  by  the  vote  we  are  about  to 
give.  If  you  really  hare  any  care  about 
the  great  mass  of  the  people,  poor  and 
rich,  you  will  cheerfully  agree  to-night  to 
that  which  will  give  them  cheaper  and 
better  materials  for  their  dwellings.  Sir, 
the  noble  Lord  has  been  pleased  to  chal- 
lenge me  on  the  subject  of  Canadian  com. 
Well,  the  noble  Lord  had  a  right  to  give 
me  the  challenge ;  but  what  right  had  he 
to  receive  a  single  cheer  from  the  patriotic 
Gentlemen  about  him  ?  I  must  say,  this 
plea  which  they  now  set  up  for  protection 
to  Canada  com  is  the  strangest  thing  of 
the  kind  I  ever  heard.  I  see  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Somersetshire 
(Mr.  W.  Miles)  blushes  at  the  mention  of 
it.  I  recollect  that,  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  proposed  the 
Canada  Corn  Bill,  in  1843,  he  recom- 
mended it  as  a  boon  to  the  agriculture  of 
the  Colony;  and  how  did  the  country  Gen- 
tlemen come  forward  then  ?  Did  they  sup- 
port the  principles  they  had  so  long  pro- 
fessed? Did  they  adhere  to  their  old 
motto,  "  Ships,  Colonies,  and  Commerce," 
and  say,  **  On,  by  all  means,  protect  your 
Colonies — tax  the  people  of  England — 
perish  our  interests,  so  long  as  the  interest 
of  the  Colonies  is  maintained?*'  They 
said  no  such  thing.  On  the  other  hand, 
they  said,  "  Com  will  be  so  much  a  quar- 
ter cheaper — bread  will  be  2|(l,  the  loaf 
cheaper — ^you  are  about  to  let  in  a  torrent 
of  abundance  in  the  shape  of  Canadian 
corn — God  knows  how  cheap  they  can 
afford  it — they  will  perhaps  grow  it  for 
nothing,  and  bring  it  across  the  ocean  for 
nothing."  All  these  terrible  things  they 
brought  forward  to  terrify  us  from  admit- 
ting Canada  com.  Well,  the  Bill  passed, 
notwithstanding  their  fears  ;  and  now  they 
come  forward  and  tell  us  that  in  little  more 
than  two  years  another  "protected  inte- 
rest "  has  grown  up  again.  Well,  really, 
those  "protected  interests"  must  be  of 
amazingly  quick  growth;  they  seem  to 
have  something  of  the  quality  of  mush- 
rooms about  them,  and  to  thrive  and  spread 
most  instantaneously  from  the  hotbed  of 
protection.  But  I  say  it  is  rather  too  much 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  come  forward  in 
this  imploring  manner,  and  to  beseech  us 
to  keep  up  a  protection  which  was  estab- 
lished but  two  years  or  two  years  and  a 


half  ago.  I  contend  that  this  is  a  tnoet 
impudent  claim,  and  one  which  I  am  bur 
the  people  of  Canada  themselTds  will  en- 
tirely disavow. 

The  House  divided  on  ilie  Qiiestioii« 
that  the  House  agree  with  the  Committee 
on  the  said  Resolution: — ^Ayes  232;  Noes 
109 :  Majority  123. 
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WUshere,  W. 
Wood,  0. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TBLLBRS. 

Toung,  R. 
Baring,  II. 


AUlx,  J.  P. 
Arkwright,  G. 
A8tell,W. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  W. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bennet,  P. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  U. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brisco,  M. 


LUi  of  the  NoE8. 

Broadley,  II 
Broadwood,  II. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bruges,  W.  II.  L. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  T. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Cholmondeley,  hon.  II. 
Churchill,  Lord  A.  S. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
ComptoD,  H.  C« 


DiBneli,B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G. 

Fitzmaurice,  hoil.  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
Grogan,  E. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Hall,  Col. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Ilarris,  hon.  Capt. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Ileathcote,  Sir  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinde,  J.  U. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  A. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jolliflre,  Sir  W.  G.  II. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  A. 

Lennox,  Lord  G.  H.  G. 
Mackenzie,  T.; 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 


March,  Earl  of 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
MUes,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Neeld,  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stuart,  J. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Tumor,  C. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B» 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Worcester,  Marq.  of 
Torke,  hon.  E.  T. 

TKLLXRS. 

Beresford,  Major 
Newdegate,  C»  N. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 

Billa  ordered  to  be  brought  in. 

TURNPIKE  ROADS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  abolishing  the  sale  of  spi» 
rituous  liquors,  &c,^  at  toll  bars — a  prac- 
tice which  rendered  trarelling  on  roads  un- 
safe as  well  as  disagreeable. 

Mr.  F.  M'KENZIE,  although  not  op- 
posed altogether  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  press  it  at  so  late  an  hour  of  the 
night,  because  it  involved  the  whole  of  the 
licensing  system  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  hoped  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  take  the  second  reading  then,  and 
the  discussion  upon  a  future  staire  of  the 
Bill.  ^  ^ 

Mr.  F.  SCOTT  also  urged  the  post- 
ponement  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  HUGH  CAMPBELL  begged  to 
say,  that  he  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  and  he  looked 
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upon  it  as  an  unnecessarj  inietference 
with  the  present  system  ;  and  therefore  he 
objected  to  the  second  reading. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  45  ;  Noes 
13 :  Majority  32. 

lAsi  of  ike  Ate8. 


AgUonbj,  H.  A. 
Antrobufi,  £. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Borthwiok,  P. 
Bourerie,  H.  £.  P. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bruoe,  Lord  £. 
Boiler,  C. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capt. 


Hawes,  B. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hudson,  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Jermjn,  £arl 
Johnstone,  H. 
Masterman,  J. 
Osborne,  R. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 


Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Peel,  J. 

Cookbum,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Powell,  C. 

Cony,  rt.  hon.  H.  Seymer,  H.  K. 

Craig,  W.  G.  SomerrUle,  Sir  W.  M. 

Dalmenj,  Lord  Stuart,  H. 

Denison,  £.  B.  Tufiiell,  H. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  £.  Vyse,  R.  H.  R.  H. 

Duncan,  G.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

£lUce,  £.  Worsley,  Lord 

£8cott,  B.  Young,  J. 
Greene,  T.  tbllbrs. 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  March,  £arl  of 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Baillle,  W.  Rashleigh,  W. 

Cripps,  W.  Scott,  hon.  F. 

Denoistoun,  J.  Waddington,  H.  S. 

Forbes,  W.  Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Lockhart,  A.  E.  txllsbs. 

Mackenzie,  T.  Maokenxie,  W.  F. 

M'Neill,  D.  CampbeU,  H. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Ho\ise  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


^m^  ^<^<aw«»>w»%^w<^w^ 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  March  23,  1846. 

MiNtms.]    Public  Bii.Ls.-~X*-  Fever  (Iielsnd)t   Inaol- 
▼ent  Dcbton  (Indis)  t  CoofoUdsted  Fund. 
RtpvrUd.    Prist  Works. 
3*-  snd  psflKd.      Fever  (Iielsnd)t  Metropolitan  Build- 

iDgl. 

PsTiTioNS  PaKSKNTBD.  From  Gusrdisns  of  the  MldleCon 
Union,  for  Alteration  of  Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Act  in  respect 
to  the  Rcpsymeot  of  Money  advanced  for  the  Building 
of  WorlLl>ouses.-*By  Lord  Oenmaa.  ftom  WiUiam  Green, 
BOW  ooofincd  in  the  Queen's  Prison.  Southwark.  for  Al- 
teration of  Law  respecting  Imprisonment  for  Debt— By 
Lord  Redesdale,  firom  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Tiverton 
Union,  for  Altoatkxi  of  Poor  Laws  Amendment  Act  in 
regard  to  the  Law  of  Settlement  and  Rating. — From  Soli- 
dtors  of  East  Ripon,  against  the  Real  Property  Deeds 
Registration  BilL— From  the  Wardens  and  Sodcty  of  the 
Mystery  of  the  Art  of  the  Leatfaersellcrs  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, praying  to  be  exempted  from  the  Operation  of  the 
Charitable  TnisU  BlU. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND. 

Earl  GRET  then  rose  to  bring  forward 
bis  Motion  on  the  State  of  Ireland.    The 


noble  Lord  spoke  nearly  as  follows : — ^Hy 
Lords,  in  rising  to  submit  to  your  Lard- 
ships  the  Motion  of  which  I  haye  ^?a 
notice,  I  feel  that  I  am,  in  the  first  instaoee, 
bound  to  apologize  to  yonr  Lordships  fw 
haying  taken  upon  myseif  the  task  of  bring- 
ing under  your  consideration  a  subject  d 
such  extreme  difficulty  and  importance,  to 
which  I  am  painfully  conBcioiiB  how  litde 
I  shall  be  able  to  do  justice.     The  only  ex- 
cuse I  can  offer  for  what  must  appear  sod 
great  presun^tion  is,  that  I  found  no  other 
noble  Lord  willing  to  undertake  a  task 
which  I  thought  absolutely  to  be  performed, 
even  though  it  should  be  by  one  not  better 
qualified  for  it  than  myself.     The  measors 
that  have  lately  been  brought  before  your 
Lordships  with  respect  to  Ireland  are,  in  mj 
judgment,  of  such  a  character  as  to  im- 
pose upon  the  House  the  necessity  of  tak- 
mg  the  earliest  opportunity,  af^r  haTinf 
given  its   assent  to   them,    of    declariDg 
by  a  solemn  vote   that   tiiose   meesam 
by  themsel?es  are  altogether   inadequate 
to  the   case  of  Ireland — ^that   they  can- 
not possibly  be  expected   to  cure  the  so- 
cial evils  by  which  Ireland  has  so  loof 
been  afflicted,  and  that  they  are  only  Ui  be 
justified  upon  the   supposition   that  they 
are  intended    for  nothing  more  than  to    ^ 
give  time  for  the  application  of  other  and 
more  effectual  remedies.     It  is  the  object 
of  the  Motion  I  am  about  to  submit  i» 
your  Lordships  to  call  upon  this  House  to 
express   that  opinion.     I  most  earnestly 
wish   the  task   of  asking  you  to  do  ao 
had  fallen  into  other  and  worthier  hands; 
but  as  that  has   not  been   the   case,  I 
have  only  to  entreat  your  Lordships'  in- 
dulgence for  the  imperfect  manner  in  whicJi 
I  am  aware  I  shall  perform  this  duty.    Id 
bringing  this  subject  under  your  Lordships 
notice,   unfortunately  there  is  but  Httle 
need  for  me  to  dwell  upon  the  unhappy 
condition  of  Ireland.      You  have  alre^J 
heard  too  much  of  it  on  much  higher  au- 
thority than  mine.     The  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site, in  bringing  forward  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  different  mea- 
sures that  have  been  proposed  with  respect 
to  Ireland,  has  disclosed  to  us  a  state  of 
society  which  it  is  indeed  awful  to  cod- 
template ;    a   state   of    society  in  which 
there  is  no  security  for  life  or  property ;  • 
state    of    society    in    which    the    usual 
wretchedness  of  the  population  has  been 
so  aggravated  by  the  partial  failure  of  the 
potato  crop,    that  famine   and  pestilence 
must  stalk  through  the  land,  unless  thos« 
measures  which  Parliament  has  adopt^ 


1345 


Siaieof 


{March  23} 


Ireland: 


1346 


lo    counteract  those    evils  should    fortu- 
nately arrest  their  progress.     This  is  the 
state  o(  things  described  bj  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  and  unhappily  this  is  no  ac- 
cidental, no  extraordinary,  no  unlooked-for 
calamity.     It  is  but  an  aggravation,  and 
perhaps  no  very  great  aggravation,  of  the 
habitual  condition  of  IreUind.     The  evils 
of  that  unhappy  countiy  are  not  acci- 
dental, not  temporary,   but  chronic  and 
habitual.      The  state  of  Ireland   is   one 
which  is  notorious.     We  know  the  ordi- 
nary condition  of  that  country  to  be  one 
both  of  lawlessness  and  wretchedness.     It 
is  so  described  by  every  competent  autho- 
rity.    There  is  not  an  intelligent  foreigner 
coming  to  our  shores,  who  turns  his  atten- 
tion to  the  state  of  Ireland,  but  who  bears 
back  with  him  such  a  description.     Ireland 
is  the  one  weak  place  in  the  solid  fabric  of 
British  power — Ireland  is  the  one  deep  (I 
had  almost  said  ineffaceable)  blot  upon  the 
brightness  of  British  honour.     Ireland  is 
our  disgrace.     It    is    the  reproach,   the 
standing  disgrace,  of  this  country,   that 
Ireland  remains  in  the  condition  she  is. 
It  is   so  regarded  throughout  the  whole 
cirilized  wond.     To  ourselves  we  may  pal- 
liate  it  if  we  will,  and  disguise  the  truth; 
but  we  cannot  conceal  it    from   others. 
There  is  not,  as  I  have  said,  a  foreigner 
— ^no  matter  whence  he  comes,  be  it  from 
France,  Russia,  Germany,  or  America — 
there  is  no  native  of  any  foreign  country 
different  as  their  forms  of  government  may 
be,  who  visits  Ireland,  and  who  on  his  re- 
turn does  not  congratulate  himself  that  he 
sees  nothing  comparable  with  the  condition 
of  that  country  at  home.     If  such  be  the 
state  of  things,  how  then  does  it  arise, 
and  what  is  its  cause  ?     My  Lords,  it  is 
only  by  misgovemment   that  such  evils 
could  have  been  produced :  the  mere  fact 
that  Ireland  is  in  so  deplorable  and  wretch- 
ed a  condition  saves  whole  volumes  of  argu- 
ment, and  is  of  itself  a  complete  and  irre- 
futable proof   of   the  misgovemment  to 
which  she  has  been  subjected.     Nor  can 
we  lay  to  our  souls  the  **  flattering  unc- 
tion*' that  this  misgovemment  was  only  of 
ancient  date,  and  has  not  been  our  doing. 
It  is  not  enough  in  our  own  excuse  to  say, 
"  No  wonder  this  state  of  things  exists : 
the  Government  of  Ireland  before  the  Union 
was  the  most  ingeniously  bad  that  was 
ever  contrived  in  the  face  of  the  world  ;  it 
was  the  Government  of  a  corrapt  minority, 
sustained  by  the  superior  power  of  this 
great  country  in   oppressing  and  tyran- 
nizing over  the  great  body  of  the  nation  ,* 
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such  a  system  of  government  could  not  fail 
to  leave  behind  it  a  train  of  fearful  evils 
from  which  we  are  still  suffering  at  the  pre- 
sent day."  To  a  certain  extent,  no  doubt, 
this  is  tme.  No  man  has  a  stronger  opin- 
ion than  I  regarding  the  iniquitous  system 
of  misgovemment  in  Ireland  prior  to  the 
Union.  But  the  Union  is  not  an  event  of 
yesterday.  It  is  nearly  half  a  century 
since  that  measure  passed.  For  nearly 
fifty  years,  now,  Ireland  has  been  under 
the  immediate  control  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. Since  it  has  been  so,  a  whole 
generation  has  grown  up,  and  is  now  pass- 
ing away  to  be  replaced  by  another ;  and 
in  that  time,  I  ask  you,  what  impression 
has  been  made  upon  the  evils  of  Ireland  ? 
It  is  tme  some  good  has  been  done.  I 
gladly  acknowledge  that  many  useful  mea- 
sures have  been  adopted,  which  have,  I 
hope,  contributed  in  some  respects  to  the 
improvement  of  Ireland  ;  but  none  of  these 
measures  have  gone  to  the  root  of  the  so- 
cial disease  to  which  Ireland  is  a  prey; 
in  the  worst  symptoms  of  which  no  ame- 
lioration whatever  can  be  observed :  the 
wretchedness  and  misery  of  the  population 
have  experienced  no  abatement.  Upon  that 
point  I  can  quote  high  authority.  I  find  that 
the  Commission  presided  over  by  a  noble 
Earl,  whom  I  do  not  now  see  in  his  place 
(the  Earl  of  Devon),  reported  the  year  be- 
fore last,  that  "improvement  was  indeed  be- 
ginning to  take  place  in  agriculture ;  but 
there  had  been  no  corresponding  advance 
in  the  condition  and  comforts  of  the 
labouring  classes."  By  the  Report  of 
that  Commission  we  are  informed,  that 
the  agricultural  labourers  are  still  suffering 
the  greatest  privations  and  hardships,  and 
still  depend  upon  casual  and  precarious 
employment  for  their  subsistence ;  that 
they  are  badly  fed,  badly  clothed,  badly 
housed,  and  badly  paid  for  their  labour; 
and  the  Commissioners  conclude  this  part 
of  their  Report  by  saying — 

"  We  cannot  forbear  expressing  our  strong 
sense  of  the  patient  endurance  which  the  la- 
bouring classes  have  generally  exhibited  under  suf- 
ferings greater,  we  beliere,  than  the  people  of  any 
other  country  have  ever  endured." 

This  is  an  authentic  statement,  and  comes 
from  a  Commission  appointed  only  the 
other  day  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  It  is  a  Report  de- 
scribing the  state  of  things  in  that  coun- 
try before  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop, 
and  the  Commissioners  tell  you  that  the 
sufferings  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  that  country  are  greater  than  those  of 
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the  population  of  any  other  country  in 
Europe.  This  is  indeed  a  fearful  state- 
ment, coming  from  such  authority.  But 
there  is  another  symptom  of  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  which  seems  to  me  even 
more  alarming  than  the  prevalence  of  dis- 
tress— I  mean  the  the  general  alienation  of 
the  whole  mass  of  the  nation  from  the 
institutions  under  which  they  li?e>  and 
the  existence  in  their  minds  of  a  strong 
deep  feeling  of  hostility  to  the  form  of 
goTomment  under  which  they  are  placed. 
This  feeling,  which  is  the  worst  feature  in 
the  case,  seems  to  he  rather  gaining  strength 
than  to  he  diminishing.  I  am  led  to  that 
opinion  hy  what  I  heard  two  years  ago  fall 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  in  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
heard  that  right  hon.  Gentleman — audit 
was  a  statement  which  made  a  deep  im- 
pression upon  me — I  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answer  to  a  speech  made  hy  a 
nohle  Friend  of  mine,  distinctly  admit  that 
we  had  military  occupation  of  Ireland,  hut 
that  in  no  other  sense  could  it  he  said  to 
he  governed ;  that  it  was  occupied  hy 
troops,  not  governed  like  England.  Such 
was  the  admission  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  And  now,  my 
Lords,  I  ask  you,  is  that  a  state  of  things 
which  ought  to  continue  ?  And  I  ask  is 
not  such  a  state  of  things,  so  clearly  es- 
tahlished  hy  authorities  so  high  and  indis- 
putable, a  good  ground  for  inferring  that 
there  is  something  wrong  in  the  policy  which 
has  been  hitherto  pursued  towards  Ireland; 
and  that  some  measures  different  in  cha- 
racter, and  more  effectual  than  those  we 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  trusting  to,  are 
necessary  to  meet  the  exigency  ?  That  is 
the  only  inference  which  appears  to  me  to 
follow  from  the  premises  universally  ad- 
mitted. I  cannot  understand  how  any  man 
with  the  use  of  his  reason  could  arrive  at  a 
different  conclusion.  I  say,  then,  some 
change  is  absolutely  necessary  ;  we  are 
hound  to  endeavour  to  apply  some  remedy 
to  the  evils  of  Ireland  more  efficient  than 
any  which  have  yet  been  attempted.  This 
necessity,  however,  does  not  appear  to  be 
recognised  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  only  to 
go  on  with  measures  such  as  those  we 
have  tried  over  and  over  again — measures 
which  have  allowed  all  the  evils  of  Ireland 
to  go  on,  as  I  have  shown,  and  rather  to 
get  worse  than  better.     They  propose  dog- 

fedly  to  pursue  the  old  and  beaten  track, 
[ow,  then,  can  they  expect  that  it  should 
lead  to  any  but  the  accustomed  termina- 
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tion  ?    Two  words,  "  money"  and  **  coo- 
cion,"  seem  to  describe  the  whole  policj  d 
the   Government.     We    have   never  bea 
sparing  of  either:    both    have  been  tried 
over  and  over  again;  and  we  see  in  the 
state  of  Ireland  the  most  conyinoing  proof 
that  by  themselves  they  hold  out  no  hope 
of  success.     Shall  I  be  told, then,  that  im- 
provement in  that  country  ia  impraetieaUe 
— ^that  the  causes  of  the  unhappy  condi- 
tion  of  Ireland  are  either  undiacorermbfe, 
or  else  of  such  a  nature  ae  to  be  beyonl 
our  power  to  cure  them  ?      Such  an  asser- 
tion, I  should  say,  ;is  a  libel  at  onee  vftm 
Providence  and  imon  human  nature.    Ii 
for  my  part,  utterly  disbeliere  in  the  pos- 
sibility of  such  a  state  of  things  existing 
in  any  countiy,  unless  through  great  fanlts 
on  the  part  of  the  rulers.  Is  there  anytUng 
in  the  nature  of  Ireland  or  of  her  people 
that  can  warrant  a  different   view  of  t^ 
case?     Undoubtedly  not.     So  far  as  re- 
gards the  nature  of  the  country,  IreJsii^ 
has  been  gifted  by  Providence  with  a  soil 
of  surpassing  fertility,  with  great  mineitl 
wealth,  with  a  climate  mild  and  gemsL 
In  her  large  extent  of  coast  and  numer- 
ous harbours — ^her  great  natural  facili'ief 
for  internal  navigation — ^in  her  ecHnmand 
of  water  power,  she  has  great  natural  re- 
sources, and  every  requisite  for  commer- 
cial greatness.     The  natural  resources  of 
Ireland  are  not  only  great,  but  anusna^f 
great.      Then,  as  to  her  people.     Whea 
they  are  removed   from   Ireland — when 
they  are  taken  away  from  the  pemieioQft 
influences  by  which  they  seem  there  to 
be  surrounded,  the  men  of  Ireland  bAf9 
shown  themselves  capable  of  eveiything 
that  is  good  and  great.     We   see  them 
in  our  Colonies — ^we  see  them  in  Americs, 
in  various  countries  of   Europe,    distin- 
guishing themselves  in  every  pursuit  of 
industry,   and  every  branch  of  art.    So 
little  is  it  true  that  they  are  incapable  of 
regular  industry,  that  in  this  country  manj 
of  the  employments  imposing  the  severest 
labour  are  chiefly  in  their  hands.     In  the 
county  with  wluch  I  am  connected,  ve 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  seeing  ereryj^ 
largo  numbers  of  Irishmen  come  over  tf 
reapers  during  harvest,  many  of  them  from 
Donegal,   and  other  districts,  where  the 
greatest  wretchedness  and  misery  prevail' 
What  is  the  character  of  those  men  ?    ^^ 
have  always  found  them  grateful  beyond 
measure  for  good  treatment;  tractable,  in- 
dustrious, cheerful,  and  gay — ^in  some  ^ 
spects,  no  doubt,  thoughtless,  and  easily 
excited;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  ezhibitipg> 
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tipon  the  whole,  a  degree  of  prudence  and 
forethought  not  often  seen  ui  men  of  their 
xunk  in  life  and  amount  of  education — 
living  in  the  most  economical  manner  when 
in  work,  and  saving  their  hard  earnings  in 
order  that  thej  may  pay  their  rents  when 
they  get  home.     Tnis  is  the  character  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  England  ;  and  I 
say  with  such  a  people  and  such  a  coun- 
try, is  it  not  dear  that  the  fault  must  be 
with  their  rulers  if  lawlessness  and  wretch- 
edness prevail  amongst  them  ?    My  Lords, 
I  cannot  doubt  it  to  be  so,  and  therefore 
I  never  can  for  a  moment  believe  in  its 
"being  impossible  for  Parliament  to  inter- 
fere with  effect  to  improve  the  condition  of 
Ireland.     I  am  not,  indeed,  such  a  vision- 
ary as  to  expect  that  evils  of  such  long 
standing,  and  so  inveterate,  can  be  re- 
moved in  a  moment.   I  know  too  well  that 
this  is  utterly  impossible;  but  of  this  I  am 
persuaded,  that  if  we  will  seriously,  and 
with  earnestness  and  singleness  of  purpose, 
apply  ourselves  to  that  great  task  —  if, 
without  regard  to  preconceived  opinions 
or  dearly  cherished  prejudices,  we  will 
honestly  and  fairly  set  ourselves  to  find 
out  and  to   do  what  can   be  done  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland,  we  shall  discover 
measures,  the  adoption  of  which  will  soon 
give  evidence  by  their  happy  effect  that  we 
are  on  the  right  track,  and  on  the  road  to 
improvement,  and  which  will,  in  due  time, 
leave  Ireland  for  generations  to  follow  us  in 
the  condition  of  a  prosperous,  happy,  well- 
ordered  community.     I  say  this  is  in  our 
power  if  we  do  our  duty;  if  Parliament 
discharges  as  it  ought  the  great  task  de- 
volved upon  it,  we  may  safely  rely  in  hum- 
ble confidence  on  the  blessing  of  Providence 
on  our  honest  endeavours.  The  fault  which 
I  am  disposed  to  find  with  the  measures  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  lies  much  more 
in  what  they  do  not  do,  than  in  what  they 
do;  it  is  much  more  that  their  measures 
are  inadequate,  than  that  they  are  alto- 
gether erroneous  in  themselves.     I  think 
^e  objects  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  in  view  are  good  objects;  I  find 
fault  with  the  means  they  propose  to  adopt. 
I  think  those  means  are  insufficient,  and 
in  some  particular   points  ill  adapted  to 
the  end  they  have  in  view.     If  1  rightly 
comprehend  the    policy  of  the   Govern- 
ment, it  is  this.     They  consider  that  the 
great  evils  of  Ireland  are,  first,  the  absence 
of  security  for  life  and  property;  and  next, 
the  absence  of  due  encouragement  for  in- 
dustiT,  and  of  a  sufficient  demand  for  ho- 
neet  labour  at  adequate  wages.    I  conceive 


these  are  the  two  great  points  to  which 
the  efforts  of  Government  are  directed; 
they  wish  to  increase  employment,  they 
wish  to  promote  security;  and  they  con- 
sider that  these  two  evils  are  closely  and 
intimately  connected  together.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  so  far  Government  are  perfectly 
right.  I  think  it  is  impossible  attentively 
to  consider  the  state  of  Ireland  without 
seeing  how  very  closely  these  two  symptoms 
in  her  condition,  if  I  may  so  call  them,  are 
connected  together — so  closely,  that  it  is 
really  almost  difficult  to  say  which  is  cause 
and  which  is  effect.  If  we  look  to  the 
natural  resources  of  Ireland,  and  the  meana 
she  has  of  rewarding  industiy,  if  duly 
applied,  I  am  tempted  to  say  that  nothing 
but  the  want  of  security  can  account  for 
the  fact  that  her  natural  resources  have 
not  been  better  developed,  and  that  there 
industry  is  not  better  rewarded.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  you  look  to  the  wretchedness 
and  poverty  of  the  people— their  entire 
dependence  for  subsistence  on  the  land— ^ 
and  the  manner  in  which  predial  outrages 
are  connected  with  their  dread  of  losing 
their  only  certain  means  of  subsistence— < 
it  seems  impossible  to  deny  that  poverty 
and  wretchedness  have  much  to  do  with 
the  existing  insecurity  of  life  and  property. 
Each  of  these  enls  tend  to  aggra- 
vate the  other;  and  I  believe  no  remedy 
you  can  attempt  to  apply  to  the  situation 
of  Ireland  will  be  effective,  unless  you,  at 
one  and  the  same  time,  apply  yourselves  to 
both  giving  employment  to  Ihe  people,  and 
correcting  that  insecurity  which  prevents 
private  capital  from  affording  employment. 
These  are  the  objects  which  I  understand 
Government  to  have  in  view,  and  so  far  I 
think  them  perfectly  right.  I  think,  also, 
that  what  tney  do  with  a  view  to  remedy 
the  immediate  and  pressing  want  of  em-» 
ployment  is  right  in  itself  and  sufficient. 
In  that  respect  it  might  probably  be  diffi- 
cult to  do  more  than  Government  purposes. 
I  believe  that  the  measures  they  have 
adopted  by  grants  and  loans,  for  providing 
artificially,  if  I  may  say  so,  extended  em- 
ployment to  meet  the  present  distress  of 
Irdand,  are,  on  the  whole  judicious  and 
well  considered.  I  have  no  fault  whatever 
to  find  with  those  measures,  either  as  to 
their  nature  or  adequacy,  so  far  as  they  go; 
in  this  respect  it  would,  I  believe,  be  difficult 
to  do  more.  But  we  must  never  forget,  in 
assenting  to  measures  of  this  description, 
that  the  permanent  employment  of  the 
people  must,  after  all,  be  the  result  of  the 
spontaneous  operation  of  private  enterprise 
2X2 
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and  private  capital.  No  country  can  be 
in  a  wholesome  condition  where  the  popu- 
lation depend  for  employment  on  measures 
artificially  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment. As  a  temporary  resource  to  meet 
the  immediate  and  pressing  want  that  ex- 
ists, I  admit  it  is  quite  proper  that  such 
measures  should  be  attempted;  but  when 
we  are  looking  to  the  permanent  improve- 
ment of  the  country,  to  that  which  is  to  be 
its  habitual  condition,  then  I  say  that  em- 
ployment directly  afforded  at  the  cost  and 
under  the  superintendence  of  Government, 
is  utterly  and  entirely  inadequate.  It  will 
accomplish  no  real  improvement,  unless, 
while  we  provide  that  temporary  and  arti- 
ficial employment,  we  encourage  private 
capital  and  enterprise  to  step  in  and  take 
up  the  work  of  providing  natural  and  per- 
manent employment.  But  we  cannot  ex- 
pect this  to  happen;  we  cannot  expect  to 
see  private  industry  and  enterprise  flourish- 
ing and  prosperous,  until  peace  and  security 
are  established  on  some  better  foundation 
than  laws  arming  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment with  ahnost  arbitrary  power.  It  is 
utterly  impossible,  if  quiet  is  only  main- 
tained in  Ireland  by  laws  of  this  descrip- 
tion, that  private  industry  and  enterprise 
aan  take  root  in  that  country.  The  very 
existence  of  those  laws,  even  if  they  have 
the  effect  of  repressing  outrage  and  pre- 
venting the  conunission  of  crime,  prevents 
ihat  feeling  of  security  in  the  minds  of 
men  which  is  no  less  essential  for  com- 
mercial and  industrial  improvement  than 
actual  safety.  Such  laws  also  interfere 
with  that  liberty  of  action  which  is  the 
very  lifeblood  of  commercial  enterprise. 
Do  you  suppose  that  men  can  embark 
in  great  enterprises  of  industry  and  com- 
merce where  they  cannot  venture  outside 
their  own  houses  after  dark,  imless  at 
the  risk  of  being  transported?  It  is 
utterly  impossible.  Until  you  can  esta- 
blish security  on  some  better  foundation, 
and  make  it  compatible  with  a  return 
to  the  ordinary  law  and  constitution, 
restricting  the  Executive  Government  to 
its  constitutional  powers — till  you  can  do 
that,  you  have  done  nothing.  And  this  it 
is  which  accounts  for  the  failure  of  your 
past  liberality  to  Ireland  in  the  way  of 
public  works;  for  do  not  flatter  yourselves 
that  you  are  doing  anything  new  by  mak- 
ing grants  and  loans  for  public  works. 
Since  the  Union,  enormous  sums  have 
been  contributed  in  this  manner;  and  what 
has  been  the  result  ?  I  am  afraid  that  no 
inconsiderable  proportion  of  the  money  has 


been  jobbed  away  in  extravagant  ezpendi* 
ture.     But  I  hope  that  of  late  years  this 
has  been  the  case  to  a  far  less   extent; 
and  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  money 
has  been  well  and  usefully  applied.     StiD, 
what  is  the  result?     You  have  executed 
considerable  public  works ;  as  far  as  they 
go  they  are  useful ;  but  they  have  failed 
in  giving  that  impetus  you  expected  to 
private  industry  and  enterprise  ;  thej  have 
failed  in  calling  into  activity  the    inter- 
nal resources  of  Ireland.     The  reason  of 
that  failure  is,  in  my  opinion,  obvions  ;  it 
is  because  you  have  not  yet  succeeded  in 
establishing  secimty,    together   with    the 
restriction  of  the  Executive  Government  to 
the  ordinary  powers  of  the  law.      I  say, 
therefore,  that  one  great  object  your  Lord- 
ships ought  to  have  in  view  is  to  estahlish 
good  order  on  an  effective  basis,  and  under 
mild  enactments,  without  having  recourse 
to  temporary  laws  of  this  severe  and  arbi- 
trary character.     Then  I  come  to  the  in- 
quiry— ^is  there  anything  in  the  measures 
of  Government  which  can  give  us  a  hope 
that  they  will  be  attended  with  this  result  ? 
Is  there  anything  in  what  they  propose  to 
us  which  we  can  even  expect  will  have  the 
effect  of  re-establishing  order  without  the 
necessity  of  strong  powers  being  entensted 
to  the  Executive  ?     It  is  with  deep  concern 
I  am  obliged  to  say,  I  know  of  nothing 
they  have  done,  or  intend  to  do,  which 
holds  out  to  us  any  such  prospect.     In 
those  measures  I  can  see  nothing  which 
gives  even  the  faintest  hope  that  when  the 
temporary  Bill  lately  passed  by  your  Lord- 
ships shall  have  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Legislature,  and  shall  have  run   its 
term — I   see    nothing   that   can   give  us 
hope  that,  in  October,  1849,  we  shall  have 
peace  and  security  without  a  renewal  of 
measures  of  so  arbitrary  and  despotic  a 
character.     What,  my  Lords,  is  the  cause 
of  its  being  so  often  necessary  in  Ireland 
to  have  recourse  to  laws  of  this   sort? 
Why   is  it  that  the   ordinary   law  is  in 
that  island  utterly  powerless  to  protect 
the  peaceable   subject,   and  to   maintain 
good  order  ?     I  believe  every  person  who 
has  at  all  attended  to  the  situation  of 
Ireland  frill  at  once  say  that  the  reason 
for  this  is,   that,   unhappily,   the    whole 
body  of  the  population  are  adverse  to  the 
administration  of  the  law.     In  a  well-or- 
dered community,  the  law,  I  may  say,  is 
self  enforced.     It  is  not  merely  the  officers 
of  Government — ^not  merely  those  who  are 
specially  employed  in  administering  the 
law  and  maintaining  good  order,  who  are 
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peace    officers,  but  eyery  member  of  the 
community.     Here,  if  there  is  au  infringe- 
ment of  the  law,  every  man,  however  hum- 
ble, is  ready  to  join  in  repressing  it.     In 
Ireland,  on  the  contrary,  the  population  is 
everywhere  united  in  a  general  combina- 
tion to  resist  and  thwart  me  endeavours  of 
thoBe  whose  duty  it  is  to  enforce  the  law. 
Compare  what  happens  in  England  and 
Ireland,  when  some  great  crime  has  been 
committed.     In  this  country,  if  a  murder 
has  been  committed,  and  the  culprit  has 
escaped,  and  is  known,  he  can  hide  himself 
nowhere :  every  one  is  on  the  alert  to  as- 
sist in  the  detection  of  the  murderer;  the 
newspapers  carry  his  description  to  the 
remotest  comers;    wherever  he   goes,  a 
himdi-ed  jealous  eyes  are  scrutinizing  every 
unknown  face;  every  stranger  to  whom  the 
slight  est  suspicion  attaches  is  at  once  stop- 
ped, and  brought  before  a  magistrate;  and 
it  Beldom  happens  that  among  those  stop- 
ped the  real  culprit  does  not  fall  into  the 
hands  of  justice.     But  what  happens  in 
Ireland  ?     When  a  murder  is  committed, 
the  population  do  not  interfere  to  seize  the 
murderer  and  bring  him  to  justice  :  on  the 
contrary,  their  sole  object  is  to  screen  and 
protect  him.     The  greatest  disgrace  which 
can  attach  to  an  Irish  peasant,  in  the  eyes  of 
his  fellows,  is  to  be  supposed  to  have  given 
the    slightest   assistance,    directly  or  in- 
directly, to  the  enforcement  of  the  law. 
The  character  of  an  informer  is  one  which 
it  is  worth  as  much  as  a  man's  life  to  ac- 
quire.    And  what  is  the  Irish  definition  of 
an  informer  ?     It  is  not  what  we  mean  in 
England.     Here,  when  we  speak  against 
an  informer  as  an  odious  character,  we 
mean  a  man  who  for  the  gain  of  the  penalty 
goes  and  lays  an  information  against  a  per- 
son gmlty  of  an  infraction  of  the  law,  very 
often  one  of  a  perfectly  venial  and  insigni- 
ficant description.     In  England,  an  infor- 
mer is  thus  a  man  who  endeavours  to  get 
a  not  very  creditable  livelihood  by  die 
faults  or  offences  of  his  neighbours.     But 
in  Ireland  an  informer  is  any  man  who 
dares  to  give  information  of  any  kind  as 
to  the  commission  of  a  crime.    We  were 
told  the  other  night  by  a  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  tha^t  this 
danger  from  giving  evidence  applied  even 
to  the  son  or  wife  of  a  man  inhumanly  mur- 
dered, of  a  man  who   might  have  been 
dragged  out  of  his  bed  in  the  dead  of  night, 
and  barbarously  murdered  by  a  band  of 
hired  assassins.     Though  it  may  be  the 
wife,  son,  or  brother  of  the  victim  who  ven- 
tures to  tell  what  ho  knows,  and  to  describe 


the  persons,  or  give  the  names  of  the  cri- 
minals, yet  the  party  venturing  to  do  this, 
is,  in  the  Irish  definition  of  the  term,  an 
informer;  and  though  a  person  labour  under 
the  strongest  provocation,  he  cannot  give 
evidence  without  consequent  risk  to  life 
and  limb— so  much  so,  that  I  believe  it  has 
been  the  practice  in  Ireland  in  former 
years,  and  probably  it  has  not  yet  been 
quite  discontinued,  that  when  a  man  gives 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  in  cases 
of  murder  or  some  other  atrocious  crime, 
and  when  the  verdict  of  the  jury  has  been 
obtained,  the  Crown  is  obligea  to  defray  the 
expense  of  enabling  the  man  to  emigrate 
to  the  Colonies,  because  his  life  is  in  dan- 
ger. This  is  the  real  reason  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  enforcing  the  law  in  Ireland.  It  is 
because  the  great  body  of  the  people  are 
banded  to  resist  it,  and  instead  of  co-ope- 
rating with  the  administrators  of  the  law, 
they  only  endeavour  to  screen  and  assist 
those  who  violate  it.  Their  sympathy  is 
not  with  the  murdered,  but  with  the  mur- 
derer ;  and  so  far  is  this  carried,  that  the 
murderer  is  actually  a  privileged  character 
in  Ireland.  In  favour  of  the  murderer, 
even  that  jealousy  of  a  stranger  coming 
into  a  district  to  which  he  does  not  belong  to 
seek  for  work,  which  is  generally  so  strong, 
is  suspended ;  and  I  believe  there  are 
well-authenticated  instances  of  men,  wish- 
ing to  find  employment  at  a  distance  from 
their  native  districts,  actually  pretending  to 
have  committed  a  murder,  and  to  be  trying 
to  escape  the  search  of  the  officers  of  the 
law,  in  order  that  they  might  be  permitted, 
unmolested  by  the  population,  to  seek  for 
work  in  a  district  to  which  they  did  not 
belong.  If  I  am  not  much  mistaken,  I 
have  heard  a  former  Secretary  for  Ireland 
describe  wdl-authentioated  instances  of 
this  kind  as  having  existed.  My  Lords, 
I  think  it  is  sufficiently  established  that 
the  temper  and  disposition  of  the  people 
in  Ireland  is  not  to  assist,  but  to  thwart, 
the  administration  of  the  law.  Until  that 
temper  is  altered,  it  is  in  vain  to  multiply 
Coercion  Bills;  it  is  quite  impossible  that 
by  such  means  you  can  establish  real  se- 
curity. The  object  must  be  to  change 
their  disposition.  I  ask  you,  my  Lords, 
has  the  Coercion  Bill  any  tendency  to  do 
so  ?  Are  the  severe  provisions  which  we 
are  compelled  to  adopt  when  endeavouring 
to  repress  crime,  wh&e  the  population  con- 
tinue animated  by  the  spirit  I  have  endea- 
voured to  describe — are  those  severe  pro- 
visions calculated  to  reconcile  the  people  to 
the  law,  and  bring  them  to  look  upon  its 
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ministers  as  their  friends  instead  of  their 
enemies  f  I  think  no  man  will  maintain 
Buch  a  proposition.  It  is  a  resource  too 
much  like  the  dram  of  the  drunkard,  in  the 
fits  of  intolerable  depression  which  succeed 
his  excesses.  He  knows  that  a  fresh  ex- 
cess will  give  him  temporary  relief,  and  to 
that  temporary  relief  he  flies,  though  it  is 
certain  to  be  followed  by  a  return,  with  in- 
creased sererity,  of  all  his  painM  sensa- 
tions. I  belieye  the  effects  of  these  severe 
laws  are  precisely  of  the  same  sort.  They 
may  repress,  perhaps,  for  a  moment,  the 
commission  of  crime;  but  they  have  no 
tendency  to  take  away  the  spirit  which 
really  creates  the  difficulty  of  efficiently 
administering  the  law  wi&out  extraordi- 
nary powers.  This  is  the  conclusion  as 
to  the  effect  which  these  coercive  measures 
are  calculated  to  produce,  to  which  I  think 
we  should  be  led  by  reasoning  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  it  is  also  confinned  by  experi- 
ence. Have  not  measures  of  severity  been 
tried  long  enough,  and  without  much  re- 
aerve  as  to  the  degree  of  severity  employed? 
I  find  in  a  speech  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, so  long  ago  as  1829,  in  introducing 
to  the  House  the  measure  he  then  pro- 
posed for  the  relief  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
from  civil  disabilities,  that  he  gave  this 
history  of  the  measures  of  severity  which 
had  then  been  adopted  in  Ireland : — 

"  In  1800,  we  find  the  Habeas  Corpas  Act  sus- 
pended, and  the  Act  for  the  Suppression  of  Rebel- 
lion in  foroe.  In  1801  they  were  continued.  In 
1802, 1  beUeTe  they  expired.  In  1803,  the  insur- 
rection for  which  Exnmett  Buffered  broke  out. 
Lord  KUwarden  was  murdered  by  a  savage  mob; 
and  both  Acts  of  Parliament  were  renewed.  In 
1804  they  were  oontinued.  In  1806  the  west  and 
south  of  Ireland  were  in  a  state  of  insubordina- 
tion, which  was  with  difficulty  repressed  by  the 
severest  enforcement  of  the  ordinary  law.  In 
1807,  in  consequence  chiefly  of  the  disorders  that 
bad  prevailed  in  1800,  the  Act  called  the  Insur- 
rection Act  was  introduced.  It  gave  power  to  the 
Lord  lieutenant  to  place  any  dutrict  by  procla- 
mation out  of  the  pale  of  the  ordinary  law — ^it  sus- 
pended trial  by  jury — and  made  it  a  transportable 
offonoe  to  be  out  of  doors  from  sunset  to  sunrise. 
In  1807  this  Act  continued  in  foroe,  and  in  1808, 
1809,  and  to  the  close  of  the  Session  of  1810.  In 
1814,  the  Insurrection  Act  was  renewed;  it  was 
oonthmed  in  1815,  1816,  and  1817.  In  1822  it 
was  again  revived,  and  continued  during  the  years 
1823, 1824,  and  1825.  In  1825,  the  temporary 
Aot  intended  for  the  suppression  of  dangerous  as- 
sociations, and  especially  the  Roman  Ca^olio  As- 
sociation, was  passed.  It  continued  during  1826 
and  1827,  and  expired  m  1828.  The  year  1829 
has  arrived,  and  with  it  the  demand  for  a  new  Act 
to  suppress  the  Roman  Catholic  Association." 

My  Lords,  I  might  continue  this  painful 
history.     Only  four  years  after  the  time 


when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent  First  Minister   thus    spoke,  it  wm 
again  found  necessary  to  introduce  a  inci- 
sure of  the  severest  kind,   which  in  tk 
greater  part  of  its  provisions  was  renevcd 
in  the  year  1834,  and  expired,  I  tbi&k, 
only  four  or  five  years  ago.     Again,  m  ik 
year  1846,  we  are  called  upon  to  renew  it 
Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  result  which  expe- 
rience shows  to  have  been   ohtained  Vy 
mere  severity.     Such  is  the  prospect  we 
have,  if  we  confine  our  efforts  to  merely  r^ 
pressing,  hy  stem  and  rigorous  measures, 
the  commission  of  crime  —  such   is  tiie 
prospect  we  have  of  restoring  real  secnritr 
to  Ireland.    I  contend,  then,  that  we  mist 
look  further ;  we  must  look  to  the  root  d 
the  evO,  and  we  must  see  whether  it  is  not 
possible  to  change  the  temper  of  the  IHs& 
population,  to  effect  a  reconciliation  Iw- 
tween  them  and  their  rulers,  to  make  then 
the  friends  instead  of  the  opponents  of  titf 
administrators  of  the  law.     This,  I  say,  is 
the  object  to  which  our  efforts  ought  to  be 
directed ;  and  I  say,  if  those  efforts  m 
honestly  directed  to  its  accomplishment,  1 
believe  it  is  one  not  beyond  our  reacli  to 
attain.     It  is  true,  the  task  is  a  most  diffi- 
cult one.   You  have  to  erase  from  the  mmdi 
of  the  Irish  people  the  deep  impression  left 
by  long  ages  of  misgovemment,  and  to 
convince  them  that  their  rulers  have  botli 
the  will  and  the   power  to    serve    them, 
and  to  promote  their  happiness  and  pros- 
perity.    This  is  what  you  have  to  accom- 
plish ;  and  I  shall  endeavour  to  show  what 
to  that  end  should  be  the  nature  of  ^ 
means  employed.    In  the  first  place,  then, 
in    order   to    convince    the   people  tfcst 
the  law  really  exists  for  their  benefit,  yon 
must   amend    it,    both  in   its   proviaons 
and  its  administration,  for  I  believe  boA 
are  defective.     I  am  persuaded  that  t^c 
law  as  it   now  exists   in   Ireland   is  ui- 
adequate  to  secure  to  the  poor  man,  who 
cannot  afford  the  cost  of  htigation,  that 
justice  to  which  he  has  a  right.     I  believe 
it  is  more  particularly  so  inadequate  m 
those  parts  of  the  law  which  relate  to  the 
teniure  of  real  property.     This  is  a  subject 
of  extreme  difficidty  and  extreme  imp^^' 
tance,  owing  to  the  state  of  society  in  h*" 
land.     As  has  been  observed  very  recently 
by  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  who  is  more 
particularly  responsible  for  the  peace  of  In- 
land, the  Home  Secretary,  the  state  of  tl^* 
law,  and  the  opinions  of  the  people  in  respect 
to  the  tenancy  and  occupation  of  land,  s^ 
at  the  root  of  the  disorders  by  which  the  coun- 
try is  afflicted.  I  believe  that  the  lair  as  it 
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now  exists  requires,  and  is  susceptible  of, 
improvement.  I  believe  that  the  most  fright- 
ful injustice  can  and  does  take  place  under  it. 
I  think  it  was  only  the  other  night  a  noble 
Marquess,  not   now  present,    asked   my 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
St.    Germans)  opposite,  whether  Govern- 
ment had  received  any  information  as  to 
tho  truth  of  certain  circumstances  stated 
to  have  taken  place  in  one  of  the  western 
cotmties  of  Ireland — ^Roscommon — a  state- 
ment than  which,  if  true,  no  man  can  con- 
ceive   anything  more  horrible — ^three  or 
four  hundred  families  being  driven  from 
the  homes  they  had  occupied  for  years, 
absolutely  without  resource,   and  left  to 
starve  or  perish.     I  trust  that  statement 
was  incorrect ;  I  hope  and  believe  that  the 
paragraph  in  the  newspapers  to  which  the 
noble  Marquess  very  properly  called  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  did  n(^t  state 
the  real  facts  of  the  case  ;  but,  whether  it 
did  or  not,  1  believe  that  this  is  unde- 
niable, that  the  clearance  of  estates  has 
taken  place  in  Ireland  to  a  great  ettent, 
and  in  a  manner  utterly  impossible  to  re- 
concile to  our  ideas  of  reed  justice  and 
real  humanity.     I  think  it  is  contrary  to 
what  every  man's  feeling  must  tell  him  to 
be  right  and  just,  that  when,  whether  by 
the  fault  of  tho  actual  owner  or  his  prede- 
cessor— I  care  not  how — a  large  population 
has  been  suffered  to  grow  up  on  a  particu- 
lar district  of  land,  they  should,  when  a 
lease  falls  in,  be  driven  off  in  wretchedness 
and  misery.     That  such  things  should  be 
possible,  I  think,  is  a  disgrace  to  a  civilized 
country.     We  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
the  Commissioners  who  lately  inquired  into 
this  subject,  that  the  practice  which  prevails 
in  regard  to  paying  for  permanent  improve- 
ments of  the  land,  such  as  draining  and 
building — and  they  have,  I  fear,  been  but 
of  smaJl    importance — is    very    different 
to  that  which  obtains   in   England ;   the 
coat  in  Ireland  being  nowhere  borne  by 
the  landlord,  but  by  the  tenant.     We  are 
also  told  that,  by  the  law  as  it  now  stands, 
it  happens,  though  I  hope  not  very  often, 
that  when  an  industrious  man  has  spent 
two  or  three  years  in  improving  a  small 
allotment  of  ground,  and  has  thus  given 
a  new  value  to  it,  depending  upon  it  for 
the  subsistence  of  himself  and  family,  he 
can  be,  and  at  the  pleasure  of  the  landlord 
sometimes  is,  turned  out  to  starve  on  the 
iride  world.     Can  these  things  be  ?     Is  it 
possible  they  should  exist,  and  not  create 
a  strong  feeling  of  exasperation  in  the 
minds  of  the  peasantry  ?  Another  abuse, 


not  uncommon  in  Ireland,  arises  from  the 
practice  of  subletting,  which  prevails  in  that 
country  very  extensively ;  it  sometimes  hap- 
pens that  when  an  industrious  man,  having  a 
small  allotment,  has  fairly  and  honestly 
paid  for  the  land  he  occupies  to  his  imme- 
diate superior,  and  that  superior  fails  to 
pay  the  rent  to  his  superior,  the  poor  man 
who  holds  the  plot  of  ground  is  liable  to  have 
his  property  seized  and  sold  before  his  eyes, 
to  satisfy  the  claim  of  the  head  landlord. 
[A  cry  of  "  No,  no!  *  *]  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  near  me  tells  me  that  it  is  the  law 
both  in  England  and  Ireland.    It  is  true ; 
but  in  England  the  practice  of  subletting 
does  not  prevail  in  this  manner,  and  it  does 
not  work  the  same  practical  injustice  as 
in  Ireland.     I  say  it  is  notorious  that  acts 
of  the  most  cruel  and  dire  injustice  have 
been  done  under  this  state  of  the  law.     A 
noble  Friend  of  mine  told  me  a  case  which 
had  come  imder  his  own  notice,  where  a 
poor  man  took  a  small  piece  of  land  in 
conacre,  paying  97.  for  half  an  acre,  on 
which  he  grew  a  crop  of  potatoes  which 
were  to  .afford  subsistence  to  himself  and 
family,  probably  till  the  succeeding  crop. 
This  rent,  which  here  appears  so  extrava- 
gant, is  the  common  price  of  land  taken  as 
conacre  in  the  county  of  Waterford.     The 
man  had  thus  paid  for  his  potatoes ;  but 
his  immediate  superior  was  in  arrear  to  his 
landlord ;   his  landlord  put  in  a  distress, 
seized  the  growing  crop,  which  was  the 
only  dependence  of  the  poor  man  and  his 
family,   and  actually  refused  to   tell  the 
unhappy  peasant,    whose    ripening    crop 
was  thus  snatched  from  his  possession, 
what  was  the  amount  for  which  the  dis- 
tress was  put  in.     I  am  told  the  peasant 
committed  an  assault  upon  his  keeper,  for 
the  mere  purpose  of  bringing  the  case  be- 
fore a  noble  Friend  of  mine,  in  whose  jus- 
tice he  had  confidence;  but  who,  when  the 
case  came  before  him,  found  that  the  state 
of  the  law  was  such  that  no  redress  was  in 
his  power,  though  it  appeared  to  him,  as  it 
must  to  your  Lordships,  and  every  man  of 
ordinary  feeling,  a  case  of  the  most  cruel 
oppression  and  injustice.     My  Lords,  the 
first  step  you  have  to  take  towards  bring- 
ing about  a  better  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, is  to  correct  those  provisions  of  the 
existing  law  under  which  such  injustice  has 
been  wrought.  The  subject  is,  I  know,  one 
of  extreme  difficulty  and  delicacy ;  and,  I 
am  concerned  to  say,  I  think  that  difficulty 
has  been  infinitely  aggravated  by  the  most 
unfortunate  and  imprudent  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  pursued 
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in  regard  to  it.     At  tho  conclusion  of  the 
Session   of  1843,   a  Bill  for  establishing 
what  has  been  termed  fixity  of  tenure  was 
brought  into  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment by  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford.     Leave 
was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill  without  op- 
position: when  it  came  to  a  second  reading, 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  which  took 
place,  the  Prime  Minister  pointed  out  some 
obvious  defects  in  the  Bill;  but  at  the  same 
time  stated,  that  the  subject  was  one  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  felt  to  be  of 
great  importance,  and  that  their  attention 
would  be  given  to  it.    Upon  tiiat  statement 
Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  consented  not  to 
press  tiie  second  reading,  and  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  without  a  division.   At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  following  Session,  Her 
MfUesty  was  advised  formally  to  announce 
in  Her  Speech  from  the  Throne  that  she 
had  thought  fit  to  appoint  a  Commission 
for  inquiring  into  this  subject;  and  a  few 
days  after  (on  the  13th  of  February,  1844), 
in  a  debate  in  the  Commons,  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  Lord  J.  RusseU,  for  a  Committee 
of  the  wholo  House  on  the  state  of  .Ireland, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
adverting  to  the  issue  of  the  Commission, 
expressed  his  hope  that  before  the  termi- 
nation of  that  Session  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
introduce  some  measure  on  the  subject. 
I  took  the  liberty  at  the  time  of  express- 
ing my  great  apprehensions  that  Govern- 
ment were  taking  an  imprudent  and  un- 
necessary course.     I  said  1  thought  the 
issue  of  such  a  Commission,  the  circum- 
stances under  which  it  originated,  and  the 
fact  that  it  was  formally  announced  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  were  calculated 
to  create  very  imfounded  and  exaggerated 
expectations  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  on  a  subject  on  which,  of  all  others, 
it  was  most  dangerous  to  agitate  their  minds 
by  expectations  not  to  be  realized.    I  said  at 
the  same  time,  that  I  thought  tiie  real  state 
of  the  law  and  its  workings  might  have 
been  ascertained  by  Government  without 
the  issue  of  a  formal  Commission  ;    that 
they  might  have  obtained  all  the  necessary 
information  by  private  consultation  with 
the  ablest  lawyers   of  the   country,   and 
the  country  gentlemen   who    were    best 
acquainted  with  the  practical  operation  of 
the  law ;  and  that  with  such  assistance  a 
measure  might  have  been   matured   and 
brought   forward.     But    I    further    said, 
that  for  Her  Majesty's  Government,  while 
in   ignorance    whether   any   improvement 
was  practicable  or  not— whether  they  might 


not  find  the  complexity  of  the  law  so  great 
as  to  obstruct  any  improvement  that  would 
give  satisfaction — ^to  issue  a  Commission  in 
tiie  manner  they  had,  was  themost  dangerous 
and  imprudent  course  which  it  was  possible 
for  a  Government  to  adopt,  and  would,  I 
feared,  be  followed  by  very  unfortunate  re- 
sults.    That  anticipation,  I   am  sorry  to 
say,  has  been  more  than  realized:  from  all 
the  information  I  can  obtain  as  to  what  is 
now  going  on  in  Ireland,   I  believe  the 
present  great   increase   of  agrarian   out- 
rages is  in  no  slight  degree  traceable  to 
the  issue  of  tiiat  Commission,  without  its 
being  promptly  followed  by  the  adoption  of 
any  practical  measure.    I  believe  you  havo 
created  in  the  minds  of  the  peasantry  of 
that  country  an  impression  that  they  are 
to  be  the  owners  instead  of  the  occupiers 
of  the  land.    I  believe  that  any  reform  you 
may  now  make  will  give  far  less  satisfac- 
tion than  even  a  much  less  reform  would 
have  done  if  effected  two  years  sooner,  with 
less  parade,  and  less  flourish  of  trumpets. 
1  do  not  charge  the  Government  with  hav- 
ing done  this  wilfully — I  do  not  charge 
them  with  the  deep  guilt  of  having  endea- 
voured to  stave  off  a  difficult  and  embar- 
rassing question  by  tho  appointment  of  tiiat 
Commission,  and  by  bringing  forward  the 
abortive  measure  founded  on  it,  which  fell 
to  the  ground  without  attack,  because  its 
own  friends  could  not  support  it ;  I  do  not, 
I  say,  charge  the  Government  with  having 
been  wilfully  guilty  of  such  a  dereliction 
of  their  duty;   but  in  the  face  of  this 
House  and  of  the  country,    I  do  charge 
them  with  having  been  guilty  of  the  most 
unpardonable  imprudence  in  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  dealt  with  this  sub- 
ject. My  Lords,  I  must  add,  that  what  they 
have  done  now  renders  the  necessity  of  a 
reform  of  the  laws  affecting  real  property 
in  Ireland  more  pressing  than  ever.     Not 
a  day — ^not  an  hour — ought  to  be  lost  in 
devising  such  a  measure,  and  bringing  it 
before  Parliament.     In  framing  tiiat  mea- 
sure,  you   must    be  prepared   to  go  to 
considerable  lengths,  and  to  act — ^not  in 
the  spirit  of  mere  technical  lawyers,  but 
with  the  comprehensive  views  of  states- 
men; you  must  look  to  the  principles  of 
the  public  good,  on  which  the  law  of  real 
property  is  fbunded,  and  not  to  conventional 
and  technical  notions  as  to  the  practice  of 
that  law.     A   reform  conceived  in  that 
spirit  is  absolutely  necessary ;  and  I  trust 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  do  their 
duty,  and  bring  some  such  measure  for- 
ward with  the  least  possible  delay.     But, 
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my  Lords,  it  is  not  sufficient  that  the 
mere  letter  of  the  law  as  it  affects  real 
property  in  Ireland  should  be  reformed 
and  improved — ^it  is  not  enough  to  amend 
its  mere  provisions.  You  must  look  to  its 
administration  also.  A  noble  Friend  of 
mine  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  told 
me  that  when  I  quoted  the  saying  of  a 
great  authority,  that  ''in  Ireland  there 
was  one  law  for  the  rich,  and  another  for 
the  poor,"  I  had  not  given  the  whole  of 
the  sentence;  and  that  what  had  really  been 
said  was,  that  "  there  is  one  law  for  the 
poor,  and  another  for  the  rich — and  both 
equidly  ill-administered."  My  Lords,  I 
firmly  believe  that  this  was  most  true  when 
it  was  said :  I  hope  that  a  considerable 
improvement  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  has  been  effected  of  late  years ; 
but  I  cannot  help  expressing  my  fears 
that  since  1841  there  has  been  again  rather 
a  change  for  the  worse  in  that  respect. 
The  information  I  have  received  leads  me 
to  apprehend  that  since  that  year  the  law 
has  been  so  administered  as  to  give  less 
real  confidence  and  satisfaction  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  than  before.  One  cause  of 
this  has  been  the  nature  of  your  appoint- 
ments to  the  Bench.  You  have  placed  on 
the  bench  of  justice  eager  and  virulent 
partisans.  I  believe  these  appointments 
are  greatly  calculated  to  check  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Irish  people  in  the  equal  ad- 
minstration  of  justice.  I  am  informed 
also  that  the  practice,  which  between  1835 
and  1841  had  been  abolished,  of  excluding 
men  from  juries  on  account  of  their  re- 
ligion, has  been  to  some  extent  revived 
since  the  latter  year.  I  hope,  if  such  is 
not  the  case,  that  the  assertion  will  be  de- 
nied, because  anything  more  objectionable 
or  more  improper  I  cannot  conceive.  I 
deliberately  say,  my  Lords,  that,  in  my 
opinion,  it  would  be  less  objectionable  to 
suspend  trial  by  jury  altogether  than  to  con- 
tinue such  a  practice.  I  believe  that  it  is 
better  to  have  no  jury  at  all  than  a  par- 
tisan jury  ;  and  I  say,  if  the  Government 
have  revived  that  practice,  they  have  in- 
curred a  great  and  fearful  responsibility. 
But  a  reform  in  the  law  itself,  and  in  its 
adminstration,  is  not  all  that  is  required. 
You  must  look  still  further,  and  do  much 
more,  if  you  really  hope  for  your  efforts  to 
be  successful.  There  is  another  consideration 
that  cannot  be  overlooked  in  viewing  this 
question.  I  never  can  believe  the  law  will 
be  cheerfully  obeyed  so  long  as  the  Parlia- 
ment by  which  it  is  enacted,  and  the  Go- 
vernment by  which  it  is  enforced,  are  ob- 


jects of  hostility  and  suspicion,  instead  of 
respect  and  confidence.  To  have  the  law 
cheerfully  obeyed,  to  make  it  really  effec- 
tive, it  is  indispensable  that  the  people 
should  look  to  their  rulers  with  feelings  of 
a  very  different  kind.  My  Lords,  I  know 
that  in  what  I  am  now  going  to  argue, 
the  general  opinion  is  against  me.  We 
have  often  been  told,  upon  what  must  be 
considered  high  authority,  that  there 
is  no  connection  whatever  between  the 
agrarian  outrages  on  the  one  hand,  and 
discontent  and  the  Repeal  agitation  on 
the  other.  I  confess  that  all  the  consi- 
deration I  have  given  to  this  matter — 
and  I  have  taken  much  pains  in  consider- 
ing it — ^have  impressed  on  my  mind  a 
strong  conviction  that  those  who  tell  us  so 
labour  under  a  great  mistake.  There  are, 
no  doubt,  more  immediate  and  exciting 
causes  of  agrarian  outrages;  but  that  their 
prevalence  is  closely  connected  with  the 
existence  of  the  Repeal  agitation,  is,  to 
my  mind  at  least,  a  clear  and  obvious  fact. 
My  Lords,  in  the  first  place,  there  is  at  all 
events  this  connexion  between  them,  that 
the  prevalence  of  agitation,  and  the  open 
display  of  a  spirit  of  discontent,  are  alto- 
gether fatal  to  our  hopes  of  permanent 
improvement  from  the  spread  of  industry 
and  manufactures.  While  such  a  state 
of  things  exists,  capital  will  never  flow 
into  that  country.  Commercial  indus- 
try will  never  take  root  or  flourish,  whilst 
political  agitation  is  as  rife  as  it  has  been. 
As,  therefore,  the  poverty  and  distress  of 
the  population  are  admitted  to  be  the  im- 
mediate cause  of  agrarian  outrages,  and 
these  exist  in  consequence  of  the  want  of 
employment ;  agitation,  as  it  prevents  the 
influx  of  that  capital  by  which  alone  dis- 
tress and  poverty  con  be  removed,  and 
the  want  of  employment  supplied,  clearly 
must  be  considered  to  be,  if  not  the  cause, 
at  all  events  closely  connected  with  the 
continuance  of  agrarian  outrages.  But 
this  is  not  all :  it  seems  to  me  you  cannot 
expect  that  political  discontent  can  prevail 
throughout  the  country  without  its  tending 
to  exasperate  and  keep  alive  the  feeling 
of  hostility  to  the  law,  and  to  those  whose 
duty  it  is  to  enforce  the  law,  which  has 
been  shown  to  be  at  the  bottom  of  that 
dreadful  state  of  society  now  existing  in 
Ireland.  The  enforcement  of  the  law  is, 
after  all,  the  main  duty  of  Government :  it 
is  that  by  which  alone  it  is  known  to  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  Do  you  then 
suppose  it  possible  that  the  population 
should  be  successfully  taught  to  hate  and 
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despise  their  rulers,  and  at  the  same  time 
ebottld  obey  cheerfully  the  laws  which  it  is 
the  business  of  those  rulers  to  make  and 
to  enforce?  It  is  utterly  irrational  to 
expect  such  a  result.  If  you  consider  for 
a  moment  the  character  of  the  disturb- 
ances which  are  so  unhappily  preralent, 
you  cannot  fail  to  perceive  how  entirely 
they  proceed  from  a  feeling  of  hostility  to 
the  law,  and  to  those  whose  duty  it  is  to 
enforce  the  law,  which  it  is  impossible  to 
regard  as  unconnected  with  political  dis- 
content. Those  crimes — of  which  ano- 
ther has  thb  week  been  added  to  the 
frightful  catalogue  so  recently  laid  before 
your  Lordships,  another  magistrate  hav- 
ing been  shot  but  a  few  days  back, 
close  to  one  of  the  large  towns  in  the 
south  of  Ireland — those  crimes  are  not, 
as  in  this  country,  the  acts  of  individuals 
inspired  by  the  desire  of  plunder,  or  for 
the  gratification  of  passion.  No !  Irish 
crimes  and  outrages  are  of  an  entirely 
different  character.  They  are  the  work  of 
combinations  and  secret  societies — they 
are  the  means  adopted  to  enforce  obe- 
dience to  the  regulations  which  midnight 
legislators  think  proper  to  make  for  their 
own  objects.  Is  not  the  inference  clear, 
when  you  know  those  crimes  are  committed 
for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  obedience  to 
certain  regulations  which  the  people  think 
necessary  to  their  interests — that,  if  the 
law  were  in  harmony  with  the  feelings  of 
the  people — if  the  ndes  laid  down  by  it  for 
the  decision  of  their  disputes  were  con- 
sistent with  their  ideas  of  justice,  and  were 
impartially  and  fairly  applied,  the  people 
would  soon  learn  to  prefer  appealing  to  the 
regular  and  constituted  tribunals  of  the 
country  rather  than  to  those  instituted  by 
the  midnight  legislators,  who  enforce  their 
regulations  by  such  barbarous  and  san- 
guinary means?  If  you  had  the  people 
w^ith  you,  you  would  cut  off  the  motive  to 
those  crimes.  I  say,  my  Lords,  the  very 
fact  of  the  desperate  and  misguided 
fidelity  with  which  the  people  obey  their 
self-constituted  legislators,  shows  the  readi- 
ness there  is  in  the  Irish  character  to  yield 
obedience  when  they  can  be  brought  to  be- 
lieve their  rulers  really  do  take  an  interest 
in  their  welfare  and  happiness.  As  Cap- 
tain Rock  and  his  officers  were  obeyed,  so 
were  the  Repeal  magistrates  and  Repeal 
judges  till  you  put  them  down.  Though 
those  self-assumed  magistrates  had  no 
power  to  enforce  their  decisions,  so  well 
were  they  obeyed,  that  you,  my  Lords, 
thought  —  and,  in    my    opinion,    rightly 


thought — the  fact  one  of  the  very  worst 
symptoms  in  the  state  of  Ireland.  Those 
persons  were  taking  on  themselves  aU  that 
belonged  to  the  regular  Government :  they 
were  usurping  the  functions  and  the  duties 
of  the  authorized  Government  and  its  ofii- 
cers.  No  doubt  that  was  a  fearful  state  of 
things  ;  but,  again,  I  ask  you,  does  not 
the  fact  that  they  were  so  readily  obeyed, 
when  armed  with  no  legal  power  to  enforce 
their  decisions,  show  that  where  the  Irish 
people  can  be  made  to  attach  themselves, 
they  are  naturally  obedient  and  amenable 
to  control.  Any  consideration  of  those 
circumstances  seems  to  me  to  lead  to  the 
inference  that  in  order  to  make  the  law 
as  it  exists  in  Ireland  effectual,  you  must 
gain  the  attachment  of  the  people.  Poli- 
tical agitation  is  the  cause  of  discontent. 
Where  those  in  whose  hands  authority 
now  rests  are  regarded  with  hatred  and 
suspicion,  the  law  will  continue  to  be  prac- 
tici^y  powerless  and  inefficient;  and  so 
long  as  such  feelings  are  entertained  to- 
wards the  Government,  you  cannot  hope  to 
see  a  well-ordered  state  of  society.  If, 
my  Lords,  I  have  made  out  this  part  of 
my  case,  and  satisfied  you  that  the  Kepeal 
agitation  and  political  discontent  arc  closely 
and  intimately  connected  with  the  preva- 
lence of  those  outrages — ^what  conclusion 
are  we  to  draw  ?  Shall  I  be  told  by  noble 
Lords  opposite,  the  inference  is,  you  ought 
to  put  down  the  Repeal  Association,  and 
by  a  series  of  severe  laws  to  repress  agita- 
tion and  civil  discontent  ?  If  this  be  the 
remedy  you  suggest,  I  hope  you  will  re- 
member before  you  adopt  it  that  this  expe- 
riment has  been  already  tried  in  former 
times,  and  not,  as  I  think,  with  that  degree 
of  success  which  should  encourage  us  to 
repeat  it.  You  can  only  repress  agitation 
and  the  outward  expression  of  discontent 
by  severe  laws,  which  are  repugnant  to 
the  whole  genius  and  spirit  of  our  Consti- 
tution, and  which  must  greatly  interfere, 
if  not  altogether  abrogate,  what  is  so 
justly  regarded  by  all  Englishmen  as  the 
sacred  right  of  publicly  discussing  public 
measures.  It  is  only  by  laws  of  such  a 
character  you  can  put  down  agitation  by 
force.  But  remember,  my  Lords,  the  un- 
happy tendency  of  laws  of  this  kind  is  to 
alienate  from  your  Government  all  the 
Irishmen — constituting  as  I  hope  and  be- 
lieve a  still  numerous  body — ^who  under- 
stand and  value  constitutional  liberty,  and 
have  hitherto  held  aloof  from  the  Repeal 
agitation.  To  adopt  such  a  measure  is  to 
dnve  into  the  ranks  of  your  opponents 
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such  men  as  {hose;  and  you  gain  but  littlo 
if  you  repress  agitation  by  means  wbicb 
exasperate  ibe  feeling  of  bostility  to  our 
existing  institutions,  wbicb  is  really  dan- 
gerous, and  cause  it  to  extend  to  tbou- 
Bands  not  before  infected  by  it.  My  Lords, 
I  tbink  you  must  look  to  something  more 
effectual  than  such  laws.  You  cannot  gain 
men's  hearts  by   force.     You  must  win 
them  back  to  you  by  justice.     You  cannot 
compel  tbem  to  render  a  cheerful  obedi- 
ence.    I  know  that  I  shall  hear  the  an- 
Bwer  from  the  noble  Lords  opposite  that 
we  have  so  often  heard  before.     AVlien 
we  argue  that  it  is  necessary  to  win  them 
to  you,  we  are  told  it  is  impossible.     We 
arc  assured  the  desires  of  the  Irish  people 
are  set  on  Repeal :  nothing  less,  it  is  urged, 
wiU  satisfy  them,  and  this  it  is  impossible 
to  grant.     This,  it  most  certainly  is,  my 
Lords,  impossible    to   grant.      There  is 
not  a  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
who  would    be  more    firmly  prepared  to 
resist  a  Repeal  pf  the   Union  than  my- 
self.      But    on    the  other    hand,    I   am 
persuaded  that  discontent,  never  prevails 
throughout  a  country  unless  there  exist 
some  good    grounds  for   it,   and  unless 
there  is  some  substantial  foundation  for 
it    in  the   existence   of  real  grievances, 
though  the  sufferers  may  be  and  offcen  are 
greatly  mistaken  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
evils  of  which  they  have  to  complain,  and 
still  more  as  to  what  is  the  fitting  remedy. 
But  though   a  people  may  often  be  in 
error  in  what  they  ask,  and  labour  under 
a  mistake  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done, 
I  believe    it  is  seldom  that   redress   of 
their    real    grievances    fails  to  prove   a 
remedy  for    their   discontent.      I   think 
there  is  a  strong  proof  of  this  in  the 
analogous  case  of  Scotland.     Soon  after 
the  Union  of  that  country  with  England 
there  was  almost  as  great  discontent  on 
the  subject  as  is  now  prevailing  in  Ire- 
land— ^with  this  difference,  that  it  was  very 
much  more  hopeful,  and  that  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Union  were  much  more  litely 
to  carry  their  object  than  those  who  sun- 
port  the  agitation  in  Ireland.     The  sub- 
ject was  taken  up  by  a  very  powerful 
?arty,  and  brought  forward  in  Parliament, 
n  the  year  1713,  a  Motion  was  made  in 
your  Lordships'  House,  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  dissolve  the  Union.     How  did 
the  House  deal  with  it  ?    Did  they  reject 
it  by  such  an  overwhelming  majority  as 
the  other  House  exhibited  when  a  similar 
proposition  was  made  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land— ^with  such  a  majority  as  might  be 


expected  in  your  Lordships'  House,  where 
I  believe  there  could  not  be  found  a  noble 
Lord  to  propose  it  ?  No  !  they  divided, 
and  there  appeared  54  Peers  for  the  Mo- 
tion, and  54  against  it,  the  majority  by 
which  it  was  rejected  consisting  of  four 
proxies — ^the  proxies  being  13  for,  and  17 
against  the  Motion.  I  say,  then,  the  dis- 
content existing  in  Scotland  was  encou- 
raged by  a  much  more  rational  hope  of 
success;^  but  the  Parliament  most  wisely 
and  most  happily,  instead  of  granting  what 
was  so  unwisely  asked,  set  itself  to  en- 
deavour to  remove  the  feeling  of  discon- 
tent in  another  way.  Scotland  was  go- 
verned on  a  principle  of  equal  justice  with 
England — a  just  and  equal  Government 
was  granted  to  her;  and  under  its  influence 
all  desire  for  a  dissolution  of  the  Union 
vanished,  and  I  believe  that  at  the  pre- 
sent day  you  would  not  find  in  Scotland 
one  advocate  for  such  a  measure.  Let  us, 
my  Lords,  try  the  same  remedy  in  Ireland. 
You  cannot  grant  Repeal,  'tis  true;  but  let 
us  try  the  effect  of  legislating  for  Ireland 
as  an  Irish  Parliament  fairly  representing 
the  mass  of  the  Irish  people  might  be  ex  • 
pected  to  do.  Let  the  laws  and  measures 
which  we  adopt  for  Ireland  be  such  as 
Ireland  would  adopt  for  herself.  Let  us 
take  the  wise  course  recommended  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  St.  Da- 
vid's) in  the  course  of  the  debate  on 
the  Maynooth  grant  last  year,  and  I  am 
persuaded  that  in  a  few  years  you  will  see 
its  happy  result.  I  cannot  deny  to  myself 
the  satisfaction  of  reading  to  your  Lordships 
a  passage  from  the  speech  of  that  right 
rev.  Prelate,  which  I  have  perused  with 
delight  and  instruction  : — 

"  I  consider  it  as  the  fulfllment  of  a  great  and 
solemn  duty.  It  is  the  fulfilment  of  an  obliga- 
tion, which  I  conceive  we  contracted  when  we  as- 
Bumed  the  dominion  of  Ireland, ,  namely,  that  we 
would  give  to  that  country  the  same  amount  of 
benefit  as  it  would  havo  received  from  an  inde- 
pendent domestic  Legislature  really  representing 
the  wants,  the  feelings,  and  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people,  with  the  single  exception  and  qualification 
of  excluding  anything  which  would  tend  to  the 
disruption  of  the  Union,  and  the  dismemberment 
of  the  Empire."* 

To  that  opinion,  my  Lords,  I  most  cordially 
subscribe.  I  believe  it  points  out  to  you  the 
only  means  by  which  you  can  obtain  real  se- 
curity, and  by  which  alone  you  can  hope  to 
give  peace  and  prosperity  to  Ireland.  Let 
me  ask  you,  my  Lords,  have  you  hitherto 
governed  Ireland  in  this  spirit  ?-  Is  there 
any  noble  Lord  in  this  House  who  will 

*  Hansard's  Debates,  vol.  IzxxL  p.  93. 
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say  so  ?  I  ask  you,  my  Lords,  would  an 
Irish  Parliament,  fairly  representing  the 
great  mass  of  the  nation,  have  delayed 
Catholic  Emancipation  tiU  1829  ?  Would 
such  a  Parliament  have  legislated  as  you 
did  on  the  subject  of  corporate  reform? 
Would  it  have  acted  as  you  did  with  refer- 
ence to  the  registration  of  voters,  and  above 
all  on  the  subject  of  tithes  and  of  the 
Church.  This  is  the  test  to  which  you 
ought  to  bring  your  acts ;  and  if  they  will 
not  stand  its  application,  you  are  clearly 
in  the  wrong.  And  this,  my  Lords, 
brings  me  to  that  part  of  my  subject 
which  is,  I  am  aware,  by  far  the  most 
dangerous  and  difficult  portion  of  the 
ground  on  which  I  have  to  tread :  I  must 
come  now  to  that  awful  and  momentous 
question — the  state  of  the  Irish  Church; 
and  I  have  to  ask  you  whether  you  think 
an  Irish  Parliament  fairly  representing  the 
nation  would  have  dealt  as  we  have  dealt 
with  this  question  of  the  Church,  when  you 
recollect  that  until  lately  you  refused  to 
permit  any  amendment  to  be  made  in  the 
mode  of  collecting  tithe — thf^t  up  to  this 
moment  you  still  persevere  in  devoting  to 
the  sole  and  exclusive  benefit  of  a  minority 
of  the  population  the  great  endowments 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole.  I  am 
aware  of  the  little  sympathy  I  am  likely  to 
meet  with  among  your  Lordships  in  discus- 
sing this  question ;  but  I  am  convinced  that 
it  lies  at  the  bottom  of  the  whole  subject. 
It  was  admitted  to  do  so  by  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  in 
1844 ;  and  it  meets  you  still  at  every  turn 
in  your  attempts  to  govern  and  legislate  for 
Ireland.  My  Lords,  it  is  a  question  which 
cannot  be  avoided  or  eluded,  which  you 
must  look  fairly  in  the  face,  and  be  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  if  you  wish  to  give 
peace  to  Ireland.  Consider  what  is  the 
real  state  of  the  Irish  Church.  We  all 
know  that  the  property  which  now  con- 
stitutes her  endowment  w^as  originally 
granted  to  the  Catholic  Church,  for  the 
purpose  of  instructing  the  mass  of  the 
community  in  the  Christian  faith — in  that 
form  of  Christian  faith  in  which  alone  they 
will  accept  instruction.  But  by  the  supe- 
rior power  of  this  country  it  has  been  dir 
verted  from  that  purpose,  and  is  now  ap- 
plied, not  to  the  instruction  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  but  to  the  instruction 
of  a  very  small  minority.  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  who  was  very  lately  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Lord  St.  Germans)  stated  last 
year  that  the  property  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  rather  better  than  600,000?.  a  year, 


and  that  the  whole  of  this  vast  income 
was  applied  to  the  exclusive  benefit  of  be- 
tween 700,000  and  800,000  persons,  who 
were  about  one-eighth  of  the  population. 
And  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton) told  the  House,  that  of  the  8,500,000 
people,  for  whose  benefit  that  magnificent 
endowment  was  intended,  seven-eighths 
were  Catholics,  for  whom  it  did  nothing. 
But  more  than  this,  my  Lords,  not  satisfied 
with  that  revenue,  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Monteagle)  stated  that  there  had  been 
granted,  since  the  Union,  from  the  public 
purse,  by  Parliament  to  the  Established 
Church,  not  less  than  595,0001. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE :  More  than  that. 

Eabl  grey  :  My  noble  Friend  says 
the  sum  is  much  larger.  Now,  my  Lords, 
in  order  that  you  may  feel  the  real  import- 
ance of  these  facts,  you  must  remember 
that  the  adherents  of  the  Irish  Church 
consist  chiefly  of  the  wealthy  classes,  for 
whose  religious  instruction  there  exists 
the  magnificent  endowment  to  which  I 
have  referred;  and,  in  addition  to  this, 
large  grants  have  been  made  by  Parlia- 
ment. At  the  same  time  there  is  the 
Presbyterian  body,  about  equal  in  numbers 
to  the  Established  Church,  to  whom  Par- 
liament has  also  made  large  grants,  al- 
though they  are  Dissenters  quite  as  much 
as  the  Catholics.  But  to  the  Catholics, 
though  they  constitute  the  great  mass  of 
the  population,  and  by  far  the  poorest  part 
of  it,  including  in  their  number  almost  the 
entire  peasantry  of  the  southern  part  of  the 
kingdom,  to  whose  miserably  destitute 
condition  I  have  already  adverted,  you 
have  given  no  assistance  whatever:  they 
have  been  compelled  to  build  their  own 
chapels,  to  pay  their  own  clergy,  and,  ex- 
cept the  miserable  and  paltry  grant  for  the 
education  of  their  clergy,  which,  at  length, 
last  year  you  were  ashamed  of,  and  in- 
creased, you  have  done  no  one  thing  to 
assist  them.  I  ask  your  Lordships  if  this 
is  a  state  of  things  which  is  likely  to  sa- 
tisfy the  Irish  people  ?  I  beg  you  to  re- 
flect upon  the  striking  contrast  presented 
in  the  greater  part  of  Ireland  by  the  Catho- 
lic and  Protestant  places  of  worship  every 
Sunday.  To  the  Protestant  church  you 
may  see  going  the  Protestant  landlord  and 
one  or  two  of  his  Protestant  servants,  where 
they  occupy  a  mere  corner  of  a  well-built, 
well-repaired,  and  comfortable  building,  in 
which,  for  their  exclusive  benefit,  the  ser- 
vices are  performed  by  a  well-educated,  well- 
paid  functionary.  On  the  other  hand,  on 
the  same  day,  and  hard  by,  you  may  see  the 
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great  mass  of  the  population,  those  whose 
industry  gives  value  to  the  property  whence 
the  tithe-rent  charge  is  derived,  those  for 
whose  henefit  the  magnificent  endowments 
of  the  Irish  Church  were  originally  in- 
tended, hut  from  whom  they  were  wrested 
by  violence  and  wrong — ^you  will  see  these 
men  going  to  a  miserable,  ill-repaired,  in- 
sufficient chapel,  inadequate  to  contain  the 
numbers  who  throng  to  worship  within  its 
walls— so  inadequate  that  one-half  of  the 
congregation  are  kneeling  on  the  damp 
groimd  around  the  doors,  while  the  solemn 
services  of  religion  are  administered  within: 
the  priest  who  officiates,  and  to  whom 
they  are  indebted  for  all  the  spiritual  in- 
struction and  assistance  they  receive,  hav- 
ing no  income  or  means  of  subsistence,  but 
the  inadequate  contributions  which,  from 
their  wretched  poverty,  they  are  able  to 
spare  for  him.  This  is  a  spectacle  which, 
Sunday  after  Sunday,  and  year  after  year, 
is  to  be  seen  in  the  south  of  Ireland  ;  and 
is  it  to  be  thought  that  human  nature  can 
submit  to  the  existence  of  such  a  state  of 
things,  and  not  feel  it  to  be  an  injury  and 
wrong  ?  Is  it  possible  that  the  Irish  peo- 
ple can  look  at  such  a  state  of  things 
without  reflecting  upon  what  are  their  real 
rights,  and  without  its  producing  a  deep 
and  rankling  sense  of  injustice  in  their 
minds  ?  But  that  is  by  no  means  the 
worst  part  of  the  case :  more  remains  be- 
hind. I  firmly  believe  that  if  what  I  have 
now  described  had  been  all  of  which  the 
Irish  Catholics  have  to  complain — if  the 
Legislature  had  contented  themselves  with 
wresting  the  property  from  the  Catholic  to 
endow  the  Protestant  Church,  and  had 
treated  the  people  in  other  respects  with 
common  justice  and  common  humanity  in 
bygone  times,  they  would  never  have 
aroused  this  deep  sense  of  injustice.  But 
that  has  not  been  the  case.  In  spite  of  all 
the  warnings  that  have  been  given,  in  spite 
of  every  remonstrance,  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablished Church  has  been  only  known  and 
felt  by  the  Irish  people,  during  more  than  a 
century  and  a  half,  as  being  the  cause  of 
oppression  and  misery  to  the  great  mass  of 
the  people.  I  know  that  I  am  using 
'strong  words;  but  I  do  not  think  them 
stronger  than  the  case  warrants.  To  be- 
gin with  the  tithe  system.  The  tithe  sys- 
tem as  it  existed  in  Ireland  was,  in  my 
opinion,  the  most  atrocious  and  iniquitous 
system  of  oppression  that  ever  existed  in 
any  country.  If  it  had  been  for  the 
payment  of  a  clergy  to  whom  the  people 
were  as  deeply  attached   as   human  na- 


ture would  allow  them  to  be,  still  this 
system  would  have  been  a  yoke  which 
the  people  could  not  possibly  have  borne 
without  complaint.  But  it  was  a  yoke 
fixed  upon  the  Irish  people  for  the  sake  of 
the  Protestant  Church  ;  and,  what  was 
more,  for  fear  of  a  small  diminution  of  the 
pecuniary  means  of  the  Church,  even  the 
slightest  mitigation  of  the  evil  in  the 
means  of  collecting  it,  was  refused.  In 
the  years  1787-88,  the  tithe  system  was 
denounced  in  the  burning  eloquence  of 
Mr.  Grattan  before  the  Irish  House  of 
Commons.  He  described  it  as  an  enor- 
mous load,  which  no  people  could  bear  with 
patience :  he  asked  for  no  diminution  of 
the  property  of  the  Church ;  he  only  asked 
that  the  revenues  she  enjoyed  should  be 
fixed  at  their  real  legal  amount,  and  should 
be  collected  in  such  a  manner  as  to  relieve 
the  people  from  an  intolerable  oppression. 
This  moderate  demand  was  refused,  and 
the  refusal  drew  frx)m  him  a  speech  of 
indignant  eloquence.  He  described  the 
tithe  system  as  the  great  cause  of  discon- 
tent and  disturbance,  and  said,  "  The  most 
sanguinary  laws  on  your  Statute-book  are 
Tithe  Bills— the  Whiteboy  Act  is  a  Tithe 
Bill— the  Riot  Act  is  a  Tithe  Bill. "  Speak- 
ing of  the  heads  of  the  Church,  whose  re- 
sistance had  mainly  contributed  to  defeat  his 
efforts  for  the  relief  of  the  people,  he  said, 
"  The  bishops  rejected  a  Lease  Bill,  and  have 
almost  uniformly  resisted  every  Bill  which 
tended  to  the  improvement  of  the  country, 
if,  by  the  remotest  possibility,  their  body 
could  be  in  the  smallest  degree  prejudiced 
in  the  most  insignificant  of  its  leant  war- 
rantable pretensions."  He  remonstrated 
with  them  in  words  which  few  would  now 
be  bold  enough  to  use,  but  which  I  may 
quote  as  the  words  of  Mr.  Grattan,  and 
told  them  that  they  legislated  as  if  they 
thought  that "  Christ  could  not  prevail  upon 
earth,  unless  he  were  taken  by  the  hand  by 
Mammon . ' '  This  was  his  indignant  remon- 
strance to  the  heads  of  the  Church,  who 
prevented  any  reform  in  the  tithe  system. 
That  was  in  1777  and  1778,  and  it  was  not 
till  1822  that  the  monstrous  system  was 
exposed,  and  some  partial  alleviation  per- 
mitted. It  was  not  until  ten  years  later 
that  another  measure,  still  very  imperfect, 
was  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley) ;  and  it  was  not 
till  a  later  period  still,  when  the  people  had 
taken  the  matter  into  their  own  hands,  and 
when  they  had  practically  succeeded  in  re- 
fusing payment,  it  was  only  then  that  in 
the  mode  of  collecting  the  revenue  a  real 
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and  efficient  refonn  was  introduced.  Do 
yon  think  it  was  calculated  to  endear  the 
Church  of  Ireland  to  the  people,  to  find 
that  their  dearest  interests  were  sacrificed 
to  the  mere  pecuniary  interests  of  the  clergy 
which  the  heads  of  the  Church,  as  Chris- 
tians and  as  Christian  prelates,  should 
have  taught  the  people  by  their  example 
and  their  preaching  to  hold  as  of  no  im- 
portance when  compared  with  the  preser- 
vation of  peace  and  concord?  Was  this 
likely  to  reconcile  them  to  the  original  and 
crying  injustice  of  the  transfer  of  a  magni- 
ficent endowment  from  the  nation  at  large, 
to  a  mere  section  of  the  community  ?  But, 
more  than  this,  the  safety  of  the  Church 
was  made  the  reason  for  enacting  and  main- 
taining the  most  ingenious  and  detestable 
system  of  oppression  that  ever  existed.  It 
was  for  the  safety  of  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablishment that  the  atrocious  system  of 
penal  laws  was  devised  and  carried  into 
effect.  It  was  for  the  safety  of  the  Church 
Establishment,  that  year  after  year  this 
House  rejected  the  measure  of  Catholic 
Emancipation  up  to  1829.  That  measure 
was  rejected  on  the  alleged  ground  that 
the  passing  of  emancipation  would  en- 
danger the  Church.  For  the  interest  of 
that  Church  you  achieved  an  ill-omened 
and  disastrous  triumph,  when  on  this  pre- 
text you  succeeded  so  long  in  your  oppo- 
sition to  popular  rights,  and  by  so  resisting 
the  just  claims  and  rights  of  the  people, 
you  burned  into  their  minds,  as  though  it 
were  with  a  hot  iron,  a  deep  hatred  of 
the  Establishment.  If  in  the  year  when 
Grattan  so  eloquently  denounced  the  in- 
justice of  the  Irish  tithe  system,  the  Le- 
gislature had  conceded  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion, and  substituted  a  better  mode  of  col- 
lecting tithes  for  the  oppressive  laws  which 
were  so  long  and  obstinately  maintained, 
the  Establishment  might  have  existed  for 
ages  to  come ;  but  instead  of  this,  the  friends 
of  the  Establishment  in  the  Legislature 
achieved,  as  I  have  said,  an  ill-omened 
victory,  and  refused  all  redress  of  the 
grievances  so  justly  complained  of  until  it 
was  extorted  from  them  by  terror — ^until 
the  continuance  of  oppression  had  created 
an  agitation  which  you  could  no  longer 
control — ^until  you  were  obliged  to  yield 
to  force  what  you  had  so  long  refused  to 
justice.  My  Lords,  it  was  tibe  obstinate 
adherence  to  this  policy  which  has,  I  be- 
lieve, sealed  the  fate  of  the  Protestant  Es- 
tablishment. But,  my  Lords,  as  if  that  were 
not  enough,  even  after  Emancipation,  was 
carried^  for  the  same  reason — the  same  un- 


happy reason,  the  safety  of  the  EstahHsh- 
ment — ^you  rendered  that  just  measure  in  a 
great  degree  a  dead  letter.  You  still  con- 
tinued to  treat  the  Roman  Catholics  witJi 
suspicion  and  doubt — ^you  refused  those 
equal  rights  to  that  part  of  the  kingdom 
which  you  accorded  to  other  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  In  the  debates  on  the 
Registration  Bill — ^in  those  on  the  Corpora- 
tion Bill  (I  remember  them  well,  for  I  nave 
had  to  answer  such  arguments  over  and 
over  again),  the  ground  on  which  the  ex- 
tension of  English  measures  to  Ireland  waa 
refused,  by  the  very  persons  who  now  hold 
the  reins  of  power,  was  still  the  safety  of 
the  Establishment.  My  Lords,  can  you, 
after  having  pursued  such  a  course,  wonder 
that  the  fe^ng  is  deep  rooted  in  the  minda 
of  Irishmen  that  the  Establishment  must  be 
altered,  or  there  will  be  no  such  thing  as 
content  and  peacefid  submission  to  Govern- 
ment ?  We  must  judge  of  their  feelings  by 
what  our  own  would  be  under  the  same 
circumstances.  I  have  asked  more  than 
once,  but  in  vain,  a  question  which  I  will 
now  repeat,  and  to  which  I  do  hope  that 
I  shall  obtain  an  answer  now,  especially 
from  the  right  reverend  Bench;  as  to  them 
I  have  a  right  to  look  as  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Church.  What  I  want  to 
know  is,  what  would  our  feelings  be  in 
such  a  situation  as  that  in  which  the  Irish 
are  placed  ?  And  is  it  consistent  with  that 
divine  precept  which  is  at  the  very  founda- 
tion of  our  religion,  '*  Do  unto  others  as 
you  would  they  should  do  unto  you,'*  that 
you  should  ask  the  Irish  people  to  submit 
to  that  state  of  things  which  I  have  endea 
voured,  imperfectly  and  inadequately  to  de- 
scribe to  vou,unless  you  canhonestly  say  that 
we  ourselves,  if  placed  in  a  similar  situation 
should  be  content  to  bear  it  ?  Can  we  say 
this  ?  Let  me  only  imagine  the  case  our  own. 
Suppose  the  relations  of  the  two  countries 
to  each  other  had  been  reversed,  and  that 
Ireland  had  exceeded  England  in  wealth, 
power,  and  strength :  suppose  we  had  been 
the  conquered  country,  and  that  the  Impe- 
rial Parliament  sat  in  Dublin;  and  sup- 
pose that  it  insisted  on  maintaining  an 
Irish  Catholic  Establishment  here:  sup- 
pose there  was  an  endowment  originafly 
intended  for  the  instruction  of  the  people 
in  the  holy  religion  which  we  profess,  and 
that  that  endowment  had  been  wrested,  by 
the  superior  power  of  an  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment from  its  intended  purpose,  and  ap- 
plied to  the  maintenance  of  a  Catholic  Es- 
tablishment where  there  were  no  Catholics, 
or  but  an  insignificant  number  as  compared 
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to  the  Protegtant  population  of  the  country: 
suppose  further,  that  the  safety  of  tlus 
Establishment  had  been  made  the  reason 
or  pretence  for  subjecting  us  to  ages  of  the 
direst  and  severest  oppression ;  I  say,  sup- 
pose we  stood  in  that  situation,  and  I  ask 
you  how  long  should  we  submit  to  it?  I 
cannot  answer  for  others,  but  I  can  for 
myself — ^not  one  hour  longer  than  I  was 
forced  to  do  so.  To  such  a  badge  of 
slavery,  not  only  being  unjust  in  itself  at 
the  present  time,  but  as  the  mark  of  past 
slavery  and  oppression,  would  I  not  submit 
one  hour  longer  than  I  was  compelled. 
My  Lords,  I  have  no  doubt  this  is  the  feel- 
ing which  rankles  at  the  bottom  of  the 
Irish  heart.  They  would  be  more  or  less 
than  men  if  it  were  not  so.  I  know  and 
have  heard  it  said,  that  the  payment  of 
the  Protestant  Church  is  not  now  the  prac- 
tical grievance  that  weighs  most  oppres- 
sively upon  the  people,  and  of  which*  they 
most  complain.  This  is  very  possible ;  it 
is  not  always  the  deepest  feelings  of  which 
most  is  said.  But  if  you  wish  to  know  what 
the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people  really  are  on 
this  point,  you  must  listen  to  their  represen- 
tatives. I  heard  almost  with  awe  the  decla- 
ration made  in  the  calmest  and  coolest,  and 
yet  the  most  decided  manner,  by  an  hon. 
Friend  of  mine,  a  Catholic  Member  of 
Parliament.  *^  If  you  are  determined,'' 
said  he,  "to  make  no  alteration  as  to 
the  Irish  Church,  you  must  give  up  all 
idea  of  governing  Ireland  except  by 
military  force."  I  felt,  if  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  situation,  those  would  be  my  feel- 
ings, and  therefore,  I  believed  him  when 
he  stated  them  to  be  his.  This  is  a  state  of 
things  which  sooner  or  later  you  must  con- 
sider. My  Lords,  I  have  another  authority 
I  can  quote  on  the  subject.  In  the  debate 
last  year  on  the  Maynooth  grant,  a  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London)  who 
is  not  now  in  his  place,  though  he  was 
here  at  the  commencement  of  the  even- 
ing, said — 

"  There  oonld  be  no  doubt  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  priesthood  of  Ireland  were  taught  to  re- 
gard the  English  Government  as  foreigners    . 

.  .  .  The  Roman  Catholic  child  had  books 
put  into  his  hands  in  which  the  English  were 
spoken  of  as  spoilers  of  his  Church  and  usurpers, 
and  those  principles  were  disseminated  through 
the  breadth  and  length  of  the  land  by  the  Educa- 
tion Societies."* 

My  Lords,  this  was  the  statement  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate.  I  firmly  believe  it  to 
be  strictly  in  accordance  with  the  truth. 

*  Hansard,  vol  izxz.  p.  1202. 


But  if  the  right  rev.  Prelate  were  himself 
in  the  situation  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood,  would  his  feelings  and  conduct 
be  very  different  from  what  he  describes  to 
be  theirs  ?   If,  in  the  See  of  London,  a  Ca- 
tholic Establishment  had  usurped  those  re- 
venues which  he  tells  us  most  truly  are  at 
present  inadequate  for  the  supply  of  Pro- 
testant religious  wants,  and  applied  them 
to  the  benefit  of  a  Catholic  clergy  without 
congregations,  or  with  congregations,  of 
Catholic  units  where  there  were  thousands 
of  Protestants?     If  he,  as  a  Protestant 
bishop,  were  treated  as  an  inferior,  and 
compelled  to  take  a  lower  place  in  society, 
and  to  gain  a  precarious  subsistence  from 
an  impoverished  and  distressed  congrega- 
tion, while  an  intrusive  prelate  of  the  rival 
Church  was  in  the  enjoyment  of  rank  and 
affluence  ;  if  he  saw  his  flock  most  inade- 
quately provided  with   religious  instruc- 
tion, while  at  the  same  time  there  were 
ample  endowments  for  the  spread  of  his 
religion  diverted  to  a  purpose  for  which  they 
were  never  intended,  and  employed  to  main- 
tain in  splendour  the  Catholic  hierarchy  and 
clergy ;  I  want  to  know  whether,   under 
these  circumstances,  he   thinks  that  we 
should  have  a  right  to  expect  that  he  as 
the  Protestant   bishop  should   teach  the 
Protestant  child  to  be  well  affected  to  the 
State,   and  to  assent  tamely,   and  with 
**  bondman's  key,"   to  such   a  state  of 
things  as  perfecUy  just  and  proper?     I 
think  we  aU  of  us,  that  know  anything  of 
human  nature,  or  of  the  character  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  should  expect  his  con- 
duct and  language  to  be  different.     I  cer- 
tainly should  not  blame  him  for  it  if  it  were 
so — far  from  it.     I  say  it  would  be  absurd 
to  expect,  while  human  nature  remains 
what  it  is,  that  he  under  the  circumstailces 
I  have  supposed  should  rest  satisfied,  of 
teach  others  to  be  contented,  with  a  state 
of  things  so  contrary  to  our  notions  of  jus- 
tice,    r  say  then  you  must — ^however  it 
may  run  counter  to  your  feelings  or  your 
long-cherished  prejudices — ^look  this  state 
of  things  in  the  face.     As  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  told  you  last 
Session,  you  must  as  practical  legislators 
and  statesmen  deal  with  the  fact,  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  Irish  people  are 
Roman  Catholics.     The  noble  Duke  said 
most  truly  and  most  forcibly,  that — 

**  The  population  of  Ireland  numbered  probably 
8,000,000,  of  which  about  seven^eighths  are  to  be 
considered  as  Roman  Catholics.  .  .  .  We 
cannot  avoid  their  being  Roman  Catholics,  and 
we  must  find  the  means  of  providing  them  with 
ecclesiastics  cap^blo  Qt  adaunistcriDg  to  them  the 
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rites  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  It  is  de- 
sirahhs  to  elevate  the  character  of  those  ecclesias- 
tics."* 

This  argument  goes  a  great  deal  farther 
than  the  endowment  of  Maynooth.     *'  It 
is  most  desirahle   to  rabe   the  character 
of  these  ecclesiastics;"  and  to  that  end 
I  believe  it  to  be  necessary  to  give  them 
some  independent  means  of  subsistence, 
without  an  appeal  for  contributions  to  their 
congregations.     My  Lords,  I  have  now — I 
feel   how  inadequately  —  described  what 
seems  to  me  a  monstrous  injustice.     I  do 
not  mean  to  enter  into  particulars  as  to  the  I 
means  by  which  that  injustice  ought  to  be 
corrected.     It  is  undoubtedly  a  subject  of 
extreme  difficulty.     That  man  must  have 
indeed  overweening  confidence  who,  with- 
out the  information  which  no  individual 
Member  can  obtain,   and  without  the  as- 
sistance essential  to  such  a  task,  can  say 
he  is  prepared  to  give  even  an  outline  of  a 
measure  which  he  would  be  prepared  con- 
fidently to  recommend,   as  calculated  to 
be  satufactory  on  this   subject.      All^  I 
can  say  is  tlus  —  the   principle   I    insist 
on  is,  a  perfect  equality  of  treatment  be- 
tween Protestant   and  Catholic:  that  no 
superior  measure  of  favour  shall  be  shown 
by  the  State  to  one  class  over  the  other. 
What  you  do  for  one,  you  should  also  do  for 
the  rival  Church.     My  Lords,  there  are 
various  modes  of  arriving  at  this  result. 
Some  propose  that  the  whole  endowment 
should  be  taken  away  from  the  Church 
as  existing  interests  fall  in,  and  should 
be  applied  to  what  is  called  secular  edu- 
cation.     I  confess  I  should  greatly  grieve 
if  any  such  measure  were  adopted.      I, 
for  one,  am  no  admirer  of  the  voluntary 
system.     I  believe  it  to  be  a  bad  one.     I 
believe  it  to  be  of  great  importance  that 
a  fund  should  be  set  apart  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  ministers  of  religion,  whose 
province  it  is  to  teach  the  people,  in  such 
forms  as  they  will  accept,  the  great  truths 
of  Christianity ;  therefore,  I  should  deeply 
grieve  if  the  whole  endowment  were  taken 
away  for  secular  education.     But,  though 
I  am  most  anxious  to  see  this  property 
made  really  available  for  the  spiritual  in- 
struction of  the  people,  and  though  I  should 
deeply  grieve  if  the  endowments  of  the 
Irish  Church  were  diverted  from  this  pur- 
pose, to  which  in  my  judgment  it  ought 
properly  to  be  devoted,  still  even  that  plan 
I  should  consider  to  be  better  than  the  pre- 
sent arrangement,  which,  as  has  been  justly 
said,  combines  all  the  disadvantages  of  the 

•  Hansard,  vol.  Ixzx.  p.  1166. 


voluntary  system  with  all  the  disadvantag^es 
of  a  State  Church ;  for  you  have  in  it  all 
the  disadvantages  of  the  voluntary  system, 
as  far  as  regards  the  want  of  adequate 
provision  for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
body  of  the  people,   and  more  than     all 
the  disadvantages  of  an  Established  Churcli, 
as  regards   the  invidious  distinction     In- 
volved in  making  such  provision  for  only 
one  denomination  of  Christians.    But,  on 
the  whole,  I  hope  we  shall  not  see  this  plan 
carried  into  effect.    I  hope  we  shall  not  be 
driven  to  what  I  should  consider  a  last  al- 
ternative, only  less  objectionable  than  leav- 
ing things  as  they  are.     There  is  another 
plan,  by  which  it  has  been  proposed  that 
the   Roman    Catholic   Church  should   be 
made  the  Established  Church  of  Ireland; 
that  as  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church 
is  the   Established   Church  of  England, 
and  the  Presbyterian  Church  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland,  being  in  each 
case  the  churches  of  the  majority  of  the 
people,  so  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  on 
the  same  principle,  should  be  made  the 
established  church  in  the  greater  part  of 
Ireland.     That  plan  comes  to  us  with  high 
authority.     It  is  the  plan  of  a  man  whose 
character  I  admire  and  revere  more  than 
that  of  any  man  who  has  lived  in  our 
times,  I  mean  the  late  Dr.  Arnold;  and 
I   have  no  hesitation   in  saying  that  it 
is  deeply  to  be  regretted  that  that  is  not 
the  arrangement  in  existence.     I  regret 
that  the  Protestant  Church  was  ever  made 
the   Established  Church   of    Ireland;   it 
was  a  great  and  fatal  mistake,  which  I 
wish  had  never  been  committed.    But  I 
own  I  have  some  doubt  whether,  in  the 
actual  state  of  things,  we  should  remedy 
the  evil  by  returning  to  a  Catholic  Estab- 
lishment.     Another  proposal  which  was 
last  year  made  by  a  noble  Friend  of  mine 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  (Lord  Wick- 
low),  was  to  tax  the  landed  property  of 
Ireland  for  the  payment  of  the  Catholic 
clergy.      I  think  tjhat  proposition  perfectly 
just  and  reasonable  as  far  as  it  goes,  and 
I  hope  some  day  to  see  it  adopted.    But  I 
think  that  by  itself  this  would  be  insuffi- 
cient, and  that  to  make  such  a  measure 
effectual,  you  must  add  to  it  an  arrange- 
ment for  taking  away,  as  existing  inter- 
ests fall  in,  some  part  of  the  property  now 
held  by  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland. 
I  remember  that,  last  year,  a  noble  Lord, 
then  in  Her  Majesty's  Household  (Lord 
Hardwicke),  asked  whether  it  was  not  true 
that  in  Ireland  there  were  150  parishes 
in  which   the  rent^harge  amounted  to 
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58,000{.  for  the  enpportof  the  Church,  and 
in  which  there  was  no  Protestant  inhabit- 
ant ?  I  believe  the  answer  he  received  con- 
firmed substantially  the   accuracy  of  his 
statement.     Now,  my  Lords,  I   have  no 
hesitation   in   saying   that   this    state  of 
things  cannot  continue.     I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that,  as  existing  interests 
fell  in,  such  portions  of  the  superfluous 
property  of  the  Protestant  Church  ought: 
to  be  diverted  to  the  purpose  of  religious 
instruction  of  such  a  character,  and  reach- 
ing them  through  such  a  channel,  that 
the   Roman   Catholics  would  consent   to 
avail  themselves  of  it.     I  know  the  ob- 
jection has  often  been  made,*  **  The  Ca- 
tholics  now  claim   no  assistance.      The 
time  is  gone  by  for  such  a  course.     Some 
years  ago  they  would  have  accepted  our 
bounty,  but  they  will  do  so  no  longer." 
I  confess  I  am  very  incredulous  as  to  these 
assertions.     I   beHeve  that  if  assistance 
were  given  them  in  a  proper  manner,  un- 
der suitable  provisions,    the  distribution 
of  the  funds,  and  all  the  arrangements  to 
be  made,  being  committed  to  their  own 
authorities,  they  would  accept  it  readily. 
I  am  aware,  indeed,  that  the  country  can 
no  longer  obtain  all  the  advantages  from 
such  a  measure  that  would  have  been  ob- 
tained if  the  assistance  had  been  given  long 
since;  for  no  longer,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, will  the  Roman  Catholics  yield  to 
the   State  the  remotest  control  over  the 
appointment  of  their  clergy.     Formerly, 
such   a  power  would  have  been  readily 
granted  ;  but  you,  unluckily,  lost  the  op- 
portunity ;  and  I  believe  it  would  be  the 
height  of  madness,  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  to  attempt  to  obtain  such  a  con- 
trol.    I  believe  also  the  clergy  would  re- 
ceive no  assistance  in  the  form  of  a  direct 
payment  of  their  stipends  from  any  officers 
of  the  Government,  although  in  1825  they 
were  ready  to  do  so.      But  an  unhappy 
error  was  committed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who 
resisted  the  wise  proposal  of  a  noble  Friend 
of  mine  (Lord  F.  Egerton),  and  prevented 
in  that  year  Catholic  Emancipation  from 
being  carried,  coupled  with  the  grant  of  a 
provision  for    their    clergy.      I    believe, 
had  his  influence  been  thrown  into  the 
otber    scale  —  into   the   scale   of  justice 
instead  of  resistance — ^that  at  that  time 
Catholic  Emancipation  would  have   been 
granted,  and  that  he  more  than  any  one 
man  is  responsible  for  the  delay.    It  is  now 
too  late,  however,  to  repair  the  blunder  that 
was  then  conunitted.     But  I  still  think  the 
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Roman  Catholics  would  take  a  grant,  if  it 
were  in  the  shape  of  a  certain  annual  sum 
to  be  administered  by  Roman  Catholic  au- 
thority, and  applicable,  at  their  discretion, 
to  the  building  of  glebe  houses  and  chapels, 
and  also,  in  cases  where  they  might  think 
it  advisable,  in  providing  stipends  for  the 
priests  of  poor  congregations.     I  believe  if 
a  measure  were  passed  of  large  and  generous 
disinterestedness,  not  excluding  stipends  to 
the  clergy,  it  would  soon  come  into  opera- 
tion.    I  shall  not  go  farther  into  details 
which  it  is  unnecessary  now  to  discuss. 
All  I  ask  upon  this  question  of  the  Church 
property  is,  that  if  you  endow  one  Church, 
you  will  endow  both.    But  there  is  another 
matter  not  less  important  than  the  ques- 
tion of  endowment.     You  must  give  the 
Catholic  clergy  an   equality   also   in  so- 
cial  rank   and  position.      You  must  re- 
cognise the  Catholic  hierarchy  even  more 
distinctly  than  in  the  Catholic  Bequests 
Bill.      Let  them  take  their  proper  place 
and   station  in  society  —  that  station   to 
which,  as   the  chief  of  the  pastors   and 
clergy,  who  as  a  body  are  mstinguished 
for  their  piety  and  earnest  promotion  of 
the  welfare  of  the  people,  they  are  justly 
entitled.     I  carry  my  view  on  this  subject 
so  far  as  to  wish  to  see  the  prelates  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  take  their  places 
in  this  House  on  the  Episcopal   bench ; 
and  most  earnestly  do   I   wish  that  we 
had  now  an  opportunity  of  obtaining  the 
advice   and  assistance,   on    questions   re- 
lating to  Ireland,  of  those  who  are  imited 
to  the    Catholic  population   by   such   in- 
timate ties,  who  could  erolain  their  feel- 
ings and  their  wants,  and  the  best  mode 
of  conciliating  them.     That  any  danger 
can  follow  from  admitting  to  your  Lord- 
ships* House  an  equal  number  of  Irish 
Roman  Catholic  prelates  with  the  prelates 
of  the  Irish  Church  who  sit  here,  I  for  one 
cannot  imagine.     It  is  impossible,  I  think, 
that  four  Roman  Catholic  prelates  can  lead 
away  your  Lordships,  constituted  as  the 
majority  of  your  Lordships'  House  is«     I 
know  that  the  policy  I  am  now  advocating 
for  Ireland  is  opposed  by  great  difficulties. 
I  am  prepared  to  meet  with  little  sympathy 
and  support  from  your  Lordships'  House. 
I  am  prepared  to  find  that  the  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  I  am  about  to  move,  will  be 
rejected  by  an  overwhelming  majority;  but 
I  entertain  an  unshaken  confidence  that 
many  years  will  not  elapse  before  the  policy 
I  now  reconunend  will,  in  its  substantial 
features,  be  adopted  by  Parliament,  and 
become  the  law  of  the  land.    From  the 
2Y 
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time  I  bare  been  in  public  life,  I  bare  bad 
ample  reasons  for  believing  tbat  every  cause 
resting  on  tbe  solid  foundation  of  trutb  and 
justice  is  sure  ultimately  to  prevail.  Wben 
I  first  came  into  Parliament,  notbing  could 
be  more  discouraging  tban  tbe  state  of  tbe 
quest^n  of  Cadiolio  Emancipation.  It 
seemed  to  bave  gone  back  instead  of  baving 
progressed.  A  new  Parliament  bad  just 
been  cbosen  wbicb  rejected  tbe  measure 
wbich  a  former  House  consented  to.  In 
1827,  tbe  first  year  I  sat  in  Parliament, 
notbing  was  more  discouraging  tban  tbe 
state  of  tbe  Catbolic  question ;  but  in  two 
years  tbe  great  measure  of  Bmancipation 
became  tbe  law  of  tbe  land.  At  tbe  same 
time,  tbe  question  of  free  trade,  and  espe- 
cially free  trade  in  com,  was  looked  upon 
as  lUtogetber  bopeless.  We  wbo  wisbed 
to  apply  to  our  commercial  regulations  tbe 
principles  upon  wbicb  pbilosopbers  in  tbeir 
closets  bad  long  been  agreed,  found  our- 
selves treated  as  visionaries,  bardly  wortby 
of  a  serious  answer ;  and  if  we  attempted 
to  make  even  a  cautious  approacb  towards 
giving  a  practical  effect  to  our  principles, 
we  founa  ourselves  supported  by  some 
doxen  or  twenty  Members.  Suob  was  tbe 
state  of  tbings  in  1827  ;  and  yet  in  tbe 
nineteen  years  wbicb  bave  since  elapsed,  I 
bave  lived  to  see  tbe  question  of  free  trade 
in  com  steadily,  year  by  year,  advancing, 
till  it  is  now  on  the  eve  of  a  final  settle- 
ment ;  for,  if,  unfortunately,  its  triumpb 
3bould  BtiU  bo  retarded,  it  obviously  can 
only  be  so  for  a  very  sbort  time  ;  its  ulti- 
mate fate  is  clear,  and  we  are  witbin  sigbt 
of  the  goal.  And  so  tbe  doing  justice  to 
Ireland  in  this  matter  of  the  Irish  Church, 
though  it  may  be  resisted  for  a  time,  will 
ultimately  be  sanctioned.  I  see  many 
symptoms  tbat  such  an  end  is  approaching. 
I  see  it  in  tbe  debates  of  last  year:  I 
bave  ah-eady  quoted  tbe  speech  of  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton) last  year,  wbicb  goes  much  farther 
tban  a  sanction  of  tbe  Maynooth  Bill.  I 
see  evidence  of  progress  in  this  fact, 
amongst  others,  that  those  wbo  advocate 
justice  to  Ireland  undergo  no  change  of 
opmion,  but  every  now  and  then  there  are 
significant  changes  on  tbe  other  side.  We 
see  bon.  Members  of  tbe  other  House  who 
came  into  Parliament  with  very  different 
views,  giving  their  adhesion  to  these  opin- 
ions. But,  above  all,  we  know  what  is  tbe 
tone  of  private  conversation.  I  am  sure 
all  your  Lordships  will  admit--~even  those 
who  differ  most  from  me — that  the  tone  of 
private  conversation   is,  that   tbe   Irish 


Cbureb  ia  an  anomaly  wbiob  alioiil4  nerer 
have  existed  in  a  civilised  eovmtry,  and 
that  the  difficulty  now  is,  to  see  how  to 
get  rid  of  the  disadvantages  of  ib  sjatem 
wbicb  should  never  bave  been  created,  and 
to  carry  a  reform  most  earoestlj  to  be  de- 
sired. It  is  true  such  remarks  are  usually 
followed  up  by  an  argument  that  nothing 
can  be  done;  we  often  bear  such  language 
as  this ;  **  However  desirable  thia  measure 
nukj  be,  yet  tbe  prejudices  of  the  people 
of  England,  and  more  particularly  of  the 
people  of  Scotland,  upon  this  subjedv  are 
too  powerful  to  be  overcome ;  and  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  rouse  them  by  stirring 
tbe  question,  I  confess  tbat  to  use  laa« 
guage  of  this  kind,  and  to  act  on  suob 
principles  as  these,  seems  to  me  to  be 
unworthy  of  men  of  true  oourage  and 
honesty.  If  a  measure  is  right,  then  it 
is  right  it  should  be  proposed,  however 
adverse  it  may  be  to  publio  opinion.  It  is 
only  by  bemg  propose  and  discussed,  tbsi 
public  opinion  can  be  reconciled  to  it. 
It  is  this  conviction  which  has  induced  me 
now  to  trespass  with  this  argpunent  on  your 
Lordships'  attention.  I  must  add,  that 
to  use  suob  language  as  I  have  quoted  is 
in  tbe  highest  degree  unjust  towards  our 
countrymen.  I  know  that  they  bave  strong 
prejudices  upon  this  subject;  but  I  also 
Know  tbat  tbe  language  of  reason  and  ju*' 
tice  is  never  addressed  to  them  in  vain.  If 
ibey  go  vrrong,  it  will  be  ihe  fault  of  those 
who  ought  to  direct  them  to  go  right,  but 
fail  to  do  BO.  If  those  whose  province  it 
is  to  take  a  lead  in  public  affairs — ^those  to 
whom  tbe  nation  has  learned  to  look  up 
for  advice  and  guidance  where  its  interests 
are  at  stake— if  those  who  stand  in  this 
high  and  responsible  station,  either  from  a 
want  of  discernmentias  to  what  is  necessary 
to  be  done,  or  from  a  want  of  courage  to 
avow  unpopular  opinions,  and  a  fear  of 
injuring  tbeir  personal  position  by  stem- 
ming Ihe  current  of  public  feeling — if  such 
men  from  such  motives  shrink  from  advo- 
cating what  they  ought  to  know  to  be  tbe 
right  course,  and  condescend  to  flatter 
the  prejudices  and  passions  of  tbe  people» 
it  may  be  long  before  those  prejudices  are 
dissipated,  and  too  late  for  the  safety  of 
tbe  Empire,  before  the  neoessity  of  doing 
justice  to  Ireland  is  recognised  by  Parlisr 
ment ;  and  fearful  will  be  the  responsibility 
incurred  by  those  to  whom  so  fatal  a  poBt- 
ponement  of  what  must  come  at  last,  will 
be  attributable.  But,  my  Lords,  I  would 
fain  hope  for  better  things.  I  would  fain 
hope  tbat  tbe  events  of  1829  and  1M6 
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arisen  for  measures  of  this  description  proves  that 
their  adoption  heretofore  has  failed  in  eradicating 
the  evils  against  which  they  were  directed ;  and 
that  the  progress  which  might  reasonably  hare 
been  hoped  for,  has  not  yet  been  made  in  remedy- 
ing the  social  disorders  of  Ireland.  That  we  are 
impressed  with  the  conviction  that  under  these 
circumstances,  merely  to  grant  pecuniary  assist- 
ance for  the  relief  of  present  distress,  and  to  pass 
severe  hiws  for  the  detection  and  punishment  of 
crimes,  cannot  be  considered  as  fulfilling  the 
duties  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  towards  Iroland; 
but  that  measures  ought  without  further  delay  to 
be  adopted,  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  a  real  and 
permanent  improvement -in  the  condition  of  this 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions.  That  to  this 
end,  it  should  be  the  aim  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  of  Parliament,  by  giving  to  the 
Irish  people  confidence  in  the  equal  administra- 
tion of  justice,  to  obtain  their  co-operation  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  hiw ;  and,  by  remedying  real 
grievances,  to  allay  the  spirit  of  discontent  to 
which  the  prevalence  of  outrages  and  violence  is 
to  be  traced.  That  without  the  co-operation  of 
the  people,  the  enforcement  of  the  law  must  ever 
be  uncertain  and  unsatisfiustory ;  and  while  the 
spirit  of  discontent  continues  to  prevail,  no  system 
of  repression,  however  severe,  can  be  expected  to 
prevent  its  breaking  out  from  time  to  time  in  acts 
of  outrage.  That  a  change  in  the  temper  and 
disposition  of  the  people,  brought  about  by  an 
improvement  in  the  laws,  and  in  the  mode  in 
which  they  are  administered,  is  therefore  required 
for  the  establishment,  upon  a  solid  foundation,  of 
the  good  order  and  security  indispensably  neces- 
sary for  the  development  of  the  industry  of  the 
nation,  and  of  the  improvement  of  its  great  na^ 
tural  resources,  whereby  alone  the  periodical 
recurrence  of  insubordination  and  distress  can 
effectually  be  euarded  against.  Humbly,  there- 
fore, to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  shall  be  ready 
to  co-operate  with  Her  Majesty  in  the  adoption  of 
measures  having  for  their  object  to  allay  the  dis- 
content and  conciliate  the  affections  of  the  Irish 
people,  in  the  earnest  hope  that  by  the  blessing  of 
Divine  Providence,  peace  and  prosperity  may  thus 
be  established  in  Ireland." 

The  Motion  having  been  put, 

The  DuKB  of  WELLINGTON  :  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  mj  intention  to  follow 
the  noble  Earl  through  all  of  his  able 
speech.  Much  of  it  is  founded  in  fact,  un- 
fortunately; but  to  some  of  it  I  am  ena- 
bled to  give  an  answer.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  enter  into  that  portion  of  his 
speech  which  related  to  the  nomination  of 
a  Commission  by  Government  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  property  in  Ireland,  and 
to  the  measures  which  have  been  adopted 
in  consequence  of  that  Commission,  fur- 
ther than  to  say  that  I  suppose  the  noble 
Earl  will  admit  that  on  the  occasion  of 
that  nomination  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
another  place  never  stated,  in  proposing 
the  Commission,  that  he  intended  in  any 
manner  to  admit  the  justice  or  propriety  of 
the  Motion  under  consideration  at  the  time 
-—I  mean  that  relating  to  fixity  of  tenure. 


But  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech  to 
which  I  shall  confine  myself  is  that  which 
immediately  relates  to  the  Address  he  has 
moved.     My  Lords,  similar  addresses  have 
been  presented  frequently  of  late.      At  the 
commencement  of  this  and  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion a  desire  was  expressed  by  Parliament 
to  co-operate  with  Her  Majesty  and  Her 
Majesty's    Government    in    any    measure 
which  could  tend  to  the  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land.    But,  my  Lords,  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  concur  in  the  Address  now   moved, 
considering  not  only  its  expressions,   hut 
the  speech  in  which  the  noble  Earl  hrought 
it  forward  ;  a  speech — the  latter   part  in 
particular — which  shows  that  he  intends  to 
found  upon  the  Address  a  series  of  mea- 
sures which  must  end  in  the  extinction  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  Ireland.     The 
noble  Earl  has  spoken  throughout,  in  his 
consideration  of  this  part  of  the  question, 
as  though  it  were  an  open  question — as 
though  Parliament  had  done  nothing  on 
the  subject — as  though  it  were  a  question 
on  which  a  measure  could  be  adopted  with- 
out the   smallest  difficulty,   without   any 
breach  of  former  arrangements  and  former 
compacts.     My  Lords,  if  ever  there  was  a 
point  which  was  made  a  subject  of  com- 
pact by  Act  of  Parliament,  it  is  the  main- 
tenance of  the   Church  of   England    in 
Ireland.      It  is  an  institution  which  the 
two  Parliaments  at  the  time  of  the  Union 
resolved  should  be  perpetual :  they  styled 
its  preservation,  in  the  article  in  which  it 
was  most  particularly  mentioned,  a  funda- 
mental part  of  the  engagement.  The  noble 
Earl  says,  "  I  do  not  desire  you  to  repeal 
the  Union;  but  that  which  I  do  desire  of 
you  is,  that  you  should  adopt  my  Address" 
— an  Address,  my  Lords,  which  I  tell  you, 
will  lead  to  the  pulling  down  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  Ireland— of  depriving  that 
Church  of  its  possessions — and  which  must 
end  in  the  repeal  of  that  very  Treaty  of 
Union  which  the  noble  Lord  states  he  is 
not  desirous   should    be  conceded.      My 
Lords,  the  Irish  Parliament  was  a  body 
capable  of  legislating  on  this  subject;  com- 
petent to  frame  and  agree  to  tins  Treaty. 
That  Parliament  entered  on  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Government  of  George  III.    They  had 
the  power  of  either  agreeing  to  or  dissent- 
ing from  the  Act  of  Union;  and  they  sti- 
pulated for  the  Sixth  Article,  by  which  it 
was  provided  that  the  two  Churches  of 
England  and  Ireland  were  to  be  united  for 
ever,  and  to  be  governed  by  the  same  laws. 
You  cannot  replace  the  Irish  nation  or  the 
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Irish  Parliament  in  the  situation  in  which 
they  stood  at  the  time  that  the  compact 
was  signed;  and  I  say  that  you  cannot  de- 
part from  the  compact  without  a  positive 
breach  of  engagement.     I  say,  then,  you 
have  not  a  case  before  you  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  this  object — ^you  cannot  make 
the  arrangement  proposed;  and  I  therefore 
recommend  to  your  Lordships  not  to  agree 
to  the  Address  moved  by  the  noble  Earl. 
My  Lords,  undoubtedly  measures  must  be 
adopted  calculated  to  benefit  Ireland;  and 
this  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
ought  in  every  case  to  adopt  measures  of 
legislation  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  when- 
ever the  interests   of  that  country  come 
tmder  consideration.     And,  my  Lords,  I 
must  say,  that  Parliament  has   done  its 
duty  in  the  matter.     I  believe — and  the 
noble  Lord  will  not  deny  it — I  behove  that 
there  never  was  a  country  which  has  so 
advanced  in  improvement  of  all  descrip- 
tion as  has  Ireland  in  the  years  which 
have  elapsed  since  the  Union.     I  will  not 
go  into  details — others  more  able  to  do  so 
will  follow  me;  but  it  is  quite  remarkable 
that  in  every  way — -in  trade,  in  conamerce, 
in  shipping,  in  revenue,  in  customs,  in  ex- 
cise— in  everything  the  increase  has  been 
enormous.     True,  the  noble  Lord  said,  in 
the  early  part  of  his  speech,  that  foreigners 
who  travelled  in  Ireland  expatiated  on  the 
misery  which  they  witnessed  there.     My 
Lords,  true  there  are  great  poverty  and 
great  misery  in  Ireland,  as  there  are  in 
other  countries;  but  yet,  my  Lords,  in  Ire- 
land  there   are  vast  capitals   and  great 
riches.     Ireland  is  at  this  moment  setting 
an  example  to  the  world  which  could  be 
imitated  in  very  few  countries  in  Europe — 
I  mean  that  she  is  laying  out  millions  at 
this  moment  in  the  construction  of  railways 
at  the  expense  of  private  individuals.     It 
is  very  true  that  nulways  are  in  the  course 
of  being  constructed  in  other  coimtries  in 
Europe.     But  how  ?     At  the  expense  of 
the  uovemment,  not  out  of  the  capital  of 
private  individuals.     In  this  country,  of 
course,  the  same  thing  is  being  done  as  in 
Ireland;  but,  excepting  these  two  nations, 
there  is  not  in  the  whole  world  one  railroad 
which  has  not  been  constructed,  or  is  not 
in  the  course  of  being  constructed,  at  the 
expense  of  the  public  treasury.     Now,  my 
Lords,  I  don't  much  care  whether  this  ca- 
pital in  Ireland  be  the  property  of  Irish- 
men, or  whether  it  has  been  borrowed  in 
this  country  and  sent  across  St.  George *s 
Channel  on  the  credit  of  Irishmen.     If  it 
be  the  property  of  Irishmen,  as  I  hope  it 


is,  then  that  expense,  my  Lords,  demon- 
strates  the  improvement  that  has  taken 
place  in  that  country;  an  improvement  for 
which  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  give  Par- 
liament,  and  those  who  govern  Ireland, 
some  credit.     On  the  other  hand,  if  it  be 
the  property  of  Englishmen  and  sent  to 
Ireland,  at  least  it   shows  that  there  is 
some  credit  in  Ireland,  and  that  men  have 
lately  more  confidence  in  the  restoration 
and  continued  existence  of  peace  than  the 
noble  Earl  appears  to  have.     My  Lords, 
I'hope  they  may  not  be  disappointed;  and 
I  am  sure  that  the  Government  will  do  all 
in  their  power  that  the  measures  which 
they  will  introduce  may  be  calculated  to 
give  satisfaction  to  the  country,  and  to  en- 
sure the  public  tranquillity.      Now,  my 
Lords,  I  must  say  I  thmk  there  is  evidence 
that  the  noble  Lord  is  mistaken  in  respect 
to  the  alleged  great  dislike  entertained  by 
the  Irish  towards  the  English  Church  Es- 
tablishment in  Ireland.     My  Lords,  it  is  a 
most  remarkable  circumstance,  but  it  is  a 
fact  which  you  will  become  convinced  of 
by  looking  through  the  records  of  Parlia- 
ment, that,  after  the  English  and  Irish 
Parliaments  had    been    endeavouring  in 
vain  to  discover  a  mode  of  enabling  the 
Roman  CaihoUcs  to  testify  their  allegiance^ 
they  struck  out  of  the  oath  of  supremacy 
all  reference  to  Catholic  doctrines,  such  as 
transubstantiation  and  everything  else;  but 
that  part  of  the  oath  which  referred  to 
the  property  of  the  Church,  to  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church  itself,  was  inserted  on 
the  petitions  of  the  Roman  Cathohcs  them- 
selves. Those  petitions,  commencing  in  1 805, 
and  going  on  from  that  time,  in  1806  up  to 
1826,  and  so  on  to  the  period  of  the  passing 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  showed 
that  the  people  felt  no  desire  to  deprive 
the  Church  of  its  property,  or  to  injure  in 
any  manner  the  privileges  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Church;  that  all,  in  fact,  they 
desired  was  the  removal  of  civil  disabilities, 
and  the  privilege  of  standing  on  the  same 
footing  as  their  fellow  subjects  in  the  eye 
of  the  law  and  the  Government.     I  say, 
therefore,  that  it  is  not  very  probable  that 
there  should  hare  arisen  a  total  change  of 
sentiment  on  that  subject.     In  the  mean 
time,  it  is  very  true  that  some  people  may 
look  after  the  property  of  the  Church  as 
other  men  do  after  property  of  all  descrip- 
tions; but  if  there  be  one  thing  more  cer- 
tain than  another,  it  is  that  the  insertion  of 
the  words  to  which  I  have  referred,  in  the 
declarations  or  oaths  which  must,  by  the 
law  of  the  land,  be  now  taken  by  any  per- 
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son  who  claims  an  advantage  under  that 
law;  if  there  be  anything  more  true  than 
another,  it  is  that  the  insertion  of  these 
words  was  suggested  by  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics themselyes.  Now,  I  have  stated  that 
this  institution  of  the  Ghnrch  in  Ireland  at 
the  time  of  the  Union,  and  the  maintenance 
of  that  Church,  were  matters  of  compact 
from  which  the  House  cannot  depart.  But 
I  go  further  and  say,  that  there  is  no  one 
principle  in  the  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try in  favour  of  the  determined  mainte- 
nance of  which  so  many  solemn  declarations 
have  been  made,  as  in  respect  to  this  prin- 
ciple, the  preservation  of  the  Protestant 
Church  of  England  in  Ireland.  At  the 
coronation  this  principle  is  declared.  It 
was  declared  in  the  Act  of  1828 — ^the  re- 
peal of  the  Corporation  and  Test  Acts.  It 
was  declared  again  in  1829  in  the  Catholic 
Relief  Act;  and  on  ever^  occasion  on  which 
any  concession  of  privilege  was  made  to 
the  Roman  Catholics,  it  was  declared  again. 
I  repeat,  therefore,  that  we  have  it  not  in 
our  power  to  change  this  principle,  so  uni- 
fomuy  acted  upon,  so  repeatedly  declared, 
of  preserving  the  Church  of  England  in 
Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  go  a  little  further; 
and  I  believe  I  can  state  other  reasons 
against  the  course  which  the  noble  Earl 
proposes  to  take.  I  saw  some  years  airo 
L^ee  ye«.  »g^  petition  Lm  le 
Peers  of  Ireland,  complaining  of  the 
discontented  state  of  the  people.  They 
mentioned,  it  is  true,  amongst  a  number  of 
causes,  this  very  subject,  the  existence  of  a 
Church  Establishment.  But,  my  Lords, 
they  mentioned  other  causes  of  discontent. 
They  said,  that  the  relative  proportion  of 
Members  of  Parliament  from  Ireland  and 
from  England,  taking  into  account  the  po- 
pulations of  Ireland  and  of  England,  was 
not  what  it  ought  to  be.  Is  the  noble  Lord 
prepared  to  concede  that  ?  With  reference 
to  the  Municipal  Corporation  Act,  they 
maintained  that  the  qualification  had  been 
placed  higher  in  Ireland  than  it  ought  to 
nave  been,  or  than  it  was  in  the  English 
Corporation  Reform  Act,  especially  consi- 
dering the  state  of  property  in  Ireland. 
They  maintained  also  that  the  number  of 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  Judges  was  not  that 
which  could  be  fairly  claimed  for  the  Irish 
Bench.  Now,  for  my  part,  I  have  always 
understood  that  Judges  were  always  select- 
ed from  those  most  capable  of  performing 
the  duties  of  the  judicial  office.  I  believe 
such  is  the  case  in  this  country;  I  believe 
that  this  is  the  course  pursued  in  Ireland; 
and  I  do  not  know  that  the  Irish  Judges 


are  deficient  in  those  qualities  which  ren- 
der the  j  udicial  character  respected.   These 
were  some  of  the  grievances  stated  by  the 
noblemen  in  question  who  signed  the  peti- 
tion from  Charlemont-house.     Is  the  noUe 
Lord  prepared  to  turn  these  grieTances  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament?  But  whatever  these 
grievances  may  be,  I  think  I  can  show  yon 
from  what  has  passed  heretofore,  that  the 
most  ample  concessions  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament will  not  put  an  end  to    that  whidi 
is  the  cause  of  the  mischief — ^I  mean  the 
a^tation,  the  perpetual  agitation,  for  Re- 
peal of  the  Umon,  or  for  any  other  mea- 
sure, whether  it  be  the  extinction  of  tithes, 
or  the  demolition  of  church  rates,  or  what- 
ever may  be  the  prevailing  cry  of  the  mo- 
ment— I  think  I  can  show  your  Lordships, 
from  the  examples  of  what  has  passed  in 
fonner  years,  that  there  is  no  concession 
you  can  have  which  will  not  be  followed  by 
additional  agitation  and  consequent  addi- 
tional discontent.     My  Lords,  a  great  mea- 
sure of  concession  was  passed  in   1829. 
What  happened  ?     The  law  was  passed  in 
the  month  of  April,  1829.     In  tne  month 
of  June,  1829,  the  great  agitator  was  in 
the  county  of  Clare,   urging  the  people 
there  to  combine  for  repeal,  and  to  strug^'e    | 
for  civil,  as  they  had  struggled  for  religious    \ 
Uberty.      Well,  fr^m  thence  he  went  to 
Dublm,  and  commenced  there  a  system  of 
agitadon  in  the  month  of  December,  1829, 
which  he  continued  through  the  year  1830, 
and  up  to  the  month  of  January,   1831» 
under  different  forms  and  circumstances, 
and  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  until 
at  last  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend  the  then 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
then  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Lord  Stanley) 
issued  a  proclamation,  under  the  Associs- 
tion  Act,*by  which  ihey  put  an  end  to  this 
description  of  agitation.     But,  my  Lords, 
observe  that  this  fr^sh  agitation  on  the 
subject  of  tithes  and  church  rates,  and  re- 
peal of  the  Union,  conunenced  on  the  reij 
morrow  of  the  passing  of  the  Catholic  Be- 
lief Bill.     Well,  my  Lords,  after  this  mea- 
sure, after  these  proclamations,  the  agita- 
tion recommencea  for  the  suppression  of 
tithes  and  church  rates;  and  it  was  thought 
expedient,  and  very  properly  in  my  opin- 
ion, to  put  an  end  to  church  rates  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  find  other  means  of  providing 
for  the  expenses  which  had  been  formeriy 
paid  from  that  fund.     Hardlv  was  tbst 
change  accomplished,  when  the  aj^tation 
recommenced  on  tithes,  and  then  tiie  Go- 
vernment were  under  the  necessity  of  in- 
troducing a  Coercion  Bill;  and  I  beg  tore- 
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fer  the  noble  Earl  to  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  was  then  Lonl  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Lord  Wellefiley,  a  nobleman 
who  had  some  knowledge  of  public  affairs, 
who  stated  solemnly  in  a  despatch  laid  on 
the  Table  of  this  House,  that  he  desired 
that   His  Majesty's    Goremment   would 
attend  pardonlarly  to  the  connection  which 
he  invariably  found  to  prerail  between  agi- 
tation for  Repeal,  and  for  abolition  of  tithes, 
and  popular  discontent  and  agrarian  out- 
rage— ^that  they  followed   each  other  as 
cause  and  consequence  inrariably.     I  beg 
your  Lordships  to  obsenre  this,  to  observe 
what  is  passing  aroimd  us,  and  then  to  say 
whether  or  no  you  feel  disposed  to  make 
the  concessions  called  for  by  the  noble 
Earl.    Having  this  fact  before  your  faces, 
and  having  every  reason  to  be  satisfied 
that  the  moment  you  make  that  concession, 
agitation  will  recommence  for  some  other 
object,  the  obtaining  of  the  properties  of 
individuals,  or  any  other  similar  ptu^se, 
you  may  be  as  well  satisfied  that  that  agi- 
tation will  give  fresh  ground  for  discontent, 
and  cause  a  portion  of  the  people  to  com- 
mit new   agrarian  outrages.      Well,  my 
Lords,  after  the  Coercion  Bill  of  1833, 
another  was  passed  in  1834,  not  so  strin- 
gent in  its  provisions,  and  limited  to  a 
twelvemonth^s  duration;  and  it  was  suc- 
ceeded by  a  measure  in  1835,  which  was 
still  less  efficient,  but  which  was  passed  for 
five  years,  terminating  in  the  year  1840. 
There  was,  I  believe,  some  little  cessation 
of  agitation  in  1835  and  1836,  owing,  it  is 
supposed,  to  some  political  arrangements 
made  here  in  London.    But,  my  Lords, 
that  apparent  tranquillity  did  not  last  long. 
The  agitation  for  Repeal  was  continued  un- 
der different  forms  during  1837,   1838, 
1839,  and  1840,  until  at  last  in  that  year 
the  meetings  of  great  bodies — ^the  monster 
meetings  commenced.     Those  were  conti- 
nued through  1841,  1842,  and  down  to 
November,  1843,  when  they  were  put  down 
br  proclamation  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
My  Lords,  during  all  this  time  there  was 
no  want  of  measures  of  conciliation.     The 
tithe  arrangement  was  brought  to  a  com- 
plete conclusion:  the  Tithe  Bill  wafi  passed, 
and  ererr  measure  adopted  which  could 
tend  to  the  prosperity  of  Ireland — Parlia- 
ment acting    on   all  those  occasions    as 
though  it  were  an  Irish  Parliament,  legis- 
lating only  for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple.    But,  my  Lords,  this  system  of  agita- 
tion still  continued,  and  monster  meetings 
were  assembled  which  could  be  got  the  bet- 
ter of  at  last  only  by  military  force.   Such, 


my  Lords,  is  the  history  of  the  effects  of 
concession.     I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it 
was  not  right  to  concede  on  all  these  points. 
I  only  ask  you  whether  you  choose  to  con- 
cede on  this  occasion — in  the  face  of  facts 
which  no  man  can  deny — in  the  face  of  the 
compact  which  binds  you  to  preserve  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  in 
the  latter  country.    My  Lords,  I  will  con- 
fess that  I  think  I  have  not  put  the  ques- 
tion of  the  preservation  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Ireland  on  such  high  grounds 
as  tiiose  on  which  I  might  have  put  it  as  a 
religious  estabHshment.      My  Lords,  we 
enjoy  the  advantage  under  the  infiuence  of 
this  establishment,  of  possessing  a  'people 
with  as  strong  a  sense  of  religion,  and  as 
great  respect  for  religion,  as  exists  in  any 
other  country  in  the  world.     We  have  be- 
sides the  advantage  of  universal  toleration. 
Every  system  of  religion  is  tolerated  in  this 
country;  and,  above  all^  we  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  religious  peace.     These  are 
three  great  Christian  advantages,  which  t 
think  are  the  great  objects  of  a  religious 
establishment,  and  I  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships not  to  incur  the  risk  of  losing  any  of 
them  by  consenting  to  any  such  measures 
as  those  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl.    My 
Lords,  it  is  true  that  though  we  have  reli- 
gious peace,  there  are  great  political  dif- 
ferences of  opinio^  among  the  different 
sects  which  eidst  in  this  country.     This, 
my  Lords,  is  the  consequence  of  our  poli- 
tical state  of  existence.     Every  separate 
body  in  this  country  has  considerable  poli- 
tical power,  and  it  is  the  object  of  aU  these 
sects  and  classes  to  increase  their  political 
power:  they  are  acting  constantly  under 
the  direction  of  their  ministers  or  others 
who  may  lead  them;  they  are  anxious  to 
increase  their  political  strength,  and  they 
enter  into    political    contests  with  their 
rivals.     But,  my  Lords,  will  the  conces- 
sions which  the  noble  Earl  proposes  to 
make,  put  an  end  to  these  political  rivali- 
ties  among  these  contending  sects  ?   These 
sects  will  remain,  and  of  course  these  riva- 
lities  will  remain,  and  their  contests  for 
political  power  will  be  continued;  but,  my 
Lords,  I  am  afraid  that  religious  peace  wiU 
not  remain.     We  shall   no  longer  have 
facilities  for  settling  such  questions  as  the 
marriage  question,  which  was  broueht  be- 
fore this  House  some  years  ago,  and  other 
questions  which  have  arisen,  and  have  been 
settied,  but  which  cannot  be  settled  else- 
where.     Look  at  Germany,   at  France, 
and  at  Spain,  and  you  will  find  that  these 
questions  cannot  be  settled  there.    But 
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Buppose,  my  Lords,  yon  can  secure  reli- 
gious peace;  what  becomes   of  toleration 
under  this  Catholic  establishment,  without 
which,  I  say,  that  this  country  could  not 
go  on  for  a  moment  ?     Under  these  cir- 
'  cmnstances,  considering  that  you  are  bound 
by  a  compact  to  maintain  in  Ireland  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland, 
considering  the  great  religiouB  Christian 
advantages  you  derive  from  the  existence 
of  the  Church  of  England — advantages  en- 
joyed by  the  Roman  Catholics  and  Presby- 
terians equally  with  ourselves — I  entreat 
your  Lordships,  by  your  rejection  of  this 
address,  to  avoid  giving  ground  for  your  be- 
lief that  you  have  any  intention  to  adopt 
the  measure  suggested  by  the  noble  Earl. 
Earl  FORTE  SCUE  said,  that  the  noble 
Duke  had  based  his  opposition  to  the  Motion 
rather  on  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Earl, 
than  on  the  terms  of  the  Address  itself,  or 
on  the  occasion  on  which  it  was  brought  for- 
ward. He  must  say  for  himself  that  it  was 
because  he  concurred  with  tiie  views  which 
his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl  had  ex- 
pressed, that  he  gave  his  support  to  his 
Motion.  He  had  given  a  hesitating  and  re- 
luctant assent  to  the  third  reading  of  an 
arbitrary  measure  which  had  lately  passed 
their  Lordships'  House ;  and  he  had  done 
BO,  not  because  he  by  any  means  approved 
all  the  enactments  of  that  Bill,  or  felt  any 
confidence  in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who 
was  believed  to  have  framed  it,  but  because 
it  appeared  to  him,  after  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  of  the 
amount  of  crime  and  outrage  committed  in 
Ireland,  that  some  strong  measure  was  ne- 
cessary, and  because,  looking  at  the  cha- 
racter of  the  noble  Lord  entrusted  witii  the 
chief  government  of  Ireland,  of  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  St.  Germans)  who  brought  it  for- 
ward, and  at  tiie  character  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
that  country  (Mr.  Greene),  he  hoped  that 
the  powers  so  liberally  given  by  the  Bill 
would  be  sparingly  and  temperately  exer- 
cised. But  he  thought  that  when  a  measure 
had  been  passed  which  denied  a  man  the 
conmionest  right  of  the  subject,  the  right 
of  free  egress  and  ingress  to  his  home  at 
any  time,  Parliament  was  bound  to  accom- 
pany such  a  measure  with  some  assurance 
that  they  would  look  into  the  causes  which 
had  produced  such  a  state  of  things  in  that 
country  as  to  make  that  law  necessary. 
Under  the  circumstances  in  which  Ireland 
was  placed,  it  was  their  duty  not  merely  to 
pass  measures  to  repress  outrages,  but  to 


put  an  end  to  the  causes  from    'irhich  such 
outrages  arose ;  and  it  was  to   that,   and 
that  only,  that  the  present  Address  proposed 
to  pledge  the  House.     The  noble    I>iike 
had  objected  to  the  Address,  because  in  the 
speech  which  his  noble  Friend  had  made, 
he  had  expressed  his  opinion  that  a  great 
reform  was  necessary  in  the  JSstabliaiied 
Church  in  Ireland.  In  that  sentiment  of  his 
noble  Friend's,  he  (EarlFortescue)  cordially 
concurred.     He  cordially  agreed  with  him 
in  the  opinion  which  he  luid  expressed,  that 
they  would  never  have  perfect  contentment 
in  Ireland  until  the  Church  of  the  great  body 
of  the  people  was  placed  in  all  respects  oo 
an  equid  footing  witii  that  which  was  called 
the  Established  Church — ^the  Church  of  a 
very  small  minority  of  the  people.     He 
concurred  also  in  the  wish  that  thej  might 
one  day  see  the  heads  of  that    Chnrcli 
taking  their  share  in  the  counsels   of  the 
State  in  that  House  of  Parliament ;  and 
they  might  rely  upon  it  that  not  only  would 
it  be  considered  a  great  boon  by  the  people 
of  Ireland,  but  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  have  such  an  accession  of 
Members  to  that  House,  who  could  give 
them  much  useful  information,  and  make 
many  valuable  suggestions  in  legislating 
for  Ireland.    The  noble  Duke  had  spoken 
in  glowing  terms  of  the  improvements  which 
had  taken  place  in  the  general  state  of  that 
country.     The  misfortune,  however,  was, 
that  this  improvement  had  not  extended  in 
a  corresponding  degree  to  the  lower  and 
poorer  classes  of  society  ;  and  it  was  the 
want  of  tiiese  improvements  among  them 
which  rendered  them  so  liable  to  be  made 
the  instruments  of  agitation  and  violence. 
He  must  say  that  he  tiiought  the  great 
and  predominant  evil  of  Ireland  was  to  be 
found  in  the  circumstances  attending,  not 
merely  the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  the  tenure  and  possession  of  land  in 
Ireland.     The  conduct  of  the  Anti-Com- 
Law  League  in  this  country  had  been 
blamed;  but,  without  attempting  to  defend 
all  that  might  have  been  said  or  done  by 
members  of  that  body,  he  thought  tiiat  the 
League  had  done  a  great  deal  of  good,  and 
that  the  country  was  under  a  great  obliga- 
tion to  them,  not  on  the  ground  of  their 
having  purchased  and  coi^erred  fictitious 
titles  to  property  for  the  purpose  of  quali- 
fying voters  at  elections — ^because  that  they 
denied  having  done— but  because  they  had 
induced  persons   who  had  saved  a  little 
money  to  invest  their  small  savings  in  land, 
and  thereby  acquire  an  interest  in  the  soil' 
If  the  League  had  assisted  such  perso&B 
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in  getting  rid  of  the  difficulties  which  the 
technicalities  of  the  law  imposed  upon  those 
who  desired  to  acquire  a  qualification,  he, 
for  one,  must  say  that  he  thought  the  coun- 
try— ay,  and  the  landowners  too — ought 
to  he  yery  much  ohliged  to  them.  It  would 
he  very  advantageous  if  the  same  thing  were 
done  in  Ireland,  hecause  there  was  at  pre- 
sent a  total  want  in  that  countiy  of  those 
small  landowners  so  numerous  in  England, 
who  in  themselves  united  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  recollected  that 
when  the  Emancipation  Act  was  passed, 
and  when  the  rights  of  the  so-called  40^. 
freeholders  were  very  properly  aholished, 
he  had  suggested  that  it  would  he  very 
desirahle  if  the  right  of  voting  were  con- 
tinued to  persons  holding  land  in  fee-sim- 
ple of  the  value  of  40«.  a  year.  He  was 
told,  however,  that  no  such  thing  existed  in 
Ireland,  and  therefore,  that  he  might  save 
himself  the  trouhle  of  making  the  sugges- 
tion. Why  was  that  so  ?  He  surely  could 
not  he  told  that  there  did  not  eidst  among 
any  portion  of  the  middle  classes  in  Ire- 
land sufficient  capital  to  purchase  small 
landed  property  in  that  country.  The  fact 
was,  that  Irish  landed  property  was  in  ge- 
neral so  much  encumhered  that  it  was  al- 
most impossible  to  sell  it  as,  in  England 
in  small  parcels ;  and  that  was,  he  believed, 
the  reason  why  there  was  no  such  thing  as 
small  freeholds  in  Ireland.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  some  measure  would  be  in- 
troduced which  would  put  the  40«^  free- 
holder in  England  and  ue  40«.  freeholder 
in  Ireland  on  the  same  footing.  He  hoped, 
also,  that  some  measure  (he  could  not  say 
exactly  similar  to  that  introduced  by  his 
noble  Friend  last  year),  would  he  brought 
forward  to  secure  compensation  for  im- 
provements to  tenants  who  were  evicted 
from  theu:  holdings.  He  believed  that  the 
tenure  of  land  was,  directly  or  indirectly, 
at  the  bottom  of  the  outrages  by  which 
Ireland  had  been  disturbed,  though  they 
might  be  aggravated  by  other  causes.  At 
the  same  time  he  was  quite  sure  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  restore  contentment 
to  Ireland  unless  they  assimilated  the  law 
in  Ireland  to  that  which  obtained  in  this 
country,  and  placed  all  classes  in  that 
respect  on  an  equal  footing.  For  in- 
stance, the  qualification  for  the  municipal 
franchise  was  higher  in  Ireland  than  in  this 
country,  and  it  ought  to  be  the  same  in 
both.  The  noble  Duke  had  stated  that  all 
the  concessions  which  had  been  made  to 
Ireland  had  only  produced  fresh  agitation. 
It   shoidd  be  recollected,   however,  that 


all  the  concessions  which  had  been  made  to 
Ireland  had  only  been  the  fruit  of  agita- 
tion; and  it  was  not  to  be  expected,  there- 
fore, that  after  this  lesson  had  been  taught 
them,  the  people  of  that  country  would  be- 
lieve that  quiet  and  good  conduct  was  likely 
to  be  productive  of  advantage  to  them. 
Catholic  Emancipation  was  conceded  to  the 
agitation  which  was  carried  on  by  the  Ca- 
tholic Association  ; }  the  mitigation  of  the 
tithe  evil  was  the  result  of  tumult  and 
of  agitation.  Such  would  continue  to  be 
the  state  of  things  until  their  Lordships 
legislated  in  a  spirit  which  would  give 
the  people  of  Ireland  more  confidence  in 
the  laws,  and  remove  every  just  cause  of 
agitation,  by  putting  them  in  all  respects 
upon  an  equality  wi£  their  English  fellow 
subjects.  If  their  Lordships  acted  in  that 
spirit  both  as  respected  Church  and  States 
they  would,  in  his  opinion,  at  once  and  ef- 
fectually, put  down  agitation  among  the 
people  of  Ireland,  who  were  certainly  not 
ungrateful  for  kindness;  but  if,  contrary  to 
all  reasonable  calculation,  they  unhappily 
failed  in  this  benevolent  object,  tiiey  would 
then  unite  every  friend  of  peace  and  good 
order  throughout  every  part  of  tiie  United 
Empire,  in  support  of  any  measures  of  se- 
curity which  they  might  tiien  find  it  neces- 
saiy  to  adopt. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  certainly  would  not 
have  presented  himself  to  the  House  upon 
this  occasion,  so  lately  as  it  was  that  their 
Lordships  had  discussed  Irish  affairs,  had  it 
not  been  for  one  or  two  aUusions  made  in 
the  very  able,  and,  generally  speaking, 
temperate  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  submitted  the  Motion  to  the  House. 
He  was  bound  to  take  notice  of  those  allu- 
sions,, in  justice  to  the  case  and  in  faii^ 
ness  towards  the  Government.  To  these 
topics  he  would  refer  by  and  by.  Most 
of  the  facts  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
in  his  speech  were,  unhappily,  too  true. 
Most  part  of  his  statement  of  the  amount 
of  distress-— of  the  evil  administration  of 
many  private  affairs— of  tiie  misery  which 
prevailed  among  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  of  Ireland — of  the  fearful  outrages 
upon  life  and  property  which  had,  whether 
as  the  result  of  that  misery  or  of  other 
causes,  defaced  that  country,  scared  the  Go- 
vernment from  its  propriety,  and  forced  it 
to  have  recourse  to  a  measure  of  severe  coer- 
cion,abridging  notmerelythe  political  but  the 
natural  ri^ts  of  the  subject-— aU  these  facts 
were  too  true^  and  indeed  were  not  matter 
of  controversy ;  they  had  been  all  admitted 


1395 


aumtf 


{LORDS} 


/raftrnd. 


1396 


in  the  oovne  of  the  diaeuBsioii  on  the  late  eo- 
ereiye  measure.  Bat,nolLappilyy  these  things 
had  root  far  deeper  than  any  misgoyemment 
of  the  present  day,  or  any  political  agitation 
of  the  preeentday,  though  periiaps  they  were 
not  altogether  unconnected  with  pditioal 
agitation.  They,  unham>ily»  had  their  root 
deeply  planted  and  widely  spread  in*  the 
social  condition  of  the  Insh  people  in  re- 
spect of  their  enjoyment  of  landed  property^ 
and  their  exclusive  addiction  to  agricultursl 
pursuits.  But  was  the  remedy  so  easy  ? 
Their  Lordships  could  not  interfere  with 
ihe  rights  of  property,  the  most  saored  of 
all  ri^ts,  on  which  society  itself  depended, 
the  comer-stone  of  the  whole  social  edifice 
-—the  line  of  demarcation  which  separated 
the  savage  from  the  civilised  state  of  so- 
ciety. They  must,  in  all  they  siud  and 
did,  and  in  all  they  meditated  to  do,  start 
from  this  first  principle;  and  no  man  who 
claimed  the  name,  not  only  of  a  statesman, 
but  of  a  rational  being — of  a  person  of 
common  sense  and  orainary  reflection — 
could  entertain  for  one  moment  a  doubt,  or 
could  allow  to  pass  over  the  surface  of  his 
imagination  a  shadow  of  doubt,  upon  that 
fundamental  principle.  But  then  he  found 
that  there  were  speculators,  and  practical 
speculators  too,  who  not  only  sunered  to 
pass  across  their  imagination  the  abstract 
idea  that  property  might  be  interfered 
with;  but  who  so  far  carried  that  idea 
into  execution  as  an  object  of  their  desire, 
or  used  it  for  the  purpose  of  deluding 
their  dupes  in  their  own  country — ^ignor- 
ant men  as  compared  with  them,  but 
hardly  more  thoughtless  and  unreflecting 
than  thev — as  to  propound  Bills  on  the 
subject  m  Parliament,  of  which  he  had 
heard  for  the  flrst  time  that  night.  He 
could  hardly  have  believed  it  possible  that 
in  the  midme  of  the  19th  century,  and  in  a 
British  House  of  Commons,  there  should 
have  been  propounded  what  was  called 
by  the  gentle  and  euphonious  term  of  flzity 
of  tenure,  but  which  meant  thereby  an 
Act  of  Parliament  to  rob  the  owner  of  land 
of  his  property,  and  to  confer  it  on  the  oc- 
cupant his  tenant.  What  oared  he  for  the 
condition,  if  the  tenant  was  to  have  the 
property  in  spite  of  the  owner,  that  he  was 
to  have  it  on  the  payment  of  a  perpetual 
rent  9  That  was  as  much  an  interference 
with  property — as  much  a  desecration  of 
the  sacred  right  of  property,  on  which  all 
society  rested — as  if  they  openly  robbed  the 
owner.  He  could  only  account  for  such 
a  Bill  not  meeting  with  an  indignant  re- 
jection at  once,  by  the  accident  that  the 


mattermight  have  been  thongrht  ao  per- 
fectly absurd   and  extravagant    in    itself 
as  to  carry  its  refutation  aJon^   with  il. 
At  all  events,  it  was  brought  fonrard  about 
the  middle  of  August,  a  time  when  long 
diBcussions  were  to  be  deprecated,  smd  Go- 
vernment therefore  thought  itbest^  he  ntxf- 
posed,  to  get  rid  of  the  Bill,  mentioning',  at 
the  same  time,  that  they  meant  to  appoint 
a  Commission  of  Inquiry;  though  he  hap- 
pened to  know  that  that  Commisfiion  waa 
contemplated  before.     It  was  unfortunate 
that  any  doubt  should  have  existed  aa  to 
what  was  intended  by  that  Commiaaion, 
which  had  as  much  to  do  with  fizitj  of 
tenure,  in  the  sense  of  robbing  the.  land- 
lord on  behalf  of  the  tenant,  as  with  rob- 
bing the  tenant  on  behalf  of  the  landlord. 
It  was  to  be  lamented  that  in  anj  part  ctf 
the  United  Empire  there  should  exiet  soch 
a  state  of  things  as  had  gradually  grown 
up  in  Ireland,  and  that  matters  there  were 
otherwise  than  in  this  country  with  respect 
to   the  management  of  property.       His 
noble  Friend  had  well  illustrated  this  cir- 
cumstance, and  he  would  give  another  illus- 
tration.    What  did  their  Lordships  think 
of  an  estate  of    between  15,0001.    and 
20,0002.  a  year,  on  which  there  were  about 
1,300  or  1,400  head  tenants,  and  about 
3,000  under-tenants,  the  highest  of  whom 
paid  402.  or  50L  a  vear,  the  great  bolk 
from  102.  to  20{.,  and  many  paid  so  low  as 
10^.,  12^.,  and  15«.  ?    Another  circum- 
stance to  which  his  noble  Friend  had  al- 
luded as  calculated  to  create  alarm  and  in- 
dignation was,  the  casting  out  of  their  pos- 
sessions at  one  time  a  great  number  of 
those  smi^  holders.     This  happened  in 
consequence  of  the  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord  to  have  his  land  better  culti- 
vated by  persons  who  could  bring  to  that 
cultivation  the  advantage  of  capital  and 
skill;  and  it  certainly  would  be  a  creat 
hardship  to  the  landlord  hi  Ireland  if  he 
had  not  the  free  and  entire  power,  as  by 
law  he  unquestionably  had,  to  dismiss  the 
small  holders,  and  consolidate  the  farms 
with  the  view  to  improvement,  as  had  been 
done  in  Scotland  to  a  great  extent,  as  the 
noble    Duke   on  the    cross-benches  well 
knew.     Still  he  should  be  loth  to  believe 
that  an  example  such  as  that  mentioned 
by  a  noble  Marquess  the  other  evening, 
but  which  immediately  met  with  a  satisfac- 
tory contradiction,  was  extensively  follow* 
ed — ^namely,  the  turning  out  of  scores  of 
persons  from  their  holdings  as  soon  as  their 
leases  expired.     Undoubtedly  it  was  tb6 
landlord's  right  to  do  so  if  he  pleased;  and 
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if  he  abstained,  lie  conferred  ft  fayonr»  and 
was  doing  an  act  of  kindness.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  chose  to  stand  on  his  right, 
the  tenants  must  be  taught,  by  the  strong 
arm  of  the  lair,  that  they  had  no  power  to 
oppose  or  resist.  Such  was  the  law  of  the 
land,  and  property  would  be  valueless  and 
capital  would  no  longer  be  invested  in  the 
cmtivation  of  land,  if  it  were  not  acknow- 
ledged that  it  was  the  landlord's  undoubted, 
indefeasible,  and  most  sacred  right  to  deal 
with  his  property  as  he  list.  His  opinion 
undoubtedly  was,  that  their  Lordships  be- 
gan at  the  right  end  when,  considering  the 
state  of  outrages  existing  in  Ireland,  they 
passed  a  coercive  measure  to  put  down 
those  outrages.  The  first  lesson  to  be 
taught  the  deluded  people  of  that  country 
was,  that  they  must  obev  the  law,  and  that 
aU  their  agitators  and  all  their  evil  counsel- 
lors— ^be  tney  laymen  or  priests — could  not 
succeed  in  urging  them  to  resist  the  law,  or 
to  persist  in  outrage,  without  their  finding 
that  they  must  meet  with  the  condign 
punishment  which  attended  criminal  acts. 
With  regard  to  providing  remedial  mea- 
sures for  the  grievances  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  complained,  he  had  alluded  to 
them  in  so  general  a  manner  that  their 
Lordships  were  left  as  far  away  as  ever 
from  the  consideration  of  any  practical 
means  of  putting  an  end  to  those  evils 
which  in  his  speech  he  so  strongly  de- 
scribed ;  and  he  was  sure  that  all  their 
Lordships  joined  him  in  deploring  those 
evils.  There  was  but  one  portion  of  his 
speech  in  which  the  noble  Earl  brought 
forward  a  specific  ground  of  complaint. 
For  instance,  he  had  complained  of  a  long 
course  of  misgovemment  in  Ireland,  and 
complained  of  grievances  which  had  been 
inflicted  by  that  long  course  of  misgovem- 
ment, and  which  they  all  lamented ;  but 
the  noble  Earl,  when  alluding  to  some  of 
those  evils,  spoke  of  things  which  hap- 
pened many  years  ago,  so  long  ago  that 
they  might  be  said  to  have  occurred  before 
the  experience  of  the  present  generation, 
and  which  were  no  doubt  the  ^itfiil 
sources  of  evil ;  but  when  the  noble  Earl 
described  that  misgovemment,  he  did  not 
follow  up  his  description  by  prescribing  any 

Practical  means  for  remedying  the  evils. 
*he  noble  Earl  alluded  to  one  specific 
grievance  in  Ireland,  namely,  the  ano- 
malous state  in  which  the  religious  sects 
were  balanced,  or  rather  not  balanced,  in 
point  of  numbers  and  property;  but  he 
stated  that  the  Catholics  would  have  cheer- 
folly  submitted  to  that  disposition  of  the 


property  with  regard  to  the  relative  num- 
hers  of  the  religious  sects,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  one  grievance  in  connexion  with 
the  payment  of  tithes  to  the  Established 
Church,  namely,  the  mode  of  collecting 
them,  which  mode  was  so  unbearable  as  to 
become  in  their  minds  the  master  grievance, 
and  to  cause  them  to  entertain  a  more 
violent  feeling  of  opposition  to  this  impost. 
He  had  no  wish  to  deny  the  grievances 
which  that  collection  might  have  produced; 
but  he  recollected  that  in  1832  he  intro- 
duced, with  his  noble  Friend  opposite, 
(Lord  Stanley),  a  Bill,  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  been  connected  with  executively, 
and  that  BiU  put  an  end  altogether  to  the 
former  mode  of  collecting  tithes.  So  that 
he  took  it,  a  tithe  proctor  was  a  thing  in 
rerum  natures,  not  to  be  found  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  day ;  that  it  was,  as  Lord 
Plunkett  had  said  on  another  occasion,  as 
difficult  now  to  meet  with  one  of  them  in 
the  country  as  to  meet  with  an  ostrich. 
The  tithe  was  not  now  collected  in  the 
manner  which  was  formerly  complained  of 
by  the  Roman  Catholics  as  so  severe  a 
grievance,  and  to  which  the  noble  Earl  al- 
luded— it  was  paid  now  by  a  rent-charge^— 
paid  by  the  landlord,  and  not  by  the  occu- 
pying tenant ;  and  therefore  the  evils  and 
sufferings  which  had  been  endured  from 
the  mode  of  collecting  the  tithe  ought  to 
be  strack  at  one  dash  of  the  pen  from  the 
list  of  grievances  of  which  the  noble  Earl 
complained.  He  would  ^reot  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  particularly  to  the  more 
specific  and  precise  grievances  complained 
of  by  the  noble  Earl;  and  he  would  show 
that  they  were  such  that  the  blame  could 
not  be  laid  upon  this  or  that  Administra- 
tion, but  rather  more  properly  to  the  state 
of  society  in  Ireland.  One  of  those  had 
reference  to  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland,  and  the  other  to  the  balance  of 
the  churches  and  sects.  With  respect  to 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland,  it 
was  a  subject  to  which  he  had  given  much 
consideration,  and  which  he  had  carefully 
examined.  It  might  be  in  the  recollection 
of  many  of  his  noble  Friends  that,  in  1823, 
when  he  had  a  seat  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  he  presented  a  petition  from 
Ireland,  complaining  earnestly  of  the 
grievances  under  which  the  people  at  that 
time  laboured  in  consequence  of  the  mal- 
administration of  justice  in  that  country. 
It  was  a  painftu  duty  for  him  (Lord 
Brougham)  to  go  through  all  the  instances, 
and  afterwards  to  expose  them  to  the 
House,  which  showed  that  justice  had  not 


try;  that  the  complaint  of  the  maladmi- 
nistratioQ  of  justice  in  the  petition  which 
he  preeeoted  was  founded  on  a  real  griev- 
ance ;  and  that  it  was  no  clamour,  no  po- 
pular outcry  or  vague  charge,  such  aa  he 
should  show  it  was  at  present.  It  was  a 
&ot  well  known  in  the  history  of  Ireland, 
that  every  species  of  expedient  was  re- 
sorted to  in  order  to  carry  the  great  and 
wholesome  and  invaluable  measure  of  the 
Union  into  law;  and  one  of  those  expe- 
dients led  to  a  great  abuse  of  judicial 
patronage — the  moat  delicate  and  re- 
sponsible description  of  patronage  'vrith 
which  the  Government  was  invested.  In 
consequence  of  this,  certain  learned  per- 
sons— or  rather,  he  should  say,  certain 
persons  more  or  less  learned,  wore  pro- 
moted to  the  Bench — all  of  them  learned 
by  courtesy,  but  some  of  them  learned 
in  fact  as  well  as  courtesy— and  those 
Judges  who  were  appointed  at  that  period 
wero  known  afterwards  by  the  name  of 
"  Union  Judges" — a  name  now  recollected 
as  only  a  matter  of  history  ;  but  as  pott 
hoc  ergopropter  hoc  was  sometimes  a  sound 
maxim  in  logic,  it  was  argued  by  many, 
that  as  those  Judges  had  been  appointed 
at  the  time  of  the  Union,  they  had  also 
been  appointed  in  consequence  of  the 
Union;  and  if  he  were  caUod  on  to  point 
out  Judges  appointed  in  Ireland  who  had 
given  the  greatest  satisfaction  to  all,  who 
bad  conferred  honour  upon  those  who  ap- 
pointed them,  and  who  had  obtained  the 
confidence  of  those  around  them,  he  should 
not  point  to  some  of  those  Judges  as  filling 
that  character.  Diu-ing  their  time  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  had  been  very  poli- 
tical, and  some  judicial  charges  had  been 
delivered  which  evinced  strong  political 
and  even  factious  bias  on  the  Bench.  But 
that  was  all  over  long  ago,  and  things  were 
now  altogether  changed  in  ttus  respect. 
In  consequence  of  the  notice  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  given,  ho  (Lord  Brougham) 
within  the  last  three  days  read  over  the 
statement  which  he  mode  in  the  other 
Honse  on  the  occasion  to  which  he  had  be- 
fore alluded  (in  1823).  He  read  the  exact 
passages  as  he  had 
could  assure  their  Lc 
no  single  cround  of  c( 
urged  still  continuing 
stated  to  their  Lords 
certain  political  appoi: 
— that  political  partii 
for  promotion.  Th 
was  not  whether  the 


at  the  Bar,  and  whether  he  was  a  political 
partisan  before  he  was  elevated  to  the 
Bench — not  whether  he  was  given  to 
factious  courses  before  hie  elevation — 
the  question  was,  what  hod  ho  done  since 
his  elevation  ?  The  question  was,  had  he 
thrown  off  with  the  gown  which  he  had 
worn  as  a  barrister  the  character  of  a  par- 
tisan, or  was  he  still,  after  his  elevation  to 
the  Bench,  political — had  he  retained  his 
party  feelings  where  party  feelings  should 
never  enter,  or  continued  to  be  a  partisan 
when  he  occupied  a  portion  where  facti- 
ous feeling  should  never  come  ?  On  his 
gown,  as  a  barrister,  he  hod  a  right  to 
carry  the  badge  of  faction,  and  it  would 
not  soil  liim ;  but  the  ermine  should  be  tree 
from  any  snch  stain.  Wag  it  to  be  said, 
if  a  man  of  any  particular  party  or  politi- 
cal opinions  were  elevated  to  the  Bench. 
that  he  was  therefore  a  political  Judge  ?  If 
that  were  so,  it  would  be  highly  objection- 
able; but  if  it  were  not,  what  did  it  sig- 
nify ?  It  had  been  said,  indeed,  that  the 
appointments  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Garl,  had  been  unfa- 
vourably viewed  by  the  people  of  Ireland; 
and  in  answer  to  that  argument,  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  would  remark  that  he  divided 
the  people  of  Ireland  into  two  classes,  one 
half,  and  more  than  one-half,  disapproved  of 
the  appointments,  and  one-half  and  more, 
approved  of  them.  [Alaugh.]  Hehadfallen 
into  a  mistake,  but  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  so  long  it  was  enough  to 
cause  him  to  believe  uat  it  consisted  of 
more  than  two  halves,  and  therefore  led  to 
his  mistake.  The  appointments  were  highly 
approved  of  by  one  party  in  Ireland,  and 
disapproved  of  by  others.  But,  good  lock ! 
if  they  wuted  till  all  the  people  in  Ireland 
approved  of  judicial  appointments,  there 
would  be  no  use  in  Coercion  Bills,  for  there 
would  be  no  Judges  to  administer  the  law. 
What  were  the  appointments  which  hod 
been  made  of  late  years  in  Ireland  ?  There 
was  Hr.  Devonsher  Jackson,  and  there 
was  Mr.  Serjeant  Le&oy,  men  whom  he 
only  named  to  honour,  for  more  able, 
learned,  and  upriL^ht  Judges  could  not  be 


1401 


State  of 


{March  23} 


Ireland, 


1402 


PeiTip,  a  Protestant,  were  elevated  to  the 
£enc&;  and  subsequently  Mr.  Ball,  Mr. 
Wolfe,  and  Mr.  Brady  were  appointed, 
every  one  of  them  having  been  before  their 
elevation  politicians  and  party  men  more  or 
less,  and  they  were  all  upright  and  able 
men  on  the  Bench.  He  should  also  men- 
tion Judge  Crampton  and  Mr.  Blackbume, 
the  latter  of  whom,  although  differing  in 
politics  from  the  Whig  Government,  had 
been  appointed  Attorney  General  during 
the  viceroyalty  of  Lord  Anglesea  in  Ire- 
land. It  would  be  better  to  have  men 
who  had  never  been  politicians  or  party 
men;  but  the  difficulty  was  not  to  get  such 
men  to  lay  aside  their  political  feelings 
after  their  appointment  to  the  Bench,  but 
in  getting  people  to  believe  that  they  had 
done  so;  for  it  had  been  truly  said  that 
justice  ought  not  only  to  be  pure  but  unsus- 
pected. Those  appointments  showed  that 
the  choice  of  Judges  from  among  men  who 
had  been  politicians  was  not  the  fault  of 
any  Administration,  but  was  the  result  of 
absolute  necessity,  which  arose  in  conse- 
quence of  all  the  Bar  in  Ireland  being  more 
or  less  engaged  in  politics,  and  more  or 
less  political  partisans.  They  should  there- 
fore go  on  selecting  from  one  party  or  an- 
other until  a  third  party  sprung  up  in  Ire- 
land— a  third  party,  the  want  of  which  Lord 
Plunkett  had  said  was  the  greatest  curse  of 
that  countiy,  and  then  at  that  remote  day 
they  might  be  enabled  to  select  Judges  who 
were  not  attached  to  either  of  the  parties  in 
Ireland.  It  had  been  the  same  in  Scotland. 
Fifty  years  ago,  in  Scotland,  every  one  at 
the  Bar  was  either  of  the  Hanoverian  or 
Jacobite  party;  it  behoved  every  man  to 
be  a  party  man,  to  be  either  for  King 
George,  or  King  James;  and  every  one 
who  was  promoted  to  the  Bench  was  ac- 
cordingly selected  from  one  or  the  other 
party.  But  that  time  was  gone  by ;  and 
either  from  the  greater  lights  of  the  present 
age,  the  greater  liberality  of  opinion  which 
prevailed,  and,  above  all,  the  utter  hope- 
lessness of  the  cause  of  the  Jacobites,  it 
was  altogether  forgotten.  So  long  as  there 
were  two  great  parties  in  Ireland,  a  Catho- 
lic and  a  Protestant  party — ^but,  indeed, 
the  distinction  of  party  was  not  confined  to 
Ireland,  for  in  England  we  had  Conserva- 
tives and  Liberals,  or  he  preferred  the  old 
names  of  Whig  and  Tory-— so  long  would 
they  find  barristers  belonging  to  one  party 
or  another.  The  Irish  Judges  who  at 
present  filled  the  Bench  were  men  of 
great  learning,  wisdom,  and  ability;  and 
he  would  state  to  their  Lordships  that  the 


writs  of  error  ajid  appeals  which  came 
before  them  in  that  House  from  Ireland 
showed  such  an  amount  of  learning  and 
ability  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Judges, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  speak  too 
highly  of  it.  The  fault  was  not  in  any  parti- 
cular Administration,  but  in  the  social  state 
of  Ireland,  where  there  were  seven  mil- 
lions of  Catholics,  and  only  one  million  of 
Protestants.  Then  it  was  stated  that  there 
was  an  ecclesiastical  grievance.  By  an  act 
of  violence,  it  was  said,  the  Legislature  took 
away  from  the  Catholics  the  property  of  the 
Catholic  Church,  and  gave  it  to  the  Pro- 
testant Church.  But  that  property  was 
given  for  Christian  and  religious  uses;  and 
as  the  kind  of  fonns  and  discipline  through 
which  religion  should  be  taught  were  mat- 
ters of  human  rather  than  divine  ordi- 
nance, it  became  the  right,  and  not  only  the 
right  but  the  duty,  of  Parliament  to  make 
such  arrangements  as  should  cause  the  re- 
ligion of  the  State  to  be  taught  through 
the  means  of  that  property.  That  was 
the  case;  it  had  produced  a  most  anoma- 
lous state  of  things,  the  greatest  ano- 
maly in  ecclesiastical  history  ;  he  admit- 
ted it  was  a  great  evil ;  he  would  go  the 
length  of  saying  it  was  the  master  evil  in 
the  state  of  Ireland.  The  emoluments  of 
a  Church  well  endowed  were  received  by 
the  pastors  of  600,000  or  700,000  of  the 
people;  the  rest  of  the  inhabitants, 
6,000,000  or  7,000,000,  having  to  pay 
their  priests  for  spiritual  services.  That 
was  a  great  evil,  and  a  grievous  ano- 
maly. But,  when  he  came  to  deal  with  it, 
then  he  felt  the  force  of  the  noble  EarFs 
remarks  on  the  difficulty  of  the  case ;  he 
heartily  agreed  with  him  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult, excessively  difficult,  and  he  would 
add,  so  difficult  that  he  thought  it  impossi- 
ble. How  could  they  deal  vnth  it  ?  What 
the  noble  Earl  proposed  was  only  a  pallia- 
tive ;  it  would  never  be  tried,  but  if  it 
shoidd  be  tried,  he  predicted  it  would  fail 
most  signally  ;  the  palliative  would  be  re- 
jected by  everybody,  lay  as  well  as  cleri- 
cal, with  indignation.  The  true  remedy 
was  of  another  description ;  the  people 
ought  not  to  be  left  to  pay  for  their  own 
religious  instruction :  the  State  should  pay 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy.  He  would 
not  entertain  that  question  at  present  fur- 
ther than  to  say,  that  though  it  was  stated 
the  Catholic  clergy  would  not  receive  that 
payment,  he  woidd  stake  his  life  upon  it 
they  would.  If  they  did  not,  they  would 
find  it  much  more  difficult  afterwards  to 
get  their  payment  from  the  people;  and, 
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partly  from  a  lo?eof  oonneotingthenuielTes 
with  the  Goveniment  and  the  Treasury, 
and  partly  from  the  increased  di£Sculty  of 
getting  a  regular  payment  from  the  people, 
depend  on  it  they  would  sooner  or  later 
accept  it,  perhaps  not  in  the  first  quarter, 
but  certainly  by  the  end  of  the  second. 
With  respect  to  the  subject  of  challenging 
Catholics  who  were  summoned  on  a  jury, 
he  asserted  they  were  not  challenged  quasi 
Oatholios  ;  but  if  men  were  liable  to  other 
objections  then  they  might  be  set  aside, 
even  though  they  were  Catholics,  and  that, 
he  would  assert,  was  the  case  with  respect 
to  those  Catholics  who  had  been  set  aside. 
He  could,  howerer,  suppose  a  case  in  which 
it  would  be  a  venr  fair  ground  of  chaUenge 
to  a  person  that  he  was  a  Roman  Catholic. 
If  a  murder  was  committed — if  a  question 
arose  which  involved  the  subject  of  Catho- 
lic and  Protestant — ^if  the  question  were 
involved  of  favour  towards  a  Catholic 
charged  with  an  offence,  or  doing  justice 
against  him  where  the  question  was  Catho- 
lic—it  might  then  be  supposed  that  in  such 
a  case  the  ends  of  justice  might  not  be  best 
answered  by  the  case  being  tried  by  a  Ca- 
tholic jury.  The  noble  Earl  had  called 
their  attention  to  the  case  of  foreigners 
tried  for  offences  by  mixed  juries :  but  it 
was  incorrect  to  say  that  they  were  to  be 
tried  by  a  jiuy  composed  of  half  their  own 
countrymen  and  half  of  Englishmen — ^ihey 
might  be  tried  by  a  jury  consisting  one 
half  of  foreigners  and  one  half  of  English- 
men— BO  that  a  Frenchman  might  be  tried 
by  a  jury  half  of  Spaniards  and  half  of 
Englishmen.  The  conclusion,  he  feared,  to 
which  their  Lordships  must  come,  was  that 
of  the  evils  which  afflicted  Ireland,  by  far 
the  greater  proportion  lay  beyond  the  reach 
of  a  legal  remedy — that  the  remedy  would 
consist  in  a  great  degree  of  the  advance  of 
civilization  and  refinement;  of  the  strict  and 
impartial  execution  of  the  law ;  firmness 
and  vigour  on  the  part  of  the  Executive 
Government — a  Government  which  would 
refuse  to  barter  and  traffic  with  agitators 
— who  would  adopt  as  high  a  tone  as  any 
men  deserving  the  name  of  Ministers  or 
the  name  of  a  Cabinet  ought  to  hold  to- 
wards those  who  offended  against  the  law — 
and  who  would  refuse  to  barter  or  compro- 
mise with  such  legal  offenders,  whether 
they  were  individuals  or  associations — ^but 
who  would  discharge  their  duties  as  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  regardless  of  all  attacks, 
whether  from  agitators  or  Catholic  priests. 
It  was  to  a  fair  discharge  of  duty,  without 
partiality,  but  with  vigour,  that  he  looked 


for  the  first  impulse  towards  m  healthier 
state  of  tilings.   Then  God  forbid  that  any 
ameliorations  of  the  law  should  be  witl^> 
held !     He  was  about  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  extendiuff  to  mortgages  and  leasea  the 
provisions  of  an  Act  by  which  the  dificul- 
ties  in  the  conveyance  of  land  were  now 
greatly  removed  in  this  country*      Why 
not  extend  those  provisions  to   Ireland? 
His    noble    Friend  had    spoken     of    the 
law  as  expensive  in  Ireland.    The  law  in 
England  was  ten  times  more  expensive. 
Ir^md  had  some  admirable  institutions^ 
such  as  the  Assbtant  Barristers'  Court ; 
and  cheap  law  was  so  much  the  lot  of  Ire- 
land, tiiat  it  was  usual  for  people  here  to 
point  to  tiie  state  of  that  country  as  a 
reason  for  not  making  tiie    law    cheap 
here.     It  gave  him,  at  all  times,    yery 
great  pain  to  argue  in  favour  of  coercion, 
and  still  greater  pain  to  be  compelled  to 
state  that  for  existing  evils — ^great  griev* 
ances — he  could  see  no  legislative  re- 
medies except  those  of  a  distant  and  indi- 
rect nature.    But  those  evils  would  be  ag- 
gravated if  their  Lordships  gave  their  high 
countenance  to  clamours  which  existed  out 
of  doors  as  to  the  pure  administration  of 
justice ;  if  they  lent  themselves  to  the  job- 
bing SktiA  of  one  person,  and  the  malprac^ 
tices  of  anotiier ;  if  they  made  themselves 
accomplices  of  one  half  the  mischiefs  that 
arose  ;  and  he,  for  one,  was  not  able  to 
acquit  the  political  agitators  of  all  partici- 
pation in  the  agrarian  disturbances,  for  he 
nad  read  speeches  made  at  meetings  by 
priests  and  others  which  went  indirectiy 
to  suggest  attacks  on  the  landed  interest ; 
not  saying  that  property  has  its  duties  as 
well  as  its  rights,  wmch,  like  the  right  of 
resistance,   was  very  wholesome,   as  re- 
marked by  Mr.  Fox,  to  be  remembered  by 
kings,  but  very  dangerous  to  be  remem- 
bered by  subjects ;  was  very  wholesome  to 
be  borne  in  mind  by  landlords,  but  veiy  dan- 
gerous to  be  ventilated  among  a  disturbed 
population  of  tenants  under  them.  He  believ- 
ed that  property  had  its  duties,  and  he  be- 
lieved also  that  the  landlords  of  Ireland  faith- 
fully and  honesdy  discharged  tiiem;  but 
their  right  was  a  right  of  perfect  obligation 
and  a  legal  one,  whilst  their  duty  was  one 
of  imperfect  obligation,  as  moralists  call  it. 
If  he  saw  a  poor  woman  starving  with  a 
baby  in  her  arms,   and  he   refused   to 
give  her  a  shilling  to  relieve  her  distress, 
he  should  deserve  to  be  called  a  hard- 
hearted man  ;  but  the  law  said  that  she 
should  not  take  the  shilling  from  him,  as 
he  had  a  legal  right  to  keep  it.    That  ws0 
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the  ease  of  ihe  Iriah  landlords,  and  he  hoped 
that  they  would  always  to  coniixiae  to  dis- 
charge, as  he  believed  they  now  discharged, 
not  only  their  perfect  duties,  but  those  of 
imperfect  obligation*  charitably,  kindly,  and 
affectionately. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  said,  that  he 
thought  the  House  and  the  countiy  were 
indebted  to  the  noble  Earl  who  had  brought 
forward  this  Motion.    Ireland  was  a  coun- 
try of  which  Englishmen  were,  exceedingly 
ignorant.     It  was  a  mirror  in  which  Eng- 
land did  not  very  well  wish  to  look,  but 
from  which  she  ought  not  to  shrink,although 
she  might  not  see  anything  reflected  there 
which  would  cause  her  to  exult.    England 
might  see  in  that  mirror  much  cause  of  re- 
gret and  much  cause  of   shame;    and 
although  at  present  those  charges  could  be 
made  with  less  justice,  yet  it  could  not  be 
said  that  England  even  now  looked  with 
perfect  justice  upon  IreUwd.     One  most 
miportant  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech 
related  to  the  Church  of  Ireland.     On  a 
fonner  occasion  he  (Earl  FitswiUiam)  had 
Tentured  to  state  his  opinion  that  the  Le- 
gislature must  deal  with  that    Church. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down,  stated  that  the  subject  was  one  of 
difficulty ;  indeed,  he  appeared  to  think  it 
was  impossible ;  and  the  noble  Duke  went 
even  further,  and  talked  of  an  eternal  com- 
pact made  by  which  the  Churches  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  were  for  ever  established 
in  that  countiy.    The  noble  Duke  would 
allow  him  to  suggest  that  the  words  "  for 
ever''  were  words  which  legislators  ought 
to  be  very  cautious  in  using.     This  gene- 
ration had  no  right  to  disinherit  their  pos- 
terity of  the  exercise  of  their  full  legislative 
functions ;   any  more  than  their  predeces- 
sors had  a  right  to  deprive  the  present  le- 
gislators of  tiieir  functions.     He  ventured 
to  think,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  had 
received  the  right  of  legislating  freely  from 
their  progenitors,  and  that  they  should 
transmit  that  right  with  equal  freedom  to 
their  posterity.    As  the  "  Imperial"  Par- 
liament, they  had  a  full  right  to  deal  with 
that  question  as  seemed  to  them  meet  and 
just.    Would  their  Lordships  establish  an 
eternal  anomaly  in  Ireland,  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  called  the  Church  of 
that  country  ?     He  should  look  with  great 
.  regret  to  any  portion  of  the  land  of  Ireland 
being  deprived  of  a  Protestant  Church  and 
Protestant  ministration  ;  but  that  should 
not  prevent  them  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion.    He  confessed  he  did  not  clearly  un* 
derstand  the  nature  of  the  course  which 
his  noUe  Friend  proposed  to  adopt.    Did 


he  mean  to  take  out  of  the  pookets  of  ihe 
people  of  England  money  raised  by  way  of 
taxation  for  the  payment  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  priosthooa  of  Inland  f  He  (Earl 
FitswiUiam)  trusted  that  he  never  should 
see  such  an  attempt  made.  Let  their 
Lordships  see  what  it  would  be  doing.  It 
would  be  making  the  Catholic  clergy  of 
Ireland  a  stipendiary  priesthood.  As  a 
Protestant  he  should  never  think  of  pro* 
posing  such  a  measure ;  if  he  were  a 
Catholic  he  should  never  accept  it.  He 
should  like  to  see  the  Protestant  and  Ca- 
tholic priesthood  placed  on  a  similar  foot- 
ing ;  and  that  was  the  only  condition  on 
wioch  they  could  with  propriety  or  ought 
to  be  placed.  There  was  no  other  footing 
on  which  they  could  be  satisfactorily  dis- 
posed, but  that  in  which  one  could  not  look 
down  upon  the  other  as  an  inferior, 
or  on  the  other  as  a  superior.  But 
their  Lordships  might  depend  upon  it  that 
the  question  should  be  deal  with ;  and  if  it 
were  not  dealt  with  fairly  and  shortiy,  they 
would  have  other  questions  arising  of  stiU 
more  awful  interest  to  tiie  two  countries—-* 
of  still  more  serious  and  awful  interest  to 
tiie  landholders  of  Ireland.  His  noble 
Friend  to  the  left  (Lord  Brougham)  had 
made  a  speech  which  would,  doubtiess,  be 
very  acceptable  to  the  landed  proprietors 
of  Ireland.  He  (Earl  FitzwUliam)  could 
well  imagine  a  Chancellor  of  the  time  of 
Edward  III.  presenting  a  petition  from  the 
viQeinsof  that  day  asking  a  Parliament  of  the 
Plantagenets  to  give  them ' 'fixity  of  tenure ; " 
but  what  would  such  a  Chancellor  think 
now,  could  he  be  but  resuscitated,  to  see 
the  villeins  of  those  days,  who  held  their 
land  by  just  such  a  precarious  tenure  as  the 
cottier  tenants  of  Ireland  at  the  present 
time  hold  theirs — could  he  but  see  the  de- 
scendants of  those  villeins  now,  in  ihe  reign 
of  the  sixth  Sovereign  of  the  House  of 
Brunswick,  holding  their  lands  by  a  tenure 
of  copyhold,  a  tenure  as  good  as  that  by 
which  any  one  of  their  Lordships  held  their 
estates?  It  was  of  course  well  known 
that  evexything  that  was  said  in  that  House 
was  sent  elsewhere  ;  but  he  was  desirous 
of  addressing  himself,  not  abroad,  but  to 
their  Lordships :  and  it  was  to  their 
Lordships  only  he  spoke  when  he  requested 
them  not  to  induce  ihe  cottier  tenants  of 
Ireland  to  look  too  sharply  into  the  rights 
by  which  landedproperty  was  held.  The  first 
thing  which  he  was  desirous  of  doing  was,  to 
lay  the  foundation  of  a  better  order  of 
things  in  love  and  in  the  affectionate  gra- 
titude of  the  people.  Let  ihem  in  that 
spirit  look  to  the  great  questions  with  which 
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ibey  liad  to  deal.  And,  with  respect  to 
the  Church  question,  where  was  the  diffi- 
culty to  he  found  which  should  prevent 
them  addressing  themselves  to  its  consi- 
deration ?  Was  it  to  he  found  in  the  pre- 
judices and  higotry  of  England?  Or 
should  they  go  farther  north,  and  look  to 
the  prejudjces  and  higotry  of  Scotland? 
Was  it  the  Preshyterianism  of  Scotland 
that  refused  to  listen  to  any  interference 
with  the  Church  Estahlishment  of  Ireland  ? 
What  struggles  had  heen  made  hy  England 
to  establish  Episcopacy  in  Scotland,  and 
how  successfully  had  those  attempts  been 
resisted!  Was  it  correct  that  England 
had  failed  to  establish  Episcopacy  in 
Scotland  in  despite  of  the  feelings  and 
opinions  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people? 
Was  there  a  single  one  of  their  Lordships 
who  would  venture  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
say  that  it  was  ?  or  would  any  one  of  their 
Lordships,  on  the  other  hand — and  he 
would  address  himself  particularly  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  leader  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church  party  in  that  House  (Lord  Elin- 
naird) ;  would  his  noble  Friend,  or  any  of 
the  Scottish  Peers,  assert  that  it  was 
wrong  to  estahlbh  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  Scotland  instead  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land ?  If  their  Lordships  would  not  ven- 
ture to  sustain  either  of  those  propositions, 
would  they  still  assert  that  it  would  be 
wrong  to  establish  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion in  Ireland  ?  If  it  were  right  to  have 
established  Preshyterianism  in  Scotland, 
why  would  it  be  wrong  to  establish  Catho- 
licity in  Ireland  ?  Was  that  which  was 
right  and  justice  in  Scotland,  wrong  and 
injustice  when  transferred  to  Ireland? 
But  with  regard  to  the  Church  property,  it 
had  been  bequeathed,  and  it  belonged 
not  to  any  particular  sect,  but  to  the  Church 
of  Christ.  He  denied  that  it  belonged  to 
the  Church  of  England  by  right.  He 
denied  that  it  belonged  of  right  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  It  had  been 
made  to  belong  to  the  Church  of  England 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  But  was  that  Act 
of  Parliament  in  itself  right  ?  That  pro- 
perty should  be  applied  in  the  true  spirit 
of  charity,  to  the  uses  of  all  the  people, 
and  not  to  the  exclusive  use  or  benefit  of 
any  particular  sect ;  and  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  shortly  be  obliged  to  deal  with 
the  question  he  was  satisfied.  But  his 
nobleFriend  hadsaid  that  he  woiddput  down 
agitation  in  Ireland.  Put  down  agitation  ! 
Why,  how  had  anything  been  ever  gained 
by  Ireland  except  by  agitation  ?  How  had 
Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  been  ex- 
torted from  the  noble  Puke  opposite  except 


by  agitation?     His  noble  Friend    knew 
very  well  that  Ireland  owed  every  ameli- 
oration in  her  condition  to  agitation.      The 
expression* 'put down a^tation  in  Ireland," 
meant  **  put  down  every  means  of  obtain- 
ing anything  for  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  Ireland."    The  only  mode  by 
which  the  agitation  at  present  existing'  in 
Ireland  could  be  put  down,  would  be  by  le- 
gislating for  Ireland  as  an  Irish  Parliament 
would  legislate.  Not  as  a  restoration  of  the 
old  Irish  Parliament  would  act,    for  the 
Irish  aristocracy  had  no  community  of 
feeling  with  the  people.     They   had   not 
grown  up  out  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but 
had  been  imposed  upon  them  ;  and  to  say 
that  a  restoration  of  the  old  Irish  Parlia- 
ment would  do  good  for  the  country  was 
absurd.     There  was  no  more  perfect  spe- 
cimen of  an  oligarchy  than  that  Parliam^tt 
presented. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  explained  aome 
points  in  his  speech ;  and  sidd  he  could 
inform  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  FitzwiUiam) 
that  if  he  so  admired  the  fixity  of  tenure 
principle,  by  which  the  villeins  had  become 
proprietors,  he  had  only  to  allow  his  ten- 
ants in  the  county  Wicklow  to  hold  for 
forty  years  without  demanding  any  rent 
from  them,  and  they  would  be  proprietors 
to  his  noble  Friend's  heart's  content. 

The   Marquess   of   OLANRICARDB 
should  not  have  thought  of  taking  any  part 
in  the  debate,  or  of  occupying  their  Lord- 
ships' time  at  that  late  hour,  but  that  he  un- 
fortunately differed  from  his  noble  Friend  on 
many  of  the  reasons  which  he  had  given  in 
support  of  the  Motion  which  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Glanricarde)  should  support  also, 
but  for  different  reasons.     And  in  the  first 
place,   he    begged    leave    to  assure  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  that  he  was  mistaken 
in  the  assertion  he  had  made  regarding  the 
petition  to  which  he  had  alluded.    He  (the 
Marquess  of  Glanricarde)  had  never  signed 
his  name  to  any  petition  that  prayed  for 
the  overthrow  of  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Ireland,  or  set  it  forth  as  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal grievances  of  the  country.    He  could 
not,  of  course,  answer  for  individual  opin- 
ions ;.but,  speaking  generally,  the  noble 
Lords  who  had  signed  the  petition  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Duke,  were  not  persons  who 
entertained  such  an  opinion.      The  Pro- 
testant Church  had  been  put  forward  bo  . 
frequently,  that  it  had  become  at  length 
associated  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  with  the  idea  of  a  monstrous  abuse, 
and  with  much  that  was  unpopular.    It 
was  said  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  was  at  the  bottom  of  all  the  diffi« 
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cullies  of  the  country.     He  did  not  agree 
in  that  opinion;   and  his  noble  Friend  who 
had    quoted   his    illustrious   countryman, 
Grattan,  ought  to  have  remembered  that 
that  great  man  had  always  avowed  his  de- 
termination  to   maintain   the   Protestant 
Church  in  its  integrity,  and  had  expressly 
declared  that  determination  upon  every  oc- 
casion which  he  proposed  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation.     The  evidence  of  Mr.   O'Con- 
nell  himself,  before  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees, was  to  the  effect  that  he  never 
desired  or  contemplated  the  destruction 
of  the   Protestant    Church.      But   '<the 
Church  "  did  not  signify  the  clergy  merely. 
It  meant  the  great  body  of  the  people.  And 
if  the  establishment  could  be  shown  to  be 
out  of  all  proportion  to  thecommunicants,he, 
and  he  believed  all  his  Friends  around  him, 
would  be  ready  to  consider  the  reduction 
of  that  establishment,  and  the  reform  of  any 
abuses  which  might  have  crept  into  it.    As 
an  Irish  resident,  he   was   competent  to 
form   an  opinion  upon   one  part  of  the 
subject.     He  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  the  efiects  of  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem carried  to  its  greatest  extent;   and 
he  could  say  that  it  was  the  very  worst 
description  of  system  for  the   support  of 
the  clergy;  and  he  would  willingly  pay 
his  proportion  if  a  tax  for  the  support  of 
the  Cathohc  clergy,    were  a  plan   devi- 
sed by    which  that  object  could  be  at- 
tained.     He  would  deem  it  money  very 
well  laid    out,    and   he    would   think  it 
a  very  cheap  purchase  of  peace,  and  of 
an   improved  condition  of  society.      But 
their   Lordships     would     see    that    they 
could  never  pay  the  Catholic  clergy  with- 
out their  own  consent,  nor  vnthout  the 
consent  of  the  Catholic  people  of  Ireland. 
Those  of  their  Lordships  who  were  ac- 
quunted  with   the   Roman  Catholic   and 
Protestant  religions,  as  they  existed  rela- 
tively in  Ireland,  would  also  see  the  diffi- 
culty of  dealing  with  the  question  upon 
another  point.  The  chief  portion  of  the  re- 
venues of  the  Catholic  clergy  was  raised  by 
means  of  resembling  what  were  called  ''sur- 
plice fees''  in  the  Protestant  Church.  Now, 
they  had  thought  fit  to  permit  and  to  encou- 
rage the  collection  of  surplus  fees  in  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  so  that  they  still  existed 
in  addition  to  the  fixed  revenues.     Again, 
the  taking  of  the  property  from  the  Pro- 
testant Church  and  handing  it  over  to  the 
Catholic,  would  not  obviate  the  difficulty ; 
for  if  one  half  the  revenues  were  so  trans- 
ferred, it  would  leave  the  objection  still 
that  the  division  was  not  in  fair  proportion, 
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and  that  the  Catholics  should  get  at  least 
seven-eighths.  But,  still,  he  thought,  that 
they  should  look  to  the  temporalities  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  and  lop  off 
such  proportion  of  its  extra  wealth  and 
useless  revenues  as  should  appear  excessive 
to  the  great  body  of  the  people.  No  man 
in  his  senses  could  fail  to  fegret  the  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Church,  and  something 
should  be  done  to  remedy  its  position  with- 
out destroying  it ;  for  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde)  could  not  consent  to  any  mea- 
sure for  its  destruction.  He  thought  that 
the  necessity  had  arisen  for  the  Imperial 
Parliament  te  interfere,  and  force  the  Mi^ 
nisters  into  taking  measures  for  the  ame« 
lioration  of  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  He  was  sorry  to  have  heani  the 
noble  Duke  speaking  in  such  cheerful  tones 
of  the  state  of  Ireland.  Why,  had  they 
not  just  passed  a  Coercion  Bill  for  that 
country  upon  the  most  meagre  groimds 
that  ever  were  put  forward  by  a  Minister  ? 
Upon  previous  occasions,  when  such  ex- 
traordinary measures  were  called  for,  it 
had  been  the  custom  to  lay  Papers,  con- 
taining voluminous  reports,  upon  the  Table» 
and  upon  their  contents  discussions  had 
been  raised.  It  could  not  be  expected  that 
such  measures  would  be  granted  upon  the 
mere  parole  evidence  of  a  Minister.  But 
on  the  present  occasion  there  was  no  such 
evidence  brought  forward;  and  why?  Be- 
cause the  facts  of  the  present  emergency 
were  open  and  palpable  to  all;  so  open  and 
so  palpable  that  every  one  knew  them.  They 
also  had  agreed  to  pass  sudden  and  extra- 
ordinary measures  for  the  relief  of  poverty, 
without  calling  for  proofs  further  than 
those  facts  that  were  palpable  to  all.  But 
more  than  that  remained  to  be  done.  They 
saw  the  Queen's  Government  denuded  of 
all  authority.  They  saw  the  Queen's  Re- 
presentative in  Ireland  virtui^y  reduced 
to  the  condition  of  a  mere  superintend- 
ent of  police.  They  saw  the  Repeal  Asso- 
ciation, on  the  other  hand,  supported  by 
the  entire  people,  led  by  men  of  great  learn- 
ing, ability,  and  imtiring energy;  connected, 
too,  with  the  clergy  of  the  people;  having 
its  own  organs  and  officers,  and  in  fuU 
possession  of  the  public  mind.  That 
was  the  relative  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  regarded  one  party  in  the  coun- 
try. On  the  other  hand,  there  was 
the  great  body  of  Protestants  in  the  north 
of  Ireland.  The  Government  had  certainly 
not  secured  their  confidence.  Nor  was  the 
state  of  things  in  any  respect  in  Ireland 
such  as  to  reflect  credit  on  the  Govern^ 
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ment.  The  present  MiniBters  were  re- 
sponsible for  this  state  of  things.  The 
country  was  in  ^  very  different  state  when 
the  present  Goyemment  reoeived  it  from 
the  hands  of  its  predecessor.  He  refer- 
red to  the  charges  of  the  Judges  in  1842, 
to  show  that  the  country  was  then  in  a  state 
of  perfect  tranquillity.  He  really  did  not 
wonder  at  the  attachment  of  the  people  to 
the  idea  of  Repeal,  when  he  considered  the 
way  they  had  been  treated  of  late  years,  as 
for  instance  in  respect  to  the  electoral 
franchise,  and  to  municipal  corporations. 
As  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey)  had 
reminded  their  Lordships,  the  crc^  and 
politics  of  the  'people  had  been  injudi- 
ciously urged  as  a  reason  for  not  giving  the 
people  the  same  franchise  as  in  England. 
It  had  been  said,  that  if  the  Irish  people 
had  the  same  franchise  as  in  England,  they 
would  have  Roman  Catholic  and  Radical 
Mayors  and  Aldermen  in  all  the  large 
towns.  Well,  he  would  like  to  know 
why  they  should  not  have  Roman  Catho- 
lic and  Radical  Mayors  in  all  the  corpo- 
rations if  the  people  happened  to  be  of 
that  creed  and  of  those  opinions  ?  In 
1841,  Sir  R.  Peel  taunted  the  Whig 
Government  with  not  having  brought  in  a 
Registration  Bill;  and  yet  here  they  were 
near  Easter,  in  1846,  without  any  thing 
being  done  upon  that,  or  any  other  matter 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  own  Government, 
except  to  state  that  after  some  matters  were 
disposed  of,  they  intended  to  introduce 
some  measure  on  the  subject.  The  present 
Administration  had  appointed  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  state  of  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland — a  step  which  he  con- 
sidered one  of  the  most  mischievous  that 
had  ever  been  taken  by  an  undecided,  va- 
cillating feeble  Government.  But  hav- 
ing appointed  such  a  Commission,  he 
thought  that  when  ihey  got  the  Report, 
the  least  the  Government  could  have  done 
was  to  have  founded  some  measure  upon  it. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  become  greatly  alien- 
ated from  the  Imperial  Parliament;  and  he 
considered  that  much  of  the  blame  of  this 
lay  at  the  door  of  the  present  Government. 
His  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey)  had  alluded  to 
the  judicial  appointments  of  the  Govern- 
ment. This,  he  was  aware,  was  a  very 
delicate  subject;  but  after  what  his  noble 
Friend  had  stated,  he  could  not  help  say- 
ing that  these  appointments  had  been  most 
ui]ibrtunate.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  said,  that  Government 
could  not  help  men  being  partisans.  Per- 
haps they  could  not;  but  they  could  watch 


the  conduct  of  men  who  w0re  extreoM^ 
violent  and  conspicuous  and  offensive  to  ilie 
great  body  of  their  fellow  countrymen,  sad 
could  avoid  appointing  such  persona  to  ad- 
minister the  laws  of  the  countiy*     NoUe 
Lords  opposite  had  found  great  fault  with 
a  noble  Friend  of  his  for  having  offered  s 
seat  on  the  judicial  Bench  to  Mr.  O'Cod- 
nell;  and  therefore  had  no  ri^^ht  to  rdj 
upon  it  as  a  precedent,  which  it  was  not  u 
it  referred  solely  to    an    Equity  Court. 
No  one  objected  to  the  appointment  d 
a  person  like  Sir  E.  Sugden  to  a  judi- 
cial office,   even  though    a    party  msn; 
but  when  a  person  who  conspicuously  sided 
with  a  party  in  the  country,    and  who 
joined  in  declarations  against  the  religion 
of  the  people,  so  strong  as  to  imply  thai 
individuab  of  this  prevailing  reli^^on  were 
not  easily  and  readily  to  be  believed  on 
their  oath;  when  such  a  person  was  exalted 
to  preside  over  the  criminal  tribunals  of 
the  country,  it  could  not  fail  to  give  ih» 
mass  of  the  population  a  distrust  of  these 
tribunals.     The  circumstances   connected 
with  the  late  State  trials,  was  another 
source  of  discontent  among  the  people. 
His    noble     and   learned    Friend    (Lord 
Brougham)  had  said  that  he  could  easily 
imagine  a  case  where  it  would  be  Jiu- 
tifiable  to  exclude  a  person  from  a  jiuj 
on    account    of   his    being    a     Catholic* 
He   (Lord  Clanricarde)    could    not   con- 
cur in  this  opinion.     He  thought  that  such 
a  system  was  altogether  indefensible.   T2w 
condition  of  the  country  had  been  stated 
that  night  in  very  strong  terms;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  had  not  at  all  been  exaggerated-^ 
he  meant  in  regard  to  its  political  aspect. 
He  believed  that  the  state  of  Irish  politics 
had  never  been  fraught  with  so  much  dau' 
ger  to  the  integrity  of  the  Empire  as  st 
^is  very  moment*    He  had  had  converss- 
tions  with  those  who  were  old  enough  to 
remember  the  period  of  1798,  and  the  year 
before  that  memorable  and   unfortunate 
year;  and  he  believed  from  what  he  bad 
heard,  that  at  that  disastrous  period  there 
was  no  such  danger  to  be  apprehended  as 
at  this  moment,  when  there  was  a  spirit  of 
deep-rooted  discontent    abroad    which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  the  most  ener- 
getic steps  to  deal  with.     He  thought  it 
was  high  time  that  Parliament  should  de- 
termine not  to  leave  Government  to  pi^ 
vide  in  any  way  they  pleased  for  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  that  country,  and  tiiere- 
fore  he  gave  his  hearty  assent  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  noble  Friend. 

The  DuKB  of  WELLINGTON  rose,  and 
said  he  had  neyer  presented  n  petition  '^ 
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which  the  Irish  Church  bad  been  denomi- 
nated a  grievance,  aa  seemed  to  be  imputed 
to  him  by  the  noble  Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
there  were  one  or  two  statements  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  which 
required  some  explanation  before  they 
could  be  allowed  to  go  forth  as  deserving 
of  credit.  He  had  stated  that  one  Irish 
landlord  received  as  high  as  181.  an  acre 
for  conacre  land.  But  the  noble  Earl  ought 
to  have  explained  what  conacre  land  was. 
Conacre  land  was  land  highly  manured  and 
seeded ;  and,  besides,  an  Irish  acre  was 
larger  than  an  English  acre  in  the  propor- 
tion of  eight  to  Ive.  He  (Lord  West- 
meath)  had  heard  of  some  conacre  land  as 
high  as  91,  and  122.  an  acre,  and  in  one 
instance,  in  Tipperary,  as  high  as  132., 
but  he  had  never  himself  seen  any  so  high. 
He  thought  it  was  invidious  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  throw  out  that  the  Irish  landlords 
let  their  land  at  that  price,  without,  at  the 
same  time,  explaining  what  conacre  was. 
The  fact  was,  in  his  opinion,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  unfortunate  for  an  ln& 
landlord  than  to  have  his  land  let  in  con* 
acre.  Another  point  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  referred,  was  the  maladministration 
of  justice  in  Ireland,  and  the  appointments 
of  judges,  alluding  to  the  usefulness  of  the 
magistracy,  for  that  he  must  have  meant 
when  he  spoke  of  the  superior  respect  that 
the  Irish  people  had  for  the  Repeal  courts 
as  compared  to  the  lawful  tribunals.  That 
absurdity  of  the  Repeal  courts  was  now 
over;  and  he  must  say  that  he  never  knew 
a  poor  man  go  before  one  of  them  except 
from  fear  and  compulsion.  As  to  the  as- 
sertions of  the  noble  Earl  and  the  noble 
Marquess  near  him  of  the  extreme  discon- 
tent of  the  Irish  with  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, he  denied  its  existence.  The  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  had  in  their  hearts  no  such 
feeling.  The  Repeal  agitation,  and  other 
agitations  which  had  been  going  for  a 
length  of  time,  had  done  all  that  industry 
and  perseverance  and  talent  could  do  to 
alienate  the  feelings  of  the  people  from  this 
country ;  and  he  was  sorry  to  see  a  noble 
Peer  of  this  country  endeavouring  to  im- 
pose on  their  Lordships  and  the  country, 
from  intelligence  he  had  received,  which 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Westmeath)  thought 
was  very  worUiless,  the  idea  that  the  feel- 
ing of  dissatisfaction  did  exist  among  the 
people  of  Ireland.  As  an  Irish  Represen- 
tative Peer,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  assert 
that  the  Irish  people  were  not  so  discon« 
tented  at  heart.    There  was  a  press  mam- 


tained  in  that  country  for  the  purpose  of 
sedition.  It  was  maintained  by  large  sums 
of  money,  and  circulated  gratis,  and  it  lost 
no  opportunity  of  exasperating  the  people 
against  the  Saxon  ;  but  the  heart  of  the 
Irish  people,  he  was  convinced,  was  sound; 
he  was  convinced  that  they  were  attached 
to  the  English  connexion,  that  they  were 
desirous  of  obeying  the  law,  and  that  they 
would  always  show  that  obedience  to  the 
law  when  the  Government  was  strong 
enough  to  protect  them. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  said,  that 
affcer  what  the  noble  Earl  had  said  with 
respect  to  the  Irish  Church,  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  him  to  vote  with  the  no- 
ble Earl;  but  he  was  anxious  that  it 
should  not  be  thought  that,  in  voting 
against  the  noble  Earl,  he  was  expressing 
any  confidence  in  the  Government :  he  did 
not  feel  that  confidence,  and,  what  was 
more,  he  never  again  should  entertain  that 
confidence  in  those  who  he  thought  had 
treated  most  ill  the  interests  to  which  he 
was  attached. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY 
said,  that  admitting  a  great  part  of  the 
noble  Earl's  argument  to  be  strong,  and 
what  he  concurred  in,  yet,  when  he  found, 
towards  the  end  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech, 
what  was  the  real  object  of  his  Address,  he 
thought  the  noble  Earl  had  better  have  con- 
cluded by  moving  an  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  reform  the  Irish  Church.  But  if 
that  reform  were  carried  as  the  noble  Earl 
wished,  there  wouldno longer  be  any  security 
for  the  estates  of  the  landed  proprietors. 
He  should  like  to  know,  if  the  noble  Earl 
were  to  carry  his  project  into  execution, 
and  he  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
were  to  lose  his  Irish  estates  in  conse- 
quence, whether  he  would  give  him  his 
Howick  estate  as  a  compensation  ?  The 
noble  Earl  had  said  that  he  would  not 
shrink  from  upholding  the  Union  ;  but 
how  would  the  overthrow  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  be  compatible  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  Union?  If  they 
abandoned  the  Church  of  Ireland,  they 
would  commit  a  breach  of  the  engage- 
ment entered  into  between  the  people 
of  Ireland  and  the  people  of  England  at 
the  Union.  He  (the  Marquess  of  London- 
derry) had  a  strong  feeling  with  regard  to 
the  improper  evictions  and  ejectments  that 
had  taken  place  in  Ireland.  Something,  he 
thought,  ought  to  be  done  to  place  some  re- 
striction on  the  practice.  It  would  be  a  rerj 
great  improvement  if  the  great  non-resident 
proprietors  of  Ireland  would  occasionally  go 
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there  and  stay  three  or  four  months  or  so, 
and  see  for  themselves  into  the  real  state 
of  things,  and  that  justice  was  done  their 
tenantry.  If  they  would  only  go  amongst 
that  people,  whom  he  must  call  a  grateful, 
ohedient,  and  affectionate  people,  and  live 
amongst  them,  he  was  sure  that  the  coun- 
try would  he  different  from  what  it  is,  and 
very  far  from  wanting  those  laws  which. 
Session  after  Session,  they  were  hringing 
in.  He  would  mention  one  anecdote  illus- 
trative of  what  he  had  said.  He  knew  a 
noble  lady,  who  had  a  large  estate  of 
3,0007.  or  4,0002.  a  year,  in  one  of  the 
northern  counties  of  Ireland.  She  bad  an 
agent  who  thought  it  necessary  to  eject 
from  fifty  to  sixty  persons  who  were  greatly 
in  arrear  from  the  estate.  She  was  ad- 
vised to  send  over  money,  and  lay  it  out 
to  make  these  poor  people  comforta- 
ble, and  see  whether  that  would  not 
do  good.  She  took  that  advice,  and  sent 
over  money  to  make  their  habitations  com- 
fortable, and  gave  them  clothing  and  fuel, 
and  built  them  pig-houses,  and  in  three  or 
four  years  the  tenantry  presented  a  totally 
different  aspect,  and  the  arrear,  which  was 
very  consiaerable,  was  nearly  all  paid  off. 
He  would  tell  the  noble  Earl,  as  an  Irish- 
man who  had  lived  much  in  Ireland,  that 
if  ever  Parliament  attempted  to  destroy  the 
Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  they  would 
hardly  do  it  without  a  return  of  the  scenes 
of  1798. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  would 
crave  the  attention  of  the  House  but  for  a 
very  few  moments.  The  objections  he 
had  felt  to  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Earl  had  not  been  removed  by  the  speeches 
he  had  heard.  The  noble  Earl  made  this 
Motion  distinctly  on  the  ground  that  he 
meant  to  follow  it  up  by  some  measure 
tending  to  the  spoliation  of  the  Irish  Pro- 
testant Church.  He  was  not  about  to  fol- 
low the. noble  Earl  into  the  wide  field  over 
which  he  had  travelled.  He  had  touched 
on  the  subjects  of  agrarian  outrages,  the 
administration  of  justice,  the  Established 
Church,  the  Lancflord  and  Tenant  Com- 
mission, .and  what  was  called  fixity  of  ten- 
ure— subjects  any  one  of  them  of  such 
magnitude  as  to  discuss  it  would  occupy 
the  greater  part  of  an  evening.  He  should 
not  be  doing  justice  to  any  of  these  sub- 
jects if  he  were  to  follow  the  noble  Earl 
into  all  he  had  said  upon  them.  The  no- 
ble Earl  had  said  that  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  Commission  was  an  ill-advised  and 
ill-conducted  Commission.  He  entirely  dif- 
fered with  the  noble  Earl,  and  he  would 


say  that  any  one  who  took  up  the  Report 
of  that  Commission,  would,   if  he  read  it 
attentively,  have  a  greater  knowledge  of 
Ireland  than  he   could  possiblj   acquire 
from  any  other  source.     In  the  obsenra* 
tions  which  the  noble  Earl  made  on  agrt- 
rian  outrages  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  he 
connected  them,  as  he  (the   Sari  of  St 
Germans)  understood  him,  with  politieil 
grievances ;  but  if  that  were  the  case,  the 
same  causes  would  produce  the  same  ef- 
fects elsewhere;  and  why  then  did  thej 
not  find  the  same  agrarian  outrages  in  the 
northern  and  midland  counties  of  Ireland 
that  took  place  in  the  south?     With  re- 
spect to  the  tenure  of  land,  the  Govern- 
ment had  last  Session  felt  that  the  rela- 
tions of  landlord  and  tenant    in   Irelaad 
were  not  in  a  satisfactory  state,  and  thej 
did  lay  before  their  Lordships  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  remedying  the   defects  d 
the  system ;  but  it  was  not  possihle,  owing 
to  the  late  period  of  the  Session,  to  give 
it  due  consideration.     Now,  however,  they 
had  a  measure  in  preparation,  which  he 
trusted  would  be  found,  while  it  respected 
the  rights  of  the  landlords,  to   secure  to 
the  occupying  tenant  the  benefit  of  im- 
provements and  everything  to   which  he 
might  be  found  to  be  fully  entitled.     With 
respect  to  what  the  noble  Earl  had  said 
of  the  Judges,  he  was  convinced  there  was 
no  greater  confidence  placed  in  any  men 
in  Ireland,  than  in  those  to  whom  the  noble 
Earl  and  other  noble  Lords  opposite  had 
alluded.     He  was  bound  in  justice  to  say, 
that  they  were  guided  in  their  proceedings 
by  the  purest  motives ;  and  since  their 
elevation  to  the  Bench  no  men  could  have 
discharged  their  high  functions  with  greater 
impartiality ;  and  how  much  soever  some 
of  them  might  have  been  conscientiously 
opposed  to  Catholic  emancipation,  no  man 
ever  for  a  moment  supposed  that  they 
allowed  any  religious  feeling  to  influence 
them  in  the  exercise  of  their  duties.  There 
were,  indeed,  no  men  in  Ireland  whose 
judgments  were  entitled  to  greater  respect 
than  Judges  Lefroy  and  Jackson.     As  to 
the  Church  question,  he  agreed  vrith  whftt 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke  near  him 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington),  and  dissented 
totally  from  the  noble  Earl  opposite  as  to 
the  obligation  to  maintain  the  integrity  of 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.    There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  a  compact  was  en- 
tered into  at  the  period  of  the  Union  iot 
the  permanent  preservation  of  the  Esta- 
blished  Church  in   Ireland.     The    nobld 
Earl  had  adverted  to  the  case  of  Scotland. 
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But  the  noble  Earl  should  haye  recollected 
that  at  the  time  of  the  Union  with  Scot- 
land, the  Presbyterian  religion  was  the 
established  religion  of  the  country,  and 
that  the  Parliament  of  England  treated 
with  the  Parliament  of  Scotland  as  a  co- 
ordinate power.  So  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. The  Protestant  religion  at  the  time 
of  the  Union  was  the  established  religion 
of  the  country,  and  the  Parliament  of  Ire- 
land entered  into  an  agreement  with  that 
of  England  permanently  to  maintain  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland.  It  had  all 
along  been  stated  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  that  they  had  no  desire 
to  injure  that  Church;  and  he  felt  satisfied 
that  if  the  people  of  this  country  had  not 
put  faith  in  the  declarations  made  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  leaders  to  that  effect,  nei- 
ther the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  nor  the  noble  Duke  near 
him,  would  haye  been  able  to  carry  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  He  main- 
tained, therefore,  that  they  had  no  right 
to  violate  a  compact  of  this  nature,  unless 
they  could  make  out  a  case  of  paramount 
and  overwhelming  necessity  for  so  doing. 
The  noble  Earl  had  failed  to  make  out 
such  a  case.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  in  believing  that  the  Church  in 
Ireland  was  the  cause  of  heartburning 
and  discontent  in  that  country.  [Earl 
Grey  :  Hear.]  The  noble  Earl  met  his 
assertion  with  a  derisive  cheer;  but  his 
acquaintance  with  the  people  of  Ireland 
did  not  lead  him  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  desired  to  possess  the 
temporalities  of  the  Established  Church  in 
that  country.  He  said  so  on  the  best  au- 
thority—-on  that  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
prelates  themselves.  He  could  not  help 
observing  that  very  great  misapprehension 
and  exaggeration  prevailed  respecting  the 
temporalities  of  the  Irish  Chmrch.  It  did 
not  exceed  600,000^  or  650,0002.  a  year ; 
there  were  1,400  beneficed  clergymen,  and 
about  700  curates  in  Ireland ;  so  that,  di- 
viding the  temporalities  by  the  number  of 
clergymen,  there  was  not  to  every  incum- 
bent a  larger  salary  than  3002.  a  year. 
Absenteeism  was  one  of  the  grievances  of 
Ireland,  and  he  could  not  help  believing 
that  the  withdrawing  from  that  country 
such  a  well-educated  body  of  men  as  the 
Protestant  clergy  would  be  a  much  greater 
mischief  to  Ireland,  than  apportioning  part 
of  their  income  to  the  support  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy.  Though  the  Roman 
Catholics  had  declared  their  willingness  to 
cut  down  the  temporalities  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  they  had  always  refused 


to  participate  in  those  temporalities.  But 
while  the  Government  refused  to  lay  their 
hands  on  the  possessions  of  the  Established 
Church,  they  had  not  neglected  the  real 
interests  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
He  might  refer  to  the  healing  measures 
which  had  been  passed  for  the  relief  of 
Ireland,  to  show  that  Government  did  not 
disregard  the  wants  of  the  Irish  people. 
They  had  done  everything  in  their  power 
to  bring  instruction  to  the  door  of  the 
poor;  and  he  was  happy  to  inform  the 
House  that  a  great  increase  of  education 
had  taken  place  in  Ireland  during  the  last 
years.  The  number  of  schools  had  in- 
creased by  273,  and  the  number  of  child- 
ren, 37,000.  They  were  about  to  esta- 
blish model  schools  ;  and  he  need  not  re- 
mmd  the  House  of  the  Colleges  which  had 
been  established  to  secure  for  the  middle 
classes  the  benefits  of  a  sound  education. 
He  had  much  pleasure  in  reading  to  their 
Lordships  a  letter  which  had  been  received 
from  Mr.  Macdonnell,  the  resident  Com- 
missioner of  Education,  in  reference  to 
these  Colleges  and  the  recent  appoint- 
ments, which  he  was  sure  would  be  re- 
garded as  highly  satisfactory.  The  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Macdonnell  was,  that  the  ap- 
pointments of  the  Presidents  of  those  Col- 
leges by  Lord  Heytesbury  were  '*  the  best 
and  most  honest  appointments  ever  made 
in  Ireland."  Sucn  testimony  was  most 
honourable  to  the  noble  Lord  who  was  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  in  Ireland. 
He  had  much  satisfaction  also  in  infonning 
the  House  that  the  increased  grant  to  the 
College  of  Maynooth  had  been  received 
with  the  most  grateful  feelings,  and  that 
much  good,  in  producing  kindly  sentiments 
towards  this  country,  had  resulted  from 
the  measure.  He  had  called  their  atten- 
tion to  these  few  points  to  show  that  Go- 
vernment had  not  been  unmindful  of  the 
actual  wants  of  their  Catholic  fellow  sub- 
jects, but  were  disposed  to  adopt  every 
possible  meams  to  promote  their  moral  and 
social  weU-being.  He  could  not  venture 
to  hope,  that  in  the  present  state  of  the 
public  mind  justice  would  be  done  to  the 
efforts  now  making  by  Government  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  of  llie  people  of  Ireland ; 
but  he  trusted  the  day  was  not  distant 
when  the  mists  of  prejudice  and  passion 
would  so  far  pass  away  that  justice  would 
be  done  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  that  his  Ad- 
ministration would  yet  be  regarded  as  hav- 
ing laboured  not  without  success  to  pro- 
mote the  permanent  good  of  the  people. 
Earl  GREY  rephed :  He  said  he  was 
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desirous  to  explain  one  or  two  matters  on 
which  it  appeared  he  had  been  misunder- 
stood'. In  reference  to  the  subject  of  the 
conacre  letting  of  land,  he  stated  that  it 
was  not  the  amount  of  rent  of  which  he 
complained,  although  it  did  appear  to  him 
to  be  enormous;  but  the  grievanco  to 
which  ho  called  attention  was,  that  where 
the  occupier  had  paid  his  rent,  and  the 
person  from  whom  ne  held  had  neglected 
to  pay  his  rent  to  the  person  above  him 
again — that  the  unfortunate  occupier  was 
liable  to  have  the  very  potatoes  he  had 
reared  for  the  support  of  himself  and  fa- 
mily taken  from  him  for  the  rent  he  had 
no  right  to  pay,  as  well  as  to  be  turned 
out  of  the  land  altogether;  which  was  a 
state  of  things  that  he  considered  ought 
to  be  altered.  His  noble  Friend  who  sat 
near  him  had  also  charged  him  with  de- 
siring the  overthrow  of  the  Established 
Church  ;  but  ho  would  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lords  who  hoard  him,  whether  he  had 
made  use  of  a  single  remark  to  that  effect. 
He  was  as  attached  to  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion as  any  noble  Lord  in  that  House, 
and  he  was  anxious  for  its  extension ;  but 
there  was  a  great  difference,  he  said,  be- 
tween the  religion  and  the  Church  Esta- 
blishment. He  considered  that  a  portion 
of  the  endowments  of  the  Establishment 
should  be  appropriated  to  teach  the  peo- 
ple of  Irelana  that  religion  to  which  they 
belonged.  He  hoped  that  he  had  made 
himself  understood,  and  that  he  would  not 
be  again  charged  with  having  wished  to 
effect  the  overthrow  of  the  Established 
Church. 

On  the  Question,  their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  17  i  Non-contents  61: 
Majority  44. 
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tad  fimnMlito  Repeil  of  the  Com 
Pre  aad  Hr.  RashWgli,  from  «s 
pUoes  m  Buflki  aad  Coniindl,  agatnsC  the  propoaed  G» 
Temmcnt  Heasun  reqwcting  Cnntamm  and  Cora  laqnrti' 
tlnii.->B7  Sir  Robert  Peei,  ftom  Bwakeira^  l(caelkaatB.ai 
Maauftetaien,  of  Maaeherterand  li^FCipoal,  Cor  a  Sperff 
A<Qusta>cntof  the  laopoaed  Meaaove  xe^eetiiy  CnsaDH 
and  Com  Importadoo.— From  Provost^  Magiarratea,  sad 
Town  Couaeil  of  the  Royal  Burgh  o£  Fimaa,  fiar  Rspal 
of  lavantory  Daty«*-By  Hr.  James  Iffosriaaau  tnm  P» 
YOst,  Magistnttas,  and  Tovn  Couaeil  <it  tba  Burgh  ef 
InTcmess,  in  favour  of  Buighs  (Seotland)  Bill. — By  Ad> 
miral  Duadas,  fkom  Builders  aad  Hoiiaalsuklsis  of  tht 
Town  and  Parish  of  Woolwieh*  ftir  Repeal  or  AttBatioa 
of  the  XeCropoUtan  BuUdiaffi  AcL— By  Mr.  Jaaacs  Urn- 
rison,  from  Proroat,  IfagUtrmtes,  and  Town  Oooacil  sf 
the  Royal  Buij^  of  NairBO»  te  Attention  of  Pdmm 
(fieotiand)  Act. 

AMALQAMATION  OF  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  J,  W.  PATTEN  moved,  pursuAni 
to  notice — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ajppointed  to 
coDflider  how  £ur,  and  under  what  re;giiIationL 
the  fuither  Amalgamation  of  Railwajre  would 
be  coniistent  with  a  due  regard  to  the  commereul 
and  general  interMto  of  the  Coimtrjr." 

In  making  this  Motion,  he  was  inflacnoed 
by  no  undue  jealousy  of  railway  promoters; 
on  the  contrary,  be  believed  that  railway 
companies  generally,  so  far  from  deserriiif 
the  jealousy  or  censure  of  that  House  for 
any  of  their  arrangements,  were  a  most 
liberal  body  of  men,  and  were  entitled  to 
the  greatest  praise  for  the  anxiety  thej 
had  ^own  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  pub- 
lic.    It  was  not  his  object  cither  to  dispa- 
rage the  amalgamation  of  railways  in  ge- 
neral, believing  that,  under  proper  restric- 
tions and  regulations,  those  amcJgamations 
might  be  rendered  not  only  not  injurious, 
but,  in  some  instances,  more  beneficial  to 
the  promoters,  and  at  the  same  time  con- 
ducive to  the  general  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic.    But  the  extent  to  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  carry  railway  amalgamations 
was  such  that,  in  his  opinion,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Members  forming  the  Com- 
mittee on  which  he  had  acted,  it  was  higblj 
desirable  the  House  should  be  in  possession 
of  more  accurate  information   and  more 
enlightened   opinion  as  to  the  result  of 
these  amalgamations,  before  it  proceeded 
finally  and  irrevocably  to  commit  itself  to 
the  step  now  proposed.     There  were  now 
before  tbe  House  no  less  than  thirty-three 
Amalgamation  Bills,  comprising  a  greftt 
proportion  of  the  railway  communicatioo 
of  tnis  country;  and  if  these  hues  and  their 
ramifications  were  carefully  looked  into,  it 
would  be  found  that  they  extended  almost 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other* 
both  in   length  and  breadth.  '  Some  o! 
these  were  separate  Bills,  which  might  be 
supposed  only  the  particular  district  in  which 
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it  was  proposed  they  should  operate ;  hut 
in  some  of  these  instances,  two — sometimes 
three,    and,   in    one    or    two    instances, 
five  or  six — separate  companies  were  pro- 
posed to  he  pkced  imder  one  management, 
wherehy  the  competition  would  he  dimi- 
nished on  which  the  puhlic  had  heretofore 
had  to  rely  as  a  security  for  reasonahle 
rates  for  traffic,  and  for  commercial  inter- 
coorse  hetween  one  part  of  the  country  and 
another.    Many  of  these  Bills  were  Hkely 
to  he  opposed ;  and  with  reference  to  such, 
it  would  he  possihle  to  ohtain  sufficient  and 
accurate  information  as  to  their  general  hear- 
ings upon  the  country.  Others  were  not  op- 
posed, and  to  them  puhlic  attention  had  not 
been  drawn ;  for  the  puhlic  attention  was 
more  drawn  just  now  towards  new  railway 
projects  than  to  these  Amalgamation  BiUs, 
which,  not  having  to  go  through  the  same 
Standing  Orders,  were  apt  to  pass  through 
the  House  hefore  the  parties  affected  hy 
them  were  at  all  aware  of  the  effect  they 
would  have  upon  commerce.     Not  only  in 
railways  was  this  taking  place,  hut  in  ca- 
nals :  he  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  canals 
which  it  was  proposed  to  amalgamate  with 
railways.     The  object  of  this  was  most 
manifest;  the  old  system  of  carriage,  water 
carriage,  had  been  found  to  he  so  inconve- 
nient a  competitor  with  railways,  that  it 
had  become  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
one  to  buy  up  the  other,  and  for  the  two 
to  be  amalgamated  under  one  company. 
He  did  not  say  that  this  was  necessarily 
an  evil,  for  he  knew  of  instances  where  it 
had  been  conducive  to  the  public  interests 
for  railways  and  canals  to  be  united;  at  the 
same  time,  it  required  the  most  careful 
examination  before  the  House  permitted 
such  things  to  take  place.     It  was  quite 
obvious  that  a  canal  would  not  be  bought 
up  by  a  railway,  nor  a  railway  by  canal, 
tmless  with  a  view  to  the  increase  of  pro- 
fits, by  raising  the  rates  of  carriage  on  one 
or  the  other.     Such  was  the  importance 
of  this  question,  that  if  the  House  did  not 
place  proper  restrictions  and   regulations 
on  these  companies,  there  would  very  soon 
be  a  connected  link  of  communication  from 
one  end  of  the  coimtry  to  the  other,  which 
would  for  ever  put  a  stop  to  competition. 
There  was  now  a  Billbefore  the  House,  which , 
when  looked  into,  appeared  to  establish  a 
connected  link  from  Scotland  to  the  city 
of  London  in  one  direction,  and  from  Scot- 
land to  Bristol  in  the  other,  almost  all  un- 
der the  same  control.     And  it  was  quite 
clear  that,  unless  provision  was  made  in 
these  Bills^  giving  other  parties  the  power 


of  running  on  these  lines,  or  taking  advan- 
tage of  them  in  some  other  way,  it  would 
be  almost  useless  for  Parliament  to  autho- 
rize a  company  to  make  a  competing  line ; 
in  fact,  it  would  he  almost  impossible  for  a 
company  to  raise  sufficient  capital  for  such 
a  purpose.     This  was  sufficient  to  prove  to 
the  House  that  the  system  of  amalgama- 
tion, as  now  going  on,  should  be  closely 
and  carefully  watched.      Then  came  the 
question,  how  this  could  be  most  efficiently 
done  ?    It  had  appeared  to  the  Committee, 
of  whom  he  had  the  honour  to  be  Chair- 
man, that  in  one  of  two  ways  alone  could 
this  be  effected — either  by  leaving  these 
Bills  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Group  Com- 
mittees, or  by  referring  them  to  a  Select 
Committee.     The  objection  to  the  Group 
Committees  was,  that  they  could  only  get 
the  necessary  information  in  those  cases 
where  the  lalgamations  were  opposed ; 
without  obtaming  power  from  the  House, 
they  could  not  compel  the  production  of 
papers  and  witnesses ;  and  many  ridlway 
companies  would  consider  it  unfair  to  sad- 
dle them  with   the  expense  of  witnesses 
not  necessary  for  their  particular  cases. 
If  the  hon.  Member  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  could  have  formed 
a  Group  Committee  of  Members  who  would 
have  carried  with  them  the  confidence  of 
the  House  on  a  question  of  such  importance, 
and  power  had  been  given  them  to  send 
for   papers   and  witnesses,   he,    for  one, 
should  have  been  perfectly  satisfied.     At 
the  same  time,  that  would  be  an  unusual 
mode  of  dealing.     Then  came  the  ques- 
tion, whether   the  subject  was   one  that 
could    properly  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee  moved  for   by  the  hon.  Member 
for    Inverness   (Mr.    Morrison).     To  this 
he   should  not  object,  provided  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness  would  consent  to 
take  the   subject   of  amalgamations  into 
consideration  at  the  commencement  of  the 
sittings  of  his  Committee;  because  it  was 
extremely  important  that  no  unjust  delay 
should  take  place.     But  if  these  Bills  could 
not  come  on  while  towards  the  middle  or 
the  end  of  that  Committee's  proceedings, 
it  might  occasion  their  being  put  off  for 
this  Session.     Therefore,  by  the  advice  of 
the  Committee  on  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  serve,  he  had  given  notice  of  the  pre- 
sent Motion.    The  chief  object  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  to  obtain  ^m  those  parts  of 
the  country    chicfiy    interested  in   those 
amalgamations  that  information  which  the 
House  was  not  yet  in  possession  of.     It 
was  true  the  House  was  in  possession  of 
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information  which  it  had  most  sadly  neg- 
lected, and  not  treated  with  the  deference 
it  deserved — the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  last  Session,  which  was  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  every  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  Had  the  Committees 
of  last  Session  paid  a  little  more  attention 
to  that  Report,  they  would  have  done  their 
duty  more  effectually  to  the  puhlic ;  he 
knew  instances  where  neglect  of  attention 
to  the  reconmiendations  of  that  Report  had 
involved  very  serious  consequences  to  the 
parties.  The  House  had  not  thought  fit 
last  Session  to  attend  to  that  Report,  and 
had  passed  measures  in  direct  contraven- 
tion of  it ;  and  there  was  no  reason  to  he- 
lieve  that  the  House  had  changed  its 
mind.  It  was,  therefore,  chiefly  on  these 
eonsiderations,  and  helieving  that  the 
House  was  in  want  of  further  information, 
that  he  hrought  forward  his  Motion. 

Ms.  ENTWISLE  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  highly  desirahle  that  some  rule  should 
he  laid  down  hy  the  House,  in  order  that 
railway  companies  might  know,  before  their 
application  to  Parliament,  on  what  grounds 
they  were  to  proceed  in  order  that  their 
measures  might  pass.  It  would  he  found 
on  investigation  that  the  acts  of  amalga- 
mation proposed  were,  in  many  instances — 
he  might  almost  say,  most  of  them — of  a 
purely  defensive  character.  He  was  sure 
that,  if  such  a  Committee  were  formed, 
the  principles  laid  down  by  them  would  be 
not  only  beneficial  to  the  companies  in- 
terested in  the  different  amalgamations, 
but  also  to  the  country  generally.  He 
would  most  cordially  support  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lancashire. 

Sir  G.  clerk  said,  that  the  question 
to  which  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire called  the  attention  of  the  House 
was  one  of  paramount  importance,  because, 
as  was  said  in  a  discussion  arising  out  of 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness,  imless  they  were  now  pre- 
pared to  take  certain  precautions  against 
the  abuse  of  those  powers  which  Govern- 
ment granted  to  railway  companies,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years  they  would  find  all 
means  of  communication  vested  in  the 
hands  of  certain  companies  who  would  be 
placed  beyond  the  control  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. But  he  confessed  that  though  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  a  Committee 
should  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  laying 
down  oertain  principles  of  railway  legisla- 
tion, yet  he  did  not  gather  from  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  what  appeared  to  him 
(Sir  G.  Clerk)  to  be  the  object  of  the  in- 


vestigation of  the  proposed    Select  Cob- 
mittee.     If  the  Select  Committee  shonU 
lay  down  certain  general  rules  under  wbiii 
they  would  permit  certain   railway  com- 
panies to  amalgamate,  and   stated  certaii 
circumstances  under  which  thej  would  dm 
allow  them  to  do  so,  he  (Sir    G.    Clerk) 
thought  that  they  would  be   doing  httk 
more  than  giving  their  particular  sanctioD  ts 
the  principles  laid  down  in  tho  Twenty-first 
Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  last  jeor.  If 
that  was  the  object  of  his   lion.  Frioid, 
it  would  be  extremely  desirable.      Aikr 
having  done  that,  and  after  having  adopted 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  Report  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  they  could  not  throv 
any  objection  to  the  amalgamation  of  linei 
having  the  same  interests;  but   wfaea  ii» 
lines  were  not  identified,  and  where  ^ 
interests  of  the  companies  who  projeded 
them  were  opposed  to  each   other,   and 
where  a  company  would  be  induced,  under 
the  fear  of  competition,  to  combine  witli 
another  for  the  purpose  of  self-defence,  in 
order  to   maintain  a  monopoly    with  tlie 
existing  company,  and  to  rivet  that  mono- 
poly closer,  it  was  quite  clear  that  in  sndi 
a  case  the  interests  of  that  company  and 
the  interests  of  the  public  might  be  at 
variance.      His  great  difficulty    was   the 
manner  in  which  these  general  rules,  after 
being  laid  down,  should  be  applied  in  each 
individual  case.     It  would  depend  on  tbe 
peculiar  circumstances  of  each  case.     He 
was  afraid  that   his  hon.   Friend   would 
only  be   able  to  get  over  the  first  part 
of  his  object,  namely,  to  call  the   atten- 
tion of  the  House   to   the   recommenda- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade  last  year.    Ha 
(Sir  G.  Clerk)  hoped  that,  before  what- 
ever tribunal  the  decision  of  each  individual 
case  should  come,  that  tribunal  would  look 
with  extreme  jealously  to  all  those  pro- 
posals of  amsSgamation,  because   it  was 
impossible,  in  the  present  state  of  railway 
speculation,  to  know  what  might  be  the 
effect  of  those  amalgamations  some  years 
hence.     He  thought  that  the  objection  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  a  just  and  a  sound 
one,  namely,  the  inconvenience  that  would 
arise  from  a  premature  decision  on  the 
proposed  amalgamations.     One  advantage 
would  arise  from  a  postponement  of  the  de- 
cision on  the  proposed  amalgamations,  for 
there  were  many  modes  in  which  an  amai- 
gamation  might  take  place  by  private  ar- 
rangement, which  did  not  involve  that  n^ 
cessary  degree  of  permanence  which  arose 
from  Parliamentary  sanction.     He  there- 
fore hoped  that,  after  a  Committee  should 
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l>e  appointed  to  act  upon  ihe  principles  es- 
tablished by  the  Select  Committee,  they 
iprould  look  with  extreme  jealousy  to  those 
proposals.  The  Board  of  Trade  pointed 
out  strong  objections  to  extensive  amalga* 
mations  last  year.  Their  recommendations 
were  carried  into  effect,  and  their  sug- 
^^estions  as  to  the  great  public  inconve- 
nience that  might  arise  from  extensive  amal- 
gamations had  their  due  weight.  If  the 
House  did  not  not  believe  that  the  Com- 
mittee, which  was  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness,  would  have  under 
its  consideration  a  sufficiently  wide  field  of 
inquiry,  he  thought  that  this  subject  might 
be  very  fairly  submitted  to  them.  But,  con- 
sidering the  number  of  questions  which 
they  had  to  deal  with,  he  was  inclined  to 
support  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lancashire. 

Mr.  F.  T.  baring  agreed  with  the 
li^ht  hon.  Baronet  that  this   subject  was 
one,  no  doubt,  of  great  difficulty  and  im- 
portance.     The  question,   however,   em- 
braced two  points  :  first,  how  they  ought 
to  lay  down  rules  for  the  present  Session ; 
and,  secondly,  how  they  ought  to  provide 
for  future  cases.    He  doubted,  with  regard 
to  Railway  Bills  now  before  the  House, 
whether    another  proposition  would    not 
provide  a  better  plan,  namely,  that  of  se- 
lecting a  Committee  of  five,  to  whom  all 
Amalgamation  Bills  should  be  referred, 
and  giving  them  the  power,  in  cases  of  un- 
opposed Bills,  of  sending  for  witnesses, 
and  of  communicating  with  the  Board  of 
Trade.     If  the  Committee  now  moved  for 
were  appointed,  the  House  would  perhaps 
get  no  Report  this  Session,  or  at  best  a 
very  hurried  Report,  which  could  be  of  no 
present  use.      The    right  hon.    Baronet 
(Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  said,  that  the  Report 
of  the  Board   of  Trade    last  year    had 
not  been  sufficiently  attended  to  by  the 
House.     That  very  Report  stated,  as  to 
laying  down  general  rules  for  amalgama- 
tion, that  "  nothing  could  be  more  difficult 
than  to  lay  down  any  g^eneral  principles  by 
which  all  amalgamations  should  be  regu- 
li^ted."     They  would  have  the  same  im- 
certainty  now ;  and  he  was  afraid  they 
could  not  settle  the  rules  for  amalgamation 
until  they  had  settled  the  general  princi- 
ples of  railway  legislation.     If  they  were 
prepared  to  rely  upon  the  principle  of  com- 
petition alone,   then  following    that  one 
principle,  they  must  reject  all  amalgama- 
tions ;    for  if  they  allowed  amalgamation 
at  all,  they  violated  the  principle  of  com- 
petition.   But  if  they  reserved  some  power 


of  Ministerial  interference,  adopting  some- 
thing of  the  French  system,  they  need  not 
be  so  jealous.  He  thought  the  Amalga- 
mation Committee  would  report  that  it  was 
impossible  to  lay  down  any  general  rules 
till  they  got  the  Report  of  the  other  Com- 
mittee. His  impression  was,  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Committees,  and  the  attempt 
to  legislate  through  Committees,  would 
produce  inefficient  legislation  ;  and  that  it 
was  proper  to  compel  the  Government  to 
take  this  as  well  as  other  subjects  under 
their  consideration,  and  to  bring  forward 
measures  for  regulating  railway  legislation 
upon  their  own  responsibility  as  a  Govern- 
ment. Till  then  they  would  have  only 
inefficient  legislation  upon  tiiis  subject.  It 
was  natural  that  the  Government  should 
prefer  to  devolve  this  duty  upon  Commit- 
tees of  this  House,  rather  tiian  take  it  upon 
themselves,  as  it  was  a  very  awkward  sub- 
ject to  deal  with ;  but  he  believed  that 
untU  the  House  determined  that  Govern- 
ment should  undertake  it,  tiiey  would  get 
only  inefficient  legislation.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  Committee,  but  he  should 
have  preferred  the  other  course. 

Sir  R.  peel  said,  tiie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  seemed  to  think  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  neglected  the  great  sub- 
ject of  railway  legislation.  [Mr.  Baring  : 
No,  no!]  He  thought  that  the  House 
ought  to  share  this  reproach  with  the  Go- 
vernment. He  only  wished  that  hon. 
Members  would  read  the  able  Report  on 
this  subject  made  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  last  year.  The  Board 
laid  down  certain  principles,  which  they 
considered  proper  to  be  applied  to  cases  of 
amalgamation  brought  before  Parliament, 
admitting  that  there  were  cases  in  which 
it  might  be  for  the  public  advantage  that 
they  should  be  relaxed  ;  and  there  was  no 
doubt  there  were  cases  in  which  amalga- 
mation, under  proper  conditions,  would  be 
for  the  advantage  of  the  public,  as  well  as 
of  the  railway  conipanies.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Board  of  Trade,  how- 
ever, were  not  acceded  to  by  the  House ; 
and  he  only  asked  the  House  to  share  the 
reproach  of  tiie  present  state  of  things  with 
the  Government.  The  House  was  ac- 
tually jealous  of  the  interference  of  the 
Government;  the  House  overruled,  in 
many  cases,  the  decisions  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  it  would  perceive  in  this  a  reason 
why  Her  Majesty's  Government  wished  that 
the  interference  of  the  Executive  should  be 
called  for  by  a  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  necessary  for  the  public  interests. 
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rather  than  it  should,  a  second  time,  interfere 
on  its  own  Motion.  Ho  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  there  was  some  difficulty  in  adopt- 
ing the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  Patten).  The  House  had  adopted  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Inverness ; 
and  if  they  had  another  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  principles  of  amalgamation,  he 
feared  they  miffht  hare  different  reports 
from  each,  and  a  conflict  of  opinions. 
They  had  adopted  a  proposition  with  re- 
spect to  railways  that  had  termini  within 
the  city  of  London  and  the  metropolis,  to 
resenre  them  for  a  separate  inquiry  hy  a 
Commission  appointed  oy  the  Crown  ;  and 
perhaps  it  nught  not  he  inexpedient 
to  pursue  a  similar  course  here,  hy  ap- 
pointing a  Committee  not  a  Commission, 
on  the  suhieot  of  amalgamation,  so  far  as 
regarded  Bills  now  presented;  that^  Com- 
mittee should  he  appointed  to  consider,  not 
the  principles  of  amalgamation  generally, 
hut  a  Special  Committee  to  consider  Bills 
now  introduced,  in  which  amalgamation  is 
proposed,  and  to  suggest  such  general 
principles  as  seemed  most  applicable  to 
such  cases.  This  would  not  bring  the 
Committee  into  conflict  with  the  Commit- 
tees of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Inyemess ; 
and  he  feared  that,  tmless  a  distinct  line 
were  drawn  between  the  Committee  now 
moved  for  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Inverness,  there  might  be  a  conflict 
of  opinion,  which  would  involve  the  House 
in  great  difficulty. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  difficulty  which 
existed.  The  Committee  moved  for  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Patten),  and  the  one 
appointed  on  the  Motion  of  the  Member 
for  Inverness,  ought  to  be  kept  distinct, 
and  the  report  of  the  one  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere with  that  of  the  other.  The  diffi- 
culty which  he  saw  was,  that  the  opinions 
of  the  Committee  now  moved  for  might 
clash  with  those  of  the  Group  Committees, 
who  were  to  decide  on  the  proposed  amal- 
gamations. In  his  opinion  the  Committee 
of  his  hon.  Friend  should  lay  down  certain 
rules  of  amalgamation,  and  the  Oroup 
Committees  would  consider  the  proposals 
subject  to  those  rules.  From  what  he  had 
seen  of  the  Amalgamation  Bills  before  the 
House  this  present  Session,  it  appeared  to 
him  quite  clear  that  all  further  progress  in 
them  should  be  suspended  until  the  House 
should  come  to  some  defined  determination. 

Viscount  BBRINGTON  said,  that  they 
ought  to  recollect  that  amalgamation  was 
a  voluntary  act,  and  that  there  was  no- 


thing to  hinder  oompanies   tram  imdgi- 
mating  before  the  House  came  to  a  deter- 
mination.    The  question,   of  ftmalgamaliw 
depended  on  a  principle  of  the  appropm> 
tion  of  fixed  capital  embarked  in  railwtn 
or  on  the  principle  of  taking  some  seennti 
agfdnst  monopoly.     The  hon.  Member  h 
Lancashire  complained  that   no  atteatim 
was  paid  to  the  Report  of  the  GomnutM 
last  year;  but  would  the  hon.  Memher  i^ 
low  him  to  remind  the  hon.  Member  ilat 
he  was  the  first  to  surrender  the  Report! 
Other  hon.   Members   were    greMj  in- 
pressed  with  the  weight  and  importaaB 
that  attached  to  it,  and  thought  that  tb 
Government  ought  to  give  it   their  serioa 
attention.     He  thought  the  most  complete 
surrender  of  the  Reports  of  the  Board  d 
Trade,  and  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  £»• 
played  so  much  ability  in  drawing*  tto 
up,  had  proceeded  from   Her   Majestf's 
Government.     The  blame  of  not  attendiiif 
to  the  Report  of  the  Board    of  Trsdi 
should  not  be  thrown  on  the  House  geo^ 
rally,  when  the  Government  were  the  ifrsi 
to  throw  over  the  laborious  and  rery  abk 
investigations  of  that  body. 

Sib  R.  peel  said,  the  noble  Lord  wu 
labouring  under  a  great  mistake  in  sup- 
posing that  the  Government  had  interfere 
with  respect  to  any  Private  BiU.     When 
it  became  a  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, as  a  Government,  should  interfere 
with  a  Private  Bill,  although  it  had  been 
recommended  by  a  Committee,   and  h^ 
received  the    sanction  of   the  Board  rf 
Trade,  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  such  at- 
terference.     But  when  there  was  a  ques- 
tion between  the  promoters  of  two  Bill* 
before  Parliament,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  itself  was  to  be  supported, 
he  remembered  coming  down  to  su^^ri 
the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Viscount  BBRINGTON  alluded  to  an 
early  discussion  which  took  place  at  ih« 
commencement  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  H.  HINDE  would  have  liked  to 
have  seen  the  weight  of  the  Government 
displayed  more  energetically  in  favour  w 
the  recommendations  of  die  Board  of 
Trade,  which  he  thought  were  made  with 
great  judgment  and  discretion.  He  thought 
&at  the  suggestion  which  had  been  just 
thrown  out  by  the  right  hon.  Bsronet 
would  remove  a  great  many  of  the  objec- 
tions which  he  had  entertained  to  the  pro- 
position of  his  hon.  Friend  the  }^eB^ 
for  North  Lancashire;  but  he  consider^ 
it  would  be  a  still  greater  improvement  i 
the  proposed  Committee  were  made  to  p^^' 
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form  thd  fdnctioxis  of  tho  Committees  on 
tlie  several  Bills.  He  thought  it  would  be 
&  liardship  to  oaU  upon  parties  to  make  out 
ib.eir  case  before  the  Preliminary  Com- 
mittee, and  then  oblige  them  to  do  the 
B&me  thing  over  again  before  another  tri- 
bunal. There  would  be  a  double  inyestiga- 
tioTL,  and  a  double  expense,  and  the  parties 
mrould  have  just  cause  of  complaint. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  the  Government 
o^gbt  not  to  interfere  in  ordinary  cases 
^th  a  private  Bill.     If  rules  were  laid 
do\m   for  the    amalgamation  of  Private 
Bills  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  was  sure 
that  the  House  would  be  disposed  to  sup- 
port such  rules,  and  have  its  Committees 
^fuidled  by  them.     It  would  be  well  to  have 
rule<i  laia  down  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
uiiif<>rmity.   If  a  general  principle  was  laid 
doTr:n  and  sanctioned  by  the  House,  the 
Conamittees  would  have  little  difficulty  in 
acti:3ig  upon  it.    If  there  was  a  preliminary 
CoiMimittee  which  performed  its  functions 
as  t2>he  Board  of  Trade  did  last  year,  that 
Coivimittee  might  take  a  view  of  all  the 
Aimalgamation  Bills,  and  say  whether  they 
co\i.ld  not  come  within  general  rules.     If 
that  was  done,  there  would  be  no  neces- 
sity for  discussion  on  the  second  reading ; 
and  he  hoped  the  inquiries  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  limited  to  some  particular 
object. 

Mr.  PAKINGTON,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Classification  Committee,  begged  to 
say  that  the  object  of  that  Committee,  in 
brmging  the  matter  before  the  House,  was 
to  call  its  attention  to  the  magnitude  of 
the  subject.  The  question  of  amalgama- 
tion was  one  of  the  most  important  con- 
nected with  the  whole  railway  subject, 
especially  as  the  present  proposed  amalga- 
mations exceeded  in  extent  anything  of  die 
kind  proposed  before,  for  there  were  no 
less  than  thirty-three  Amalgamation  Bills. 
He  was  quite  willing  to  adopt  the  course 
recommended  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Mb.  p.  M.  STEWART  thought  the 
Amalgamation  Bills  should  be  grouped  to- 
gether, and  a  competent  Committee  of  five 
appointed,  who  should  determine  on  the 
merits  of  the  Bills,  instead  of  subjecting 
the  Amalgamation  Bills  to  a  second  and 
remote  trial  hereafter.  He  would  suggest 
that  all  the  Amalgamation  Bills  shomd  be 
extracted  from  the  groups  in  which  they 
had  been  placed,  and  that  one  group  should 
be  made  of  them,  which  should  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  he  had  just  sug- 
gested, who  should  go  into  the  merits  and 
demerits  of  these  Amalgamation  Bills,  and 


decide  their  fate  by  making  a  Report  to  the 
House. 

Mb.  MORRISON  thought  that  a  rail- 
way which  came  before  Parliament,  and 
proposed  an  amalgamation  with  another, 
should,  to  a  certain  extent,  bo  treated  as  a 
new  line,  and  Parliament  should  impose 
any  conditions  it  thought  proper  for  the 
security  and  benefit  of  the  public.  Some 
general  regulations  should  be  applied  to 
all  railways;  amongst  others  uniformity  of 
fares  for  passengers,  and  of  charges  for  the 
carriage  of  goods,  &c.  He  considered 
that  Parliament  had  a  right  to  deal  with 
amalgamations  as  it  thought  fit,  and  to 
impose  upon  them  whatever  new  conditions 
it  thought  proper. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  the 
question  before  the  House  was,  how  were 
they  to  deal  with  those  Amalgamation  Bills 
which  were  before  tho  House  during  the 
present  Session?  He  confessed,  after  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  that  he 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Devonport,  that  tho  House 
had  better  not  appoint  any  Committee  to 
consider  that  question;  the  question  re- 
specting amalgamations  generally  was  one 
of  importance,  and,  for  his  own  part,  he 
was  inclined  to  think  that  railroads,  like 
other  things,  were  likely  to  be  managed 
better  on  a  great  scale  than  otherwise. 
But  that  was  not  the  question.  The 
question  was,  how  they  were  to  deal  with 
the  amalgamations  actually  before  the 
House  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  He  thought  they  could  not  have 
a  safer  guide  than  the  principles  laid  down 
in  the  Report  presented  to  the  House  two 
Sessions  ago.  He  would  prefer  leaving 
the  matter  m  the  hands  of  the  Government 
to  those  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  thought  that  some 
principles  should  be  laid  down  for  the 
guidance  of  Committees  with  respect  to 
amalgamations.  There  were  two  kinds  of 
amalgamations — those  which  were  made 
for  the  public  interest,  and  those  which 
were  made  for  private  benefit.  With  re- 
spect to  the  latter,  the  House)  ought  to  in- 
terpose. Supposing,  for  instance,  that  the 
London  and  Birmingham,  or  the  Eastern 
Counties  Company,  were  to  buy  up  the 
London  and  York,  if  it  were  made,  that 
would  be  no  amalgamation  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public,  but  the  giving  a  monopoly 
to  whoever  had  the  longest  purse. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  Just  sat  down.     It 
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was  difScolt  to  lay  down  any  general  rules 
for  tlie  guidance  of  Committees  with  re- 
spect to  Amalgamation  Bills.  He  consi- 
dered tliat  it  would  have  been  better  on 
the  whole  if  the  House  had  adhered  to  the 
rules  laid  down  by  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
but  as  the  House  had  not  adopted  the 
views  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  was  the 
more  necessary  that  the  House  should  take 
the  initiative  m  the  matter.  It  might  be 
for  the  public  advantage  in  some  cases 
that  a  short  line  should  bo  amalgamated 
with  a  great  line ;  but  in  other  cases  an 
amalgamation  of  a  short  line  with  an  ori- 
^nal  line  might  be  only  to  confirm  a  per- 
manent monopoly.  The  course  which  ap- 
peared best  to  him  was  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee, in  which  the  House  would  have 
confidence,  to  lay  down  general  rules  for 
the  guidance  of  all  Committees  with  re- 
spect to  Amalgamation  Bills.  He  did  not 
tnink  that  such  a  Committee  would  inter- 
fere with  the  Committee  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness. 

Mb.  HUME  would  suggest  that  no  more 
amalgamations  should  be  permitted  till  the 
Committee  had  made  its  Report.  He  did 
not  think  that  any  mischief  could  be  done 
by  adopting  such  a  course,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  great  benefit  might  accrue  from 
it.  He  thought  they  might  be  in  the  hands 
of  a  few  monopolists  sooner  than  they  were 
aware  of. 

Mr.  COLLETT  said,  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  amalgamation  of  the  London 
and  Birmingham  and  the  Grand  Junction 
Companies  had  been  an  immediate  reduc- 
tion of  fares,  which  proved  to  be  beneficial 
to  all  parties.  He  thought  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  amalgamation  should  be  encou- 
raged. He  did  not  think  there  was  any 
danger  of  monopoly,  because  railway  direc- 
tors now  found  it  their  interest  to  adopt 
the  system  of  low  fares. 

Lord  H.  YANE  thought  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  would  be  of  the  greatest  ad- 
vantage. When  they  saw  railway  compa- 
nies possessing  so  much  money  that  they 
would  be  likely  to  command  the  communi- 
cation of  the  country,  the  House  ought  to 
be  cautious  how  they  sanctioned  those 
Amalgamation  Bills.  He  did  not  see  how 
any  evils  could  result  from  postponing 
Amalgamation  Bills,  even  for  the  present 
Session. 

Mr.  W.  PATTEN  said,  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  alter  the  terms  of  his  Mo- 
tion, so  as  to  meet  what  he  collected  from 
the  discussion  to  be  the  general  feeling  of 


the  House.    The  words   of  the  ameaU 
Motion  were — 
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"  Tbiit  &  Seleet  Committee  be  appotiited  toe» 
aider  the  principle  of  amalgajnjktion  mm  applied  a 
the  Railway  and  Canal  Bills,  now  under  t&e  eaat 
deration  of  Parliament." 

Amended  Motion  agreed  to. 

BUENOS  ATRES  AND  MONTE  \WEO. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said:  Iwvk 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  nght  hon.  Barooei 
of  which  I  gave  him  notice,  and  it  r^Mia 
to  a  suhject  of  very  considerable  importanee 
to  the  commercial  interests  of  this  coaotn 
— the  state  of  our  relations  with  the  B^ 
puhlic  of  Buenos  Ayres.  Wo  all  know  tbt 
for  a  considerahle  period  Sritish  oon- 
merce  has  received  great  interruption  in  the 
River  Plate,  first  hy  the  war  carried  « 
between  the  Buenos  Ayres  Govemmca^ 
and  that  of  Monte  Video,  and  lately  incon- 
sequence of  the  measures  taken  by  tk 
British  Government  to  put  an  end  to  tbs 
war.  Transactions  have  taken  place  there 
of  a  very  warlike  description.  The  bn- 
guage  of  the  Government,  when  asked  up* 
this  matter  in  Parliament,  has  been  the 
language  of  peace ;  but  the  acts  of  our  au- 
thorities there  have  certainly  been  sets  d 
war.  First  of  all,  there  has  been  esU- 
blished  a  maritime  blockade  ;  next  there 
has  been  the  landing  of  British  troops  v^ 
the  Argentine  territory,  and  the  stomung 
of  towns  ;  then  there  has  been  the  captare 
of  Argentine  vessels  and  the  advertisement 
of  them  for  sale  as  prizes  taken  in  war. 
There  has  also  been,  I  beUeve,  an  adver- 
tisement issued  for  the  hire  of  shipping!  to 
remove,  at  the  public  expense,  from  BueiUfB 
Ayres  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  British 
subjects  who  had  settled  at  Buenos  Ajres 
relying  on  the  faith  of  the  existing  treaties 
between  the  two  countries.  I  apprehe^" 
that  none  of  these  transactions  have  aneen 
out  of  any  demand  made  by  the  BritisJi 
Government  for  redress  from  Buenos  Ayres 
for  injuries  done  to  British  subjects  or 
British  property  in  violation  of  any  treaty; 
and  I  also  apprehend  that  our  interfereoc^ 
between  Monte  Video  and  Buenos  Ayres  is 
not  the  result  of  any  guarantee  we  have 
given  to  Monte  Video  by  treaty,  nor  the 
fulfilment  of  any  obligation  arising  out  of 
any  treaty  offensive  and  defensive  con- 
cluded between  this  country  and  Mont^J 
Video.  The  only  reason  alleged  in  Parlia- 
ment for  this  interference  of  the  British 
Government,  has  been  a  desire  to  p^* 
an  end  to  the  war,  which  was  though 
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injurious  to  Britisli  interests.     I  will  not 
go     into  that  matter  now.     My  question 
relates  simply  to  the  state  of  our  relations 
■w^tli  Buenos  Ayres.   I  wish  to  know — and 
it  is  of  importance  to  the  commercial  inte- 
rests of  the  country  that  it  should  he  ex- 
plained— ^whether  we  are  now  at  war  with 
Suenoa  Ayres  or  not  ?     If  we  are,  it  is  fit- 
ting  that  the   Goyemment   should   com- 
mnnicate   the    fact    to    Parliament,    and 
through  Parliament  to  the  country.    If  we 
are  not  at  war  with  Buenos  Ayres,  and  if 
there  still  exists  between  us  and  Buenos 
Ayres  relations  of  peace,  then  what  I  would 
ask  is,  whether  those  belligerent  acts  com- 
mitted in  the  River  Plate  by  the  British 
authorities  were  the  result  of  instructions 
from  the  British  Government  at  home,  and, 
therefore,  were  sanctioned  beforehand  by 
our  Government ;  or,  if  not  so  sanctioned 
heforehand,  whether  they  have  been  ap- 
proved by  the  British  Govenmient  since 
the   Government  became  acquainted  with 
them  ?     There  has  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  copies  of  the  instructions 
sent  to  Mr.  Ouseley  ;  but  I  am  obliged  to 
confess  that  having  read  those   instruc- 
tions, I  am  unable  to  make  out  whether 
Mr.   Ouseley  and  our  military  and  naval 
authorities  in  the  River  Plate  are  or  are 
not  borne  out  by  those  instructions  in  the 
course  which  they  have  pursued.     I  ask, 
therefore,  whether  we  are  at  war  or  at 
peace  with  Buenos  Ayres  ;  and,  if  we  are 
at  war  with  Buenos  Ayres,  why  that  fact 
has  not  been  communicated?     But  if  we 
are  at  peace  with  Buenos  Ayres,  then,  I 
wish  to  know  how  those  acts  of  war  on  the 
spot  are  to  be  reconciled  with  our  pacific 
relations,  and  whether  they  have  been  ap- 
proved of  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
I  might  add,  that  the  inquiry  is  naturally 
suggested  by  the  well-known  aversion  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  to  a  little 
war,  and  by  their  great  repugnance  to  any 
interference,  without  absolute  necessity,  in 
the  affairs  of  other  States. 

Sir  R.  peel  :  Sir,  I  trust  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  House  will  feel  that  no  for- 
mal notice  having  been  given  upon  this 
subject,  it  is  much  better  I  should  limit 
myself,  as  far  as  I  possibly  can,  to  the 
questions  of  the  noble  Lord,  than  that  I 
should  provoke  any  discussion  upon  the 
state  of  our  relations  with  Buenos  Ayres 
and  Monte  Video.  I  propose,  therefore, 
to  avoid  argument  upon  the  subject,  and 
to  confine  myself  to  the  questions  which 
the  noble  Lord  was  good  enough  to  inti- 
mate he  would  put  to  me.   I  need  scarcely 


remind  him  that  it  has  been  with  great  re- 
luctance Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
consented  to  any  inteiference  of  a  forcible 
nature  in  the  affairs  of  Buenos  Ayres  and 
Monte  Video;  that  for  some  years  we  were 
much  pressed  upon  this  subject,  and  that 
it,  was  not  until  the  evil  had  become  almost 
intolerable  that  the  Government  took  any 
course  partaking  of  the  character  of  a  for- 
cible proceeding.  The  House  will  bear  in 
mind  that  it  was  at  our  mediation  in  the 
year  1828,  that  the  independence  of  Monte 
Video  was  established.  Brazil  consented 
to  that  independence,  and  was  a  party  to 
the  Convention  by  which  that  independence 
was  established.  The  circumstance  of  its 
independence  being  established  on  our  me* 
diation  certainly  gives  no  claim  nor  right 
to  Monte  Video  to  insist  that  we  should 
guarantee  that  independence  by  force;  but 
naturally,  as  that  independence  was  estab- 
lished on  our  mediation,  it  gives  us  a  pecu- 
liar interest  In  the  maintenance  of  it;  and 
the  interests  of  this  country  are  also,  upon 
general  considerations,  very  materially  in- 
volved in  the  maintenance  of  the  indepen* 
dence'of  the  eastern  part  of  the  territory-^ 
the  Republic  of  Uruguay.  In  the  latter 
end  of  1844,  the  Brazilian  Government, 
which  was  a  more  immediate  party  to  the 
Convention  of  1828,  represented  to  the 
Government  of  this  country  and  to  that 
of  France,  that  the  continuance  of  this  war 
upon  the  shores  of  the  River  Plate  was 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  all  commer- 
cial countries;  and  Brazil  earnestly  intreat- 
ed  that  a  fresh  effort  should  be  made  on 
the  part  of  Prance  and  this  country,  and 
that  they  would  interpose  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  tranquillity,  and  maintaining 
the  independence  of  Monte  Video.  Efforts 
had  frequently  been  made  in  preceding 
years;  and  I  think,  in  the  year  1841,  the 
noble  Lord  himself  offered  the  mediation 
of  this  country  to  the  two  contending  Pow- 
ers,  and  that  offer  was  accepted  by  Monte 
Video,  and  rejected  by  Buenos  Ayres. 
France  and  England  again  made  a  joint  offer 
of  this  nature;  and  again  it  was  accepted  by 
Monte  Video,  and  rejected  by  Buenos  Ayres. 
The  war  has  now  continued  six  or  seven 
years;  and  under  the  pressure  of  almost 
intolerable  evils,  this  country  and  France, 
acting  together  in  the  most  cordial  union, 
determined  to  make  an  attempt  to  bring 
about  peace  between  the  two  countries, 
and  to  secure  the  independence  of  Monte 
Video.  They  had  no  other  object  in  view 
further  than  the  restoration  of  peace,  and 
each  country  disclaimed,  with  the  utmost 
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dnceritjy  ftny  deaire  to  get  any  peculiar 
adrantages  for  itself;  and,  aa  to  getting 
any  accession  of  territory,  that  of  course 
was  out  of  the  question.  The  simple  ob- 
ject was  to  interfere  for  the  interests  of 
humanity,  and  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing the  mdependence  of  Monte  Video,  and 
restoring  that  tranquillity  which,  greatly 
to  the  prejudice  of  peaceful  commerce,  had 
been  interrupted  for  a  period  of  six  or  seyen 
years.  They,  therefore,  sent  a  special 
mission.  England  and  France,  acting  in 
concurrence,  sent  a  special  mission  to  ^ese 
two  countries,  again  tendering  their  inter- 
ference, and  again  recommending  to  each 
the  restoration  of  tranquillity,  and  the  ter- 
mination of  hostilities,  and  offering  their 
joint  mediation  for  that  purpose.  The  di- 
rections to  the  Ministers  of  the  two  coun- 
tries were  to  exhaust  every  effort  of  ami- 
cable intercession  with  these  two  Govern- 
ments, in  order  to  effect  the  object  in  view. 
Their  proposals  were  again,  for  the  third 
or  fourth  time,  accepted  by  Monte  Video, 
and  rejected  by  Suenos  Ayres;  but  the 
two  Governments  had  determined  that,  in 
the  event  of  the  rejection  of  amicable  in- 
terference, they  would  then  use  forcible  in- 
terference for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about 
the  termination  of  those  hostilities.  At 
the  instance  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  presented, 
in  the  early  part  of  the  Session,  the  instruc- 
tions which  had  been  given  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  to  Mr.  Ouseley,  our  Representative 
in  that  country,  and  Uie  instructions  given 
by  the  Government  of  France  to  their 
Representative  were  in  conformity  with 
those  given  by  my  noble  Friend  to  the 
British  Representative.  I  should  state 
that  the  Papers  I  produced  included  two 
despatches  from  Lord  Aberdeen,  dated  the 
20tn  of  February  and  the  5th  of  Novem- 
ber, and  that  these  included  the  whole  of 
the  instructions  which  had  been  given  up 
to  the  5th  of  November.  There  were  no 
other  instructions  given  having  reference 
either  to  negotiations,  or  to  forcible  inter- 
ference, which  was  contemplated  as  possi- 
bly necessary  in  the  event  of  the  failure  of 
amicable  interference.  The  noble  Lord 
will  observe  from  these  two  letters  what 
were  the. instructions  upon  which  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  two  Governments  were 
acting  up  to  the  5th  November.  These 
were  the  circumstances  under  which  first 
offers  of  amicable  mediation  were  made  to 
the  two  Powers;  and  the  noble  Lord  will 
see  what  were  the  circvmstances  imder 
which,  on  the  rejection  of  these  offers. 


there  was  to  be  a  qualified  foraUe  iilr- 
vention.      I  now  propose   to  answer  tk 
questions  of  the  noble   Ltord.     J^rst,  m 
we  now  at  war  with  Suezios  Ayres!  I 
consider  that  we  are  not.    Tbere  has  beem 
declaration  of  war.     There  is  a  blockades- 
dered  by  these  instructions  of  certain  portsk 
the  River  Plate  belonging  to  Baenos  Afiei; 
but  I  do  not  consider  th At  the  fact  <tf  tk 
estabhshment  of  that  blockade  nee^aai^ 
implies  a  state  of  war.      The  noble  hd 
will  recollect  that  at  that  period  when  tSs 
coimtry  interfered  with  two    other  Eiii^ 
pean  Powers,  for  the  purpose  of  effectiif 
a  separation  of  Greece  from  Turkey,  asl 
establishing  the  independence  of  Groeee, 
there  was  a  blockade  of  some  of  the  paru 
of  the  Turkish  Empire;  and  in  that  am 
we  were  not  at  war  with  Turkey.     I  is 
speaking  now  of  the  blockade    of  certaia 
ports;  and  the  fact  of  such   hlockade  as 
more  implies  a  state  of  war  with  Buenos 
Ayres  than  the  blockade  in  the  fonoeretK 
implied  a  war  with  Turkey.      The  noUfi 
Lord  must  also  recollect  the  circumstamM 
of  the  blockade  of  the  Schehlt  in  1831  in- 
stituted by  the  Government  of  which  tlie 
noble  Loid  was  a  Member.     There  was  M 
that  time  no  declaration  of  war  with  Hd* 
land;  vessels  were  seised  as  in  the  presest 
case;  and  the  forcible  interference  betweoi 
Holland  and  Belgium  was  not  considered 
tantamount  to  war.     According  to  the  iih 
structions  given  ihem  there  has  been  s 
blockade  established  of  certain  ports  of 
Buenos  Ayres,  and  the  seizure  and  occn- 
pation  of  an  island  in  the  River  Plate, 
called  Martin  Garcia,  as  necessair  to  t&d 
progress  of  the  operations.      The  noble 
Lord  will  observe    that  the  instructioitf 
given  to  the  Representatives  of  the  two 
countries  were,  after  the  rejection  of  tli« 
offers  of  amicable  interference,  to  estab- 
lish a  blockade  of  those  porta  which  was 
most  likely  to  compel  the  withdrawal  ot 
the  Argentine  forces  under  General  Oiibe 
from  the  territory  of  Monte  Video,  and  to 
impede  the  hostile  operations  carried  on  hj 
General  Rosas  against  Monte  Video;  and  in 
the  event  of  further  operations  being  neces- 
sary,  to   blockade  Buenos   Ayres  itself. 
Those  instructions  were  sanctioned;  and 
that  blockade  has  taken  place.     So  ffl^t 
then,   for  the  first  question  of  the  noble 
Lord.     Then  the  noble  Lord  asks,  whetbar 
the  operations  of  a  hostile  character  on  the 
banks  of  the  River  Parana  have  received 
the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
I  have  already  stated  that  no  other  instroc- 
tions  were  issued  to  the  Representatins  <^ 
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and  England.  I  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  ask  whether  there  had  been  any  declara- 
tion of  war  between  Buenos  Ayres  and 
England,  and  whether  we  were  at  war  or 
at  peace  with  that  country.  My  reply  was, 
that  a  blockade  had  been  established,  in 
Tirtue  of  the  instructions  given  to  the 
British  Minister ;  that  a  blockade  did  not 
necessarily  amount  to  a  state  of  war  ;  and 
that,  speaking  of  the  international  relations 
of  the  two  countries,  we  are  not  at  war  with 
Buenos  Ayres.  It  is  impossible  to  deny 
that  whatever  responsibility  attaches  to 
the  late  operations,  rests  with  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  and  with  their  Repre- 
sentative, Mr.  Ouseley ;  and  that  the  gal- 
lant officers,  sailors,  and  marines  engaged  in 
the  expedition,  are  entitled  to  aU  the  credit 
of  their  bravery,  whatever  may  be  thought 
of  the  policy  of  the  instructions  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  share  in  that  admiration  of 
the  gallantry  and  spirit  of  the  combined 
forces  which  has  been  already  expressed; 
and  I  also  look  with  great  satisfaction  upon 
the  cordial  union  which  existed  between 
the  two  serrvices.  I  am  not  prepared  at 
present  to  enter  upon  the  present  state  of 
our  relations  with  Buenos  Ayres.  There 
may  be  an  amicable  adjustment  of  the 
questions  at  issue,  and  peace  may  be  re- 
stored. I  am  not  prepared  to  lay  any 
Papers  upon  the  Table  at  present ;  but  as 
soon  as  any  information  can  be  communi- 
cated to  the  House,  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay 
it  before  them. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

CUSTOMS  AND  CORN  IMPORTATION 

REPORT. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Com  Importation  Bill  was 
then  read. 

Sm  R.  PEEL :  Sir,  I  have  two  peti- 
tions to  present  to  the  House  ;  one  from 
Liverpool,  in  which  the  petitioners  state 
that  the  commercial  interests  of  the  coun- 
try are  materially  prejudiced  by  the  delay 
of  the  Legislature  m  pronouncing  a  deci- 
sion in  regard  to  the  commercial  measures 
now  before  them.  I  am  assured  that  no 
petition  ever  left  Liverpool  more  respect- 
ably signed ;  that  it  received  the  signa- 
tures of  the  leading  men  of  all  political 
parties  ;  and  that  some  of  them  are  those  of 
gentlemen  who  have  been  opposed  to  our 
measures,  but  who  now  give  in  their  ad- 
hesion to  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
The  petition  received  in  the  course  of  a 
few  hours  414  signatures  of  the  leading 
gentlemen  in  Liverpool.    Every  banking- 


house  in  Liverpool,  I  am  told,  but  viA 
Uiree  exceptions,  has  ei^^ed  it ;  the  n*- 
naging  directors  of  two  of  these  being  oa 
of  town.  About  214  mercliaiits  and  ship- 
owners, and  190  brokers,  have  si^ed.  Tk 
petition,  which  states  that  the  petiitOQen, 
having  the  most  extensive  experi^see,  fisi 
that  nearly  every  branch  of  trade  is  psn- 
lysed  by  the  delay  in  carrjin^  the  mei- 
sures  of  the  Govemmeot.  It  furtber 
states — 

"  That  your  petitioners,  while  thejr  disdaiiii  a8 
interference  with  due  delibenttion  in  matten^ 
inch  vikst  importance,  would  hambljr  pny  that  ai 
end  may  be  put  to  their  Buspcnse  by  passing  inioft 
law,  as  speedily  as  possible,  the  me&sares  prqpoM' 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  which  fott 
petitioners  verily  believe  will  pro^e  highly  bese- 
ficial  to  the  interests  of  this  vast  commeretil 
Empire." 

The  other  petition  is  from    Manchester. 
This  received  its  signatures  in  twentj-foof 
hours,  and  has  1,122  signatures  attached 
to  it.     It  is  signed  by  all  the  bankers  in 
Manchester,  and  by  fifty-five  members  of 
the  town-council.  It  is  also  signed  by  moat 
of  the  large  houses  engaged  in  the  maoa- 
facturing  and  spinning  trade,  in  the  msr 
chine-making  in  the  country  trade,  and  io 
the   East  and  West    Indian,     Canadian, 
United  States,  German,  Russiui,  and  Me- 
diterranean trades.     I  am  informed  thst 
the  amount  of  capital  represented  by  the 
houses  who  have  signed  this  petition  is 
30,000,000?.  and  that  the  number  of  per- 
sons employed  by  them  is  120,000.     The 
petitioners  state  that — 

"  In  common  with  the  entire  mann&cturin| 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  country,  the/ lu^ 
obserred  with  the  liveliest  satisfiustton  the  wise 
and  comprehensive  measures  introduoed  bf  B«r 
Majesty's  Government — ^measures  which  will  tend 
greatly  to  benefit  this  densely-populated  distriet. 

The  petitioners,  therefore,  pray  the  House 
"  To  put  an  end  to  the  doubt  and  uncertainty 
now  existing,  and  to  prevent  the  occurrence  o' 
commercial  disasters  which  may  seriously  ori^ 
the  industry  and  resources  of  the  country,  by  ini' 
mediately  passing  into  a  law  the  Customs  sod 
Com  Importation  Act." 

On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  be  noir 
read  a  Second  Time, 

Mr.  E.  YORKE  said,  he  might  ifdl 
have  been  deterred  by  the  difficulty  of  this 
subject  from  taking  such  a  prominent  psrt 
in  it ;  but  he  was  warned  by  the  petitiou 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  signed  as  it  b^ 
been  by  an  immense  number  of  his  most 
influential  constituents  interested  in  sgn- 
culture,  not  as  he  had  heretofore  done,  to 
give  a  silent  vote  upon  the  question,  lest 
the  truth  of  the  opinion  he  held^  as  to  ' 
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principle  of  protection,  should  be  brought 
into  doubt,  and  the  sincerity  of  the  profes- 
sions he  had  made  be  suspected.     His  in- 
-tention  was  to  move,  that  this  Bill  be  read 
a    second  time  that  day  six  months.     If 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  the  House  felt 
as  he  did,  he  would  entreat  them  not  to  be 
deterred  by  what  had  taken  place,  but'that 
every  form  of  the  House  should  be  used, 
every  rule  which  the  forms  of  Parliament 
suggested,  should  be  adopted  in  order  to 
defeat  this  measure.     In  approaching  this 
subject  he  must  say,  that  he  preferred  ex- 
perience to  conjecture— that  which  they 
knew  to  that  which  they  were  taught.     He 
thought  that  a  matter  of  such  deep  im- 
portance to  the  people  of  this  country  as 
the  providing  them  with  a  cheap  supply  of 
food  should  not  be  treated  as  matter  of 
hypothetical  speculation.     If  one  link  of 
their  speculations  should  fail — if  one  pos- 
tulate should   not  answer  their  anticipa- 
ttoTis — ^if  the  deductions  which  they  drew 
should  be  scarcity  and  famine,  instead  of 
plenty,    they   would   have    committed    a 
grievous  error,  which  a  life  of  repentance, 
how^ever  sincere,  could  not  sufficiently  atone 
for.     He  rejected  the  Bill  because  it  was 
j        a  step  taken  to  overturn  a  principle  which 
I        had  hitherto  been  recognized  invariably  by 
\        the  people  of  this  country  as  identified  with 
;        its  best  interests — because  issue  had  been 
I        joined  with  regard  to  it  on  a  late  occasion 
with  the  antagonist  party   in  the   State 
when  that  principle  was  recognized  and 
adopted  by  a  large  majority  of  the  consti- 
tuency— who  returned  a  majority  of  their 
representatives  in  favour  of  that  principle 
— and  made  those  who  now  sat  on  the 
Treasury  bench,  the  organs  or  conservators 
of  it.     He  objected  to  the  Bill,  because  it 
was  intended 'to  repeal  law  which    was 
based  upon  that  principle  of  protection, 
and  which  its  authors  proclaimed  to  be  in- 
tended to  give  the  people,  irrespective  of 
class  interest — independent  of  the  remu- 
nerative price  to  the  farmers — ^the  first  ne- 
cessaries of  life  at  a  cheap  rate.    He  found 
that  the  price  which  now  obtained  in  this 
country,  and  which  had  obtained  for  some 
time,  was  precisely  that  which  was  calcu- 
lated by  tne  right  hon.  Baronet  as  the 
price  that  marked  abundance  and  suffi- 
ciency, instead  of  scarcity;  and  he  believed 
that  so  great  was  the  skill  and  enterprise 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  that  the  pre- 
sent law,  if  it  had  not  been  interfered  with, 
would  in  a  short  time  have  repealed  itself, 
to  the  great  advantage  of  this  country. 
But  they  were  told  that  this  law  was  an 
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error — ^that  the  time  of  repentance  was 
now  come,  and  that  the  recantation  of  this 
error  was  the  only  thing  that  was  neces- 
sary for  the  prosperity  of  this  nation.    But 
was  it  possible,  he  would  ask,  that  that 
could  be  an  error  in    1846,  which  was 
denied  to  be  so  in  1842  ?  Was  that  to  be 
called  an  error,  in  a  time  of  great  commer- 
cial prosperity  and  general  contentment, 
which  was  denied  to  be  so  in  a  period  of 
great  manufacturing  depression?    If  the 
result  of  this  measure  in  1842  were  sedi- 
tion and  discontent,  why  did  they  not  then 
attempt  to  conciliate  the  affections  of  the 
people,  by  giving  up  this  obnoxious  law? 
It  had  been  stated,  in  the  course  of  these 
debates,  that  no  apprehensions  were  enter- 
tained by  the  agricultural  body.     Now,  he 
represented  a  district  which  was  entirely 
and  purely  agricultural,  and,  from  his  posi- 
tion having  had  on  many  occasions  to  de- 
fend the  political  honour  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — which  he  did  with  as  much 
zeal  as  he  would  have  defended  his  own 
private  integrity — ^he  had  been  placed  at 
issue,  on  more  occasions  than  one,  with  the 
body  which  he  represented;  and  he  knew 
pretty  well  what  their  sentiments  were  on 
this  occasion.     The  district  he  represented 
was  about  twenty  miles  in  extent,  with 
about  300,000  acres,  which  was  originally 
one  vast  morass,  inhabited  by  the  winged 
denizens  of  the  moor  and  by  lawless  men ; 
but  now  it  was  a  happy  and  fertile  district, 
being  one  of  the  greatest  com- growing  dis- 
tricts in  the  kingdom,  as  authentic  returns 
would  show.     To  obtain  this  agricultural 
eminence  they  had  to  contend  with  great 
natural  disadvantages,  both  by  land  and 
water;  and  to  surmount  these  difficulties, 
he  was  informed  that  not  less  than  ^\e 
millions  sterling  had  been  laid  out  upon 
the  land.     That  amount  had  been  laid  out 
in  the  faith  that  protection  would  be  con- 
tinued^ But  for  that  the  lands  would  never 
have  been  cultivated.     He  urged  this  par- 
ticularly with  a  view  to  show  that  the 
charge  of  laziness  and  indolence  brought 
against  the  agricultural  body  was  not  an 
honest  nor  a  fair  charge.     Even  now  the 
annual  expenditure   upon  that  land   was 
about  80,000^.,  the  local  taxes  for  that 
purpose  varying  from  3*.  to  20^.  in  the 
pound.     This  was  not  done  to  enhance  the 
value  of  the  land — it  was  done  for  the  sake 
of  security,  for  there  was  not  a  moment  in 
which  the  waters  of  the  district  might  not 
inundate  them,  and  destroy  not  only  the 
hopes  of  the  agriculturist,  but  all  the  be- 
nefits which  were  at  present  conferred 
3A 
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upon  the  oountiy  through  the  eivilization 
and  cultivation  of  the  district.  He  had 
received  seyeral  letters  upon  this  subject 
from  men  practically  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  with  which  he  must  trouble  the 
House,  in  order  to  show  how  the  measure 
would  affect  them  if  the  prices  were  re- 
duced, which  he  could  show  would  be  the 
case,  not  perhaps  this  year  or  the  next,  be- 
cause the  employment  of  railways  had 
placed  an  increased  eonsmnption  of  food 
within  every  man*s  reach;  but  when  this 
enormous  demand  for  labour  was  with- 
drawn, and  the  labour  market  had  returned 
to  its  former  level,  then  the  trial  of  this 
measure  would  come,  and  it  would  be  for 
them  and  for  the  world  to  judge  whether 
it  were  successful.  One  gentleman  with 
whom  he  was  well  acquainted,  said,  that 
the  effect  of  this  measure  would  be  to 
reduce  rents  one  half,  and  that  it  would 
destroy  the  tenants'  capital  to  the  extent 
of  two-thirds.  It  was  difficult  to  say  how 
it  would  operate  upon  labour,  as  the  drain- 
age of  the  district  must  be  maintained; 
but  it  would  certainly  be  reduced  to  the  ex- 
tent of  one-third.  Another  gentleman 
mentioned  that  he  knew  a  farmer  in  the 
district  who  intended  to  drain  a  large  por- 
tion of  his  farm  this  year ;  but  he  had 
stopped  when  ho  heard  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  s  propositions,  as  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  if  those  measures  passed,  the 
outlay  would  not  be  repaid.  That  farmer 
considered  there  would  be  no  alteration  of 
prices  this  year,  though  he  did  not  believe 
there  was  such  a  deficiency  as  was  appre- 
hended; but  if  the  harvest  of  next  year 
should  be  an  average  one,  the  price  of 
wheat  would  be  40*.  to  45«.  per  quarter, 
labourers*  wages  would  be  reduced  2«.  a 
week,  and  many  would  be  altogether 
thrown  out  of  employment.  To  show  that 
there  was  great  ground  for  apprehending  a 
fall  in  the  price  of  wheat,  he  might  state 
that  a  gentleman  who  was  well  known  in 
Gloucestershire,  had  recently  mentioned 
that  he  had  imported  a  quantity  of  white 
wheat  from  Odessa,  which,  after  all  ex- 
penses were  paid,  stood  him  in  378.  a 
quarter.  Now,  it  was  impossible  for  British 
agriculturists  to  compete  with  such  prices 
as  these.  He  found,  from  calculations 
made  some  years  ago,  when  wheat  was 
BGs,  a  quarter,  that  the  cost  of  manual 
labour  wkich  entered  into  the  growth  of  a 
quarter  of  wheat,  from  the  time  it  was 
sown  till  it  was  brought  to  market,  was 
17«.  2d.  a  quarter.  With  regard  to  the 
burdens  on  land,  he  might  state  that  he 


had  received  a  letter  from  a  gcntlnm^ 
who  had  transferred  his  capital  ttm.  tis 
country  to  France,  that  lie  had  obtsiiii 
land  as  good    as  the    generality  of  m 
northern  soils;  and  that«  under  the  £»• 
course  system,  he  found  that  the  burdai 
on  that  land  were  only  21«.  6<L  perscri. 
Now,  it  was  well  known   that  the  bordoi 
on  land  in  this  countiy  amounted  to  GQi. 
per  acre.     He  would  aak,  then,  how  vu 
it  possible  for  either  landlord  or  tenant  ti 
farm  his  land  under  a   Bjatem  of  mm' 
stricted.  competition,  when    there  was  m 
much  difference  between  thia  country  ssi 
neighbouring  ones?    It  had   heen  asU 
what  good  had  the  farmera  derived  to 
protection?    He  thought  what  he  had  al- 
ready stated  was  a  sufficient  answer  to 
that  question.    But  he  recollected  wdl 
that  in  1822  Dantzic  wheat  was  sdliogit 
30«.  a  quarter.     The  British  farmer  ii«i> 
at  that  time,  in  a  state  of  deep  distreii; 
but  it  was  the  protection  against  tbeiB- 
troduction  of  this  and  other  wheat  thit 
saved  him  from  utter  and  entire  rain,    h 
a  pamphlet  which  was  published  by  a  genr 
tleman  whom  he  knew  very  well — one  of 
the  most  practical  farmers  in  the  coimtrf 
— ^it  was  stated  that  the  loss  a  farmer,  on 
a  fann  of  400  acres,  would  sustain  hjpFo- 
tection  was  347^.  12«.  8d.,  while  his  W 
by  free  trade  would  be  8262.  9s,  3d.»  mak- 
ing a  gain    in  favour   of  protection  of 
4782.  16«.  7d.  a  year.     He  had  other  cal- 
culations from  o^er  farmers,  to  the  bum 
effect;  one  of  them  in  particular,  showing 
that  he  would  lose,  by  the  proposed  mear 
sure,  about  952.  more  than  ms  entire  rest, 
for  which  Sir  Robert  Peel  offered,  by  way 
of  compensation,  about  Id.  an  acre.    ^^ 
had  also  been  shown  that  the  rate  of  mor- 
tality was  greater  at  a  time  of  a  low  pn<^ 
of  com  thim  at  other  periods.     Pauperifim 
had  been  found,  beyond  the  slightest  pos^ 
sible  doubt,  to  increase  during  a  aeaBOD  (n 
low  prices.     Mr.  Tooke  had  also  shown 
the  effect  of  periods  of  low  prices  to  h*^* 
been  inimical  to  property.     Nor  waa  ^ 
alone  the  records  of  modem  times  ^ 
showed  this  effect ;  for,  in  the  recoitfa  of 
the  British  Museum,  in  the  Papers  of  ^ff 
Simond  D'Ewes,  of  the  date  of  1641, 1^« 
same  evils  were  spoken  of.     As  regardeil 
the  operation  of  the  intended  meaaoi^' 
what  he  would  ask,  was  the  effect  it  wtf 
supposed  it  would  produce  ?  Was  the  mea- 
sure intended  to  produce  high  prices  or  low 
prices  ?    The  intended  object  surely  ^^^ 
not  be  the  production  of  a  high  pn^ 
because  that  would  not  suit  the  views  ^ 
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-the  manufacturers.     Still  he  had  a  right 
to  conclude  that  the  Ministry  desired  high 
prices,   heoause  their  arguments  went  to 
support  that  point.    Relaxation,  ihej  said, 
liad    shown  an  increase  of  price.     They 
had    quoted  articles  where  relaxation  of 
duty  had  caused  the  rise  of  price ;  hut  he 
could  not  ayoid  noticing  that  the  Ministers, 
-wliile  quoting  these  articles,  had  most  care- 
fully abstained  from  naming  com,  and  had 
only    noticed  those  articles    which  were 
capable  of  being  manufactured.     Now,  if 
the  Ministerial  argument  was  correct,  it 
should  stand  thus — ^that  the  relaxation  of 
price  tended  to  make  articles  dear,  and 
that  total  removal  tended  to  make  them 
dear  also.     If  the  argument  were  applied 
to  com,  the  House  would  see  the  nature  of 
the  flshange  that  must  follow,  that  was,  if 
the     argument  were  correct.     But  it  was 
said-,  the  aim  of  the  change  was  to  obtain 
a  maoderate  price;  but  the  answer  to  that 
woii3d  be  found  in  the  operation  of  the 
present  law,    which    produced  moderate 
pric  es.     Therefore,  the  alteration  of  that 
law  was  not  required ;  and,  indeed,  many 
hon.   Members  of  that  House  had  placed 
the  whole    question  in  its  proper  light. 
The   hon.   Member  for  Birmingham  had 
said  that  protection  had  considerably  sup- 
ported labour.    But  he  could  quote  another 
authority  likely  to  be  heard  on  one  side  of 
the  House  at  least,  no  less  a  man  than 
Earl  Fitzwilliam,  a  great    agriculturist; 
and  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  was, 
that  without  protection  the  farmer  would 
be  ruined  and  the  labourer  stanred.     He 
(Mr.  Yorke)  should  scarcely  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  extend  his  observations; 
but  as  much  of  the  introduction  of  the  pre- 
sent measures  might  be  attributable  to  a 
moneyed  combination  out  of  that  House, 
he  wished  to  say  he  should  be  ready  to  re- 
sist the  attacks  of  that  body  as  much  as 
possible,   and  give  his  opposition  to  the 
measure  of  Com  Law  repeal.     He  would 
refer  to  the  feelings  of  the  poor  with  re- 
spect to   the  anticipated  measure.     Did 
hon.  Members  of  the  House  find  them- 
selves acquainted  with  the  feelings  of  the 
poorer  classes?    Many  persons  held  the 
opinion,  that  nothing  was  to  be  dreaded 
from  the  feelings  of  &e  labourer.     If  such 
was  the  opinion,   hon.   Gentlemen  were 
highly  mistaken.     On  that  question — ^the 
question  of  the  feeling  of  the  labourers — 
he  had  received  a  communication  from  a 
poor,  but  intelligent  man,  who  said  that  in 
the  neighbourhood  from  which  he  wrote, 
there  was  not  a  village  in  which  the  people 


were  not  ready  to  assert,  by  brute  force,  if 
necessary,  their  right  to  taste  of  the  fruits 
of  their  own  labour ;  and  he  added  that 
every  village  in  the  vicinity  was  ripe  for 
outrage  at  the  first  reduction  of  wages. 
The  working  classes,  be  it  remembered, 
were  well  tutored  by  the  press — ^by  such 
papers  as  the  Dispatch,  and  other  publica- 
tions of  a  similar  nature.  He  assured  the 
House  that  great  apprehensions  existed  in 
the  agricultural  districts  as  to  the  effects 
of  this  measure;  and  he  held  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  bench  re- 
sponsible for  occasioning  those  apprehen- 
sions. It  was  too  much  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to  say,  that  he  con- 
fessed his  share  in  that  responsibility,  and  to 
plead  that  such  a  confession  should  shield 
him  from  ptmishment.  This  was  the  first 
time  he  (Mr.  Yorke)  had  ever  heard  that  a 
confession  of  guilt  was  an  indenmity  against 
punishment.  It  was  true  that  the  fact  of 
confession  was  often  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  a  Judge,  and,  combined  with  proof 
of  previous  good  character,  afforded  a  rea- 
son for  mitigation  of  punishment ;  but  this 
was  the  first  time  he  had  heard  that  a  con- 
fession of  guilt  was  a  ground  of  exemption 
from  punishment;  and  certainly  the  arbiter 
elegantiarum  of  the  criminal  law  of  this 
country  ought  to  be  the  last  person  to  in- 
troduce such  a  principle.  He  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that,  if  this  experiment  should 
fail,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  be  ex- 
posed to  the  heavy  and  severe  denunciation 
of  those  whom  they  had  betrayed.  A  mea- 
sure of  this  enormous  change  should  not 
be  allowed  to  become  law  wilhout  a  search- 
ing investigation.  Bad  as  the  change 
would  be  on  agriculture  generally,  what, 
he  would  inquire,  would  be  the  effect  on 
the  titheowner,  whose  income  had  been 
fixed  upon  the  price  of  com  some  years 
since.  Look  also  at  other  relations. 
The  Property  Tax  assessment  reached 
200,000,000/. ;  but  this  taxation  had  not 
been  properly  or  fairly  distributed.  A 
fairer  distribution,  therefore,  should  be 
made  of  the  burdens  of  this  tax.  All 
should  bear  taxation,  and  bear  it  equally, 
and,  reminded  by  proceedings  which  some- 
times took  place  in  a  locality  in  the  county 
he  represented,  he  would  say,  if  the  House 
would  permit  him,  that  the  nation  should 
be  handicapped,  and  the  burdens  it  had 
to  bear  be  placed  on  those  who  were  able 
to  bear  them,  in  order  that  all  might  start 
fairly  upon  the  great  national  race  they 
were  appointed  to  run.  The  whole  fiscal 
regulations  should  be  changed  if  the  pre- 
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sent  measure  passed,   and  abimdant  rea- 
sons existed  for  a  sweeping  change  of  this 
character.     A  well-known    public  writer, 
Mr.  John  Macgregor,  stated,  that  the  Ex- 
cise law,  as  it  stood,  might  be  changed  for 
the  good  of  the  nation  at  large,  as  also  the 
poor  and  other  laws  now  pressing  so  heavily 
cm  the  community.     He  would  not  therefore 
give  his  support  to  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
without  a  complete  remodelling  of  taxation. 
When  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London,  in  1829, 
first  brought  forward  his  plan  of  a  fixed 
duty,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  refer- 
ring to  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act,  told 
the  noble  Lord  that  if,  when  he  passed  that 
Act,  he  had  any  intention  of  sdtering  the 
basis  on  which  it  was  framed,  he  was  guilty 
of  a  gross  fraud  on  the  public.     And  now, 
adopting  the  same  language,  he  would  tell 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  if,  in  1842,  when 
the  Com  Bill  of  that  year  was  passed,  they 
had  any  intention  of  altering  the  basis  on 
which  it  was  framed — and  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  had  all  along  been 
arguing  against   their    convictions — they 
were  guilty  of  a  gross  fraud  on  the  country. 
He  wished  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  joy  of 
their  new  allies  on  the  Treasury  benches. 
They  would  use  them  for  the  purpose  of 
striking  this  one  blow,  and  when  struck 
they  would  discard  them,  having  no  trust 
in  the  metal  of  which  they  were  composed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  looked  to  posterity  for  in- 
demnity, and  no  doubt  the  pen  of  the  faith- 
ful historian  would  do  him  justice.     The 
historian  would  say  of  him,  that,  gifted  with 
great  natural  and  possessing  many  acquired 
powers,  notwithstanding   some  slight  de- 
viation in  former  years  from  the  straight 
course  of  political  wisdom,  he  was  again 
trusted  on  account  of  his  professions  by  a 
great  party,  whom  he  again  deceived,    lie 
would  say  that  he  stood  alone  against  the 
party  he  had  betrayed  ; — 

"  He  stood  alone  amidst  his  band, 
Without  one  trusting  heart  or  hand/' 

In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Sir  J.  Y.  BULLER  hoped  the  House 
would  not  think  he  was  intruding  on  its 
time,  if,  on  the  present  occasion,  he  occu- 

?ied  it  for  a  few  minutes.  In  the  year 
842,  he  supported  the  proposals  of  the 
Government,  and  he  had  done  so  because 
he  had  felt  that  it  was  for  the  advantage  of 


the  country;  and  he  had.  beHeved  thaltkR 
interests   which  had  been    then  afiectei 
would  not  again  be  subjected  to  chaiu». 
Certainly  he  had  presumed,  that  no  foitkr 
alteration  would  take  place  ivhile  the  lifte 
hon.  Baronet  continued  in  office.     Whoik 
had  heard  of  further  alterations,  he  hal 
deeply  deprecated    them.        He    feh  tk 
greatest  disappointment  that  farther  ehaife 
should  have  been  meditated,    nor  had  h 
yet  recovered  from    hia     diaappointmeit 
though  taking  the  course    he    intended  u 
take.     The  hon.  Member  -who  had  just  s^ 
dressed  the  House,  had    stated   that  tb 
constituencies  of  the  country   feared  ^ 
prospect    of   change.      He     assured  tfae 
House  that  such  was  the    state  of  feelisf 
in  the  district  which  he  had    had  the  bh 
nour  to  represent.      The  measure  wodd 
create  a  great  alteration  in    the  mana^ 
ment  of  estates  and  farms.      Many  wooU 
suffer.     He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  far- 
mers who  held  large  tracts    of  land  ^^ 
men  likely  to  feel  distress,    because  thej 
were  men  of  capital,  and  perhaps  by  the 
aid   of  skill  and   industry  would   occnpj 
nearly  the  same  position  after  the  expirt- 
tion  of  three  years  as  at  present.      If  l^' 
ed  proprietors  did  not  suffer,    they  wonM 
only  avoid  it  by  a  change  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  estates,  and  by  keeping  do^ 
their  outgoings  to  a  very  low  degree.  One 
of  the  largest  expenses  on  an  estate  wis 
the  keeping   of  farming  buildings  in  re- 
pair.    This,  however,  could  not  be  foUoiT' 
ed  if  this  measure  passed  into  a  law.    On« 
effect   of  the  change  would  be  te  ma^* 
small  farms  great.    It  would  not  be  attend- 
ed by  any  good  result  to  say   that  men 
ejected  from  a  farm  could  go  to  the  msntt- 
facturing   districts  and  there   earn  their 
bread.     To  change  the  occupation  of  the 
mind  or  body,  even  in  the  time  of  youth, 
was  difficult;  but  to  force  a  man  to  do  M 
at  forty  years  of  age  was  but  to  deli^^ 
him  over  to  misfortune  and  misery.  *  But 
why  had  the  measure  been   introduced. 
It  was  not  because  trade  had   declined. 
He  looked  for  a  reason,  and  he  found  it 
had  been  stated  that  a  partial  destnieiioB 
of  the  food  of  the  Irish  people  had  taken 
place.     It  would  have  tended  better  to 
have  cured  a  temporary  difficulty  had  the 
ports  been  opened,  and  com  admitted  to 
feed  the  people,  than  counselling  the  intro- 
duction of  a  measure  the  full  effect  of  which 
would  not  be  fully  felt  for  some  years' 
The   titheowners    w^ould  be  injured,  aw 
the  agriculturists  would  be   injured;  the 
measure  would  be  fraught  with  iojarVf 
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iw-liile  to  the  people  of    Ireland  it  would 
afford  no  effectual  relief. 

Mb.  M<G£ achy  could  not  shelter  liim- 
self  under  the  wing  of  that  most  extraor- 
dinary doctrine  which  had  heen  laid  down 
by  tlie  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, a  doctrine  mischieyous  in  proportion 
to     the  respectability  and  weight  of  the 
q^uarter    from    which   it  had  proceeded. 
Surely  it  was  as  individuals  that  they  were 
responsible,  and  not  as  Members  of  any 
one  sect  or  party.     It  might  be  true  that 
every  man  in  England  who  had  sat  in  Her 
Majesty's  Councils  as  a  Cabinet  Minister, 
with  scarcely  an  exception,  was  now  agreed 
as  to  the  impolicy  of  continuing  the  exist- 
ing  Com  Laws.     Still  that  would  be  no 
justification  of  his  vote  in  favour  of  this 
measure,  unless  he  were  himself  convinced, 
as  convinced  he  was,  that  the  measure  was 
in  itself  both  poUtic  and  just.     In  the  ex- 
ercise of  an  imfettered  and  dispassionate 
judgment,  and  with  an  earnest  and  most 
anxious  desire  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion 
upon  the  subject,  he  approached  the  consi- 
deration of  this  important  question.     Hav- 
ing voted  for  those  alterations  in  the  Tariff 
which  were  equally  with  the  present  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  objected  to  by 
the  protectionist  party,  and  having  seen 
the  good  effects  produced  by  those  altera- 
tions, he  confessed  that  he  thought  there 
was  every  encouragement  to  proceed  in  the 
same  course,  and  to  attend  to  that  recom- 
mendation in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
which  was   directly  controverted  by   the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House.     The 
question   was  not  merely  of  importance 
in   its   commercial  bearings — a   light  in 
which  it  was  too  exclusively  regarded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  and  his  asso- 
ciates, but,  now  that  it  had  been  involun- 
tarily proposed  to  that  House  by  the  pre- 
sent Ministry,  of  still  greater  importance 
in  its  political  bearing.     It  was  necessary 
to  look  at  the  question  in  both  points  of 
view;  and  first  for  the  political  part  of  the 
case,  the  importance  of  which  he  frankly 
admitted  coidd  not  be  overrated.     In  a  free 
country,  there  was  no  evil  so  great,  in  his 
opinion,  as  a  loss  of  confidence  on  the  part 
of  the  people  in  public  men.     Were  there 
any,  he  would  ask,  amongst  those  who  de- 
claimed 80  noisily  on   ^ese  topics  now, 
who  had  ever  reconsidered  a  vote,  or  re- 
Bciaded  a  decision,  in  order  to  maintain  in 
office  a  Minister  who,  as   they  deemed, 
would  guarantee  the  maintenance  of  tho 
existing  Corn  Laws  ?     He  never  supported 
the  Minister  in  the  moment  of  his  power 


when  he  thought  him  wrong,  and  that  was 
a  strong  reason  why  he  should  not  with- 
hold his  support  from  him  now,  in  the  mo- 
ment of  his  weakness,  when  he  thought 
hira  right.  His  belief  was,  that  instead  of 
a  loss  of  confidence  in  public  men,  a  fair  and 
calm  consideration  of  the  course  which  had 
been  taken  during  the  last-  few  months 
would,  when  the  heat  of  party  had  subsided, 
go  far  to  raise  the  character  of  public  men, 
and  to  rekindle  once  more  feelings  of  con- 
fidence in  the  integrity  of  statesmen. 
What  were  the  simple  facts  of  the  case  ? 
Impressed  with  the  belief  that,  with  an 
impending  scarcity  in  Ireland,  and  in  the 
general  circumstances  of  the  coimtry,  some 
prompt  remedy  and  some  important  altera- 
tions in  our  commercial  policy  were  indis- 
pensable, the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
took  a  step  which  was,  in  his  judgment, 
worthy  of  the  responsibilities  of  his  office, 
and  worthy  of  the  Minister  of  a  great 
country.  On  the  Ist  of  November,  1845, 
he  reconmiended  to  his  Colleagues  the 
opening  of  the  ports  for  the  admission  of 
foreign  grain.  In  that  proposal  the  Ca- 
binet did  not  agree,  and  the  consequence 
was,  the  resignation  of  the  Ministry.  The 
difficulty  of  dealing  with  the  Com  Laws 
might  have  been  evaded  by  throwing  up 
office  in  the  first  instance;  but  this,  with 
the  prospect  of  impending  scarcity  in  Ire- 
land, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  honourably 
declined,  imtil  he  had  tried  the  expedient 
of  the  opening  of  the  ports  with  his  own 
Cabinet.  Having  failed  in  this,  he  re- 
signed office.  He  gave  no  opinion  as  to 
a  successor.     But  to  use  his  own  words — 

"  I  thought  it  un&ir  and  dishonourable,  under 
the  impression  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London  would  be  the  Minister,  not  to  take 
those  steps  which  I  thought  would  diminish  his 
embarrassments." 

On  the  6th  of  December  the  Ministry  re- 
signed ;  on  the  8th  of  December  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wrote  a  letter  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty— 

— "  offering  the  assurance  of  his  perfect  readiness 
to  support,  if  proposed  bj  others,  those  measures 
which  he  had  himself  deemed  necessary" — 

And  he  further  added,  with  a  solicitude 
for  the  public  service  most  worthy  of  imita- 
tion— 

**  That  with  regard  to  any  increased  estimates 
which  the  position  of  the  country  might  render 
necessary,  he  would  assume  any  degree  of  respon- 
sibility, present  or  retrospective,  which  could  iairly 
attach  to  him." 

Those  who  could  take  a  dispassionate  view 
of  the  case,  and  would  endeavour  to  place 
themselves  in  tho  position,  of  the  right  hon. 
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Baronet— a    position    encompassed    with 
enormous  difficulties — on  the  Ist  of  No- 
vember, 1845,  would  not  pass  any  harsh 
judgment  upon  the  course  pursued  by  him 
on  that  occasion.      It  was  mighty  easy 
to  be  statesmen  after  the  fact — ^to  magnify 
the  claims  of  party  above  the  interests  of 
the  coimtry ;  but  he  thought  he  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  saying  that,  with  his  views 
of  impending  scarcity  in  Ireland,  and  of  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  a  change  of 
policy  to  the  Empire  at  large,  whatever 
might  have  been  the  seeming  consistency 
of  a  proposal  to   maintain  the    existing 
Com    Laws,    that   proposal   would    have 
been  the  real  treachery  which  you  imputed 
to  him,  because  he  had  thought  it  for 
their  interests  and  for  the  interests  of  all 
to  relieve  them  from  the  odium  of  stipulat- 
ing for  those  restrictions  in  such  a  mo- 
ment of  pressure.     There  was  but  one 
point  in  the  conduct  of  the  political  leaders 
on  this  question  which  he  viewed  with  re- 
gret, and  that  was  the  somewhat  unfur 
position  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  and  the  Whig  party  generally, 
had  assumed  for  themselves  during  the 
course  of  these  debates.     They  must  re- 
member that  they  were  themselves  protec- 
tionists up  to  a  very  late  period,  as  well  as 
those  who  sat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.     But  now,  what  were  the  alterna- 
tives proposed  by  the  opponents  of  the  Go- 
vernment ?    Their  first  proposal  was  a  dis- 
solution of  the  present  Parliament.     Now, 
this  was  a  very  good  subject  for  declama- 
tion, and  he  had  heard  of  it  before.   Why, 
he  recollected  that  when  the  Government 
brought  in  their  Bill  for  the  endowment  of 
the  Koman  Cathotic  College  of  Maynooth 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  just  the 
same  language  was  held  as  to  the  violation 
of  pledges.     Such  a  precedent  once  set 
would  lead  to  the  most  dangerous  conse- 
quences.   What  would  be  the  practical  re- 
sults?    Would  such  a  course  insure  the 
calm,  dispassionate,  deliberate  adjustment 
of  conflicting  claims  on  this  or  any  other 
important  question  ?      Why,   the    result 
would  be  this,  that  you  would  have  the 
country  governed  one  year  by    Exeter- 
hall  and  the  Anti-Maynooth  Conference 
Committee,  and  the  next  by  No.  17,  Old 
Bond-street,  and  the   Central  Protection 
Society  and  its  affiliated  branches.     Both 
to  the  electors  and  the  elected  the  evil  ten- 
dency of  such  a  system  would  become  more 
clearly  apparent  from  the  present  embar- 
rassment of  many  representatives  and  of 
many  constituencies.    Public  men  in  Eng- 


land would  henceforih  be  content  topUii 

themselves  to  do  their   dutj»  aceormift 

their  view  of  the  merits  of  everf  quflsii 

as  it  was  proposed  for  their  corny  dmna 

and  the  electors  would  remember  the  adiie 

of  a  great  statesman,    no  mean  antbaiR 

on  questions  of  constitutional  right— Iz 

Burke,  who  declared,  tbat — 

**  They  are  not  under  m.  £alm»  ahow  of  Ite? 
but  in  truth  to  ezeroiflo  an   nnnatuial,  isfOB^ 
domination,  tyrannically  to  exact  frank  thote  i^ 
oiBciAte  in  tho  State,  not   an  entire  deroCaoBii 
their  interests,  which  is  their  right,  but  an  aifs 
submission  to  their  occasional  will,  eTttDgaisbiK 
thereby,  in  all  those  who  serve  them,  aXi  an 
principle,  all  sense  of  dignity*  all  use  of  judlgaoL 
all  consistency  of  oharacter,   'whilst,  bjtbaf^. 
same  process,  they  gire  themselres  up,  a  pnp< 
a  suitable,  but  a  most  contemptible  prey  wife 
servile  ambition  of  popular  syeophanta,  or  eoot^ 
flatterers." 

There  was  one  resignation  which  had  hea 
hoth  offered  and  accepted   on  the  preset 
occasion,  which  furnished  a  deplorable  oob- 
mentary  on  the  justice  of  that  new.   H 
one  man  more  than  another  in  that  Ho«» 
had  shown  an  entire  devotion  to  the  pal& 
interest — to  the  cause  of  the  suffering  td 
helpless,  wherever  they  were  to  be  foxoA 
that  man  was  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Asfi- 
ley)  who  for  so  many  years  represented  th« 
county  of  Dorset  in  Parliament.     Tbst  i»- 
ble  Lord  stood  in  no  need  of  praise  ;  ^ 
name  would  long  live  in  the  best  affeotioitf 
of  his  countrymen  ;  but  that  cause  wooM 
hardly  commend  itself  to  the  hearts  of  ^ 
people  of  England  (and  he  th&nkedM 
that  he  did  not  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  d^ 
fend  it)  which  involved  in  its  maintenAD09 
the  exclusion  of  such  a  man  as  Lord  Adi- 
ley  from  Parliament.     The  other  alterns- 
tive  proposed  by  the  opponents  of  the  ^ 
vemment  was  a  compromise  apparently  in    | 
the  shape  of  a  fixed  duty.     Now,  that  ap    | 
peared  to  him  the  most  curious  expe^^n^ 
for  getting  out  of  a  difficulty  that  crer 
entered  the  mind  of  man.      Why,  ^ 
proposal  of  a  fixed  duty  on  com  by  the 
Conservative  party  would  involve  precisrf/ 
the  greatest  amount  of  political  dishon^^J 
that  could  by  possibility  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  question.     Why,  this  was 
precisely  the  point  and  pith  of  their  contest 
with  the  Whig  party  at  the  election  rf 
1841,  so  far  as  that  contest  turned  upon 
the  question  of  tho  Com  Laws,  the  merits 
of  the  sliding-scale  as  against  the  fixed 
duty.  How  could  they,  having  dehberatelj 
made  choice  of  the  sliding-scale,  nov  tbs^ 
that  scale  had  slid  from  under  ^em— bow 
could  they  with  common  decency  cone  for- 
ward now  and  propose  a  fixed  duty  irfaeo 


"•~^  — 


extended  to  the 
When  they  wer^ 
prove  their  land,  i 
nefit  from  the  i  i 
must  My,  that  [ 
far,  and  that  th  ; 
land  by  the  si  . 
proved  their  mai  i 
the  noble  Lord 
visited  Glasgow,  I 
that  the  right  h<  i 
agricultnriu  par  | 
for  he  had  left  . 
selves.  But  he  : 
Lord  went  back  . 
able  to  tell  th 
party,  both  by  i 
lence  of  their  i 
themselves  prel 
i*ith  the  noble 
Gentleman  had  \ 
great  nnkindnes 
port«rs  last  Dec  •- 
to  do,  they  wi 
themeelveB  so  m  i 
tain  bon.  Friend '. 
their  seats  inthi  i 
the  views  of  the  i 
bad  been  often  I : 
refer  to  old  spei  i 
gether  beside  tl 
very  well  for  hi 
complain  of  thei ' 
ment  for  bavin: 
abouldbe  glad  i 
her  for  Stockpo: 
Dnrham,  were  t 
they  had  been  : 
protection,  wool 
with  utonishmer 
election  of  Sont ! 
jection  of  Lord  I 
the  feelings  of  tb  I 
Goremment.  •' 
which  was  beld 
borders  of  Soutli 
lutions  were  pae: 
expressed  by  thr 
sures  proposed  1> 
ral  election  won: 
be  the  greatest  ]: 
vemment  and  of 
He  objected  to 
yet  he  bad  beai' 
tion;  and  he  b 
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live  position  with  reference  to  the  rich  ? 
Had  they  advanced  in  their  comforts  in  pro- 
portion to  the  advances  made  by  the  classes 
above  them  ?     When  the  inequalities  of  so- 
cial condition  in  a  nation  became  too  great, 
all  history  taught  but  one  fearful  lesson  as 
to  the  result.     It  was  very  easy  to  talk  of 
our  Constitution  as  a  territorial  Constitu- 
tion; yet  the  men  who  now  talked  most 
loudly  of  the  rights  of  electors  were,  in 
many  cases,  the  very  men  who  had  de- 
graded that  most  important  class — the  ten- 
ant farmers  of   England — into  the  mere 
golitical  tools  of  their  party,  purposes.  And 
e  confessed,  that  in  coming  to  a  conclu- 
sion upon  that  question,  the  old  Spanish 
proverb  had  had  considerable  weight  with 
him,—"  Show  me  your  friends,  and  I  will 
tell  you  what  you  are;"  and  when  he  look- 
ed to  the  friends  of  the  Government  on  the 
present  occasion,  what  did  he  find  ?     Was 
my   Lord   Talbot,    for  example,   resident 
amongst  the  undrained  lands  and  the  agri- 
cultural helots  of  the  county  of  Bucking- 
ham?    Or  were  many  other  enlightened 
agriculturists,  who  supported  these  mea- 
sures, answerable  for  iJie  condition  of  Sus- 
sex, where  a  large  farmer  told  a  friend  of 
his  (Mr.  M*Geachy's)  the  other  day,   as 
they  were  looking  at  a  field  in  which  there 
was  a  lamentable  preponderance  of  thistles 
over  turnips,   **  that  he  must  own  he  had 
been  very  imfortunate  in  his  turnips  this 
year,  but  that  for  his  part  he  never  saw 
any  harm  come  of  thistles  ?"     It  only  re- 
mained for  him  to  express  his  earnest  hope 
that,  when  that  measure  had  passed,  they 
should  proceed  to  other  measures  calculated 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people,  their  moral  and  intellectual,  as  well 
as  their  physical  wants;  and,  looking  at 
the  state  of  some  of  our  great  manufac- 
turing towns,  he  thought  that  there  was 
now  a   noble  opportunity  for  employing 
that  enormous  fund  of  the  Anti-Com-Law 
League,  now  likely  to  be  useless  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  raised,  in  erecting 
some  peaceful  trophy  of  their  victory,  and 
for  identifying  the  names  of  their  leaders, 
not  ^ith  the  remembrance  of  a  temporary 
and  evanescent  and  most  questionable  agi- 
tation, but  with  some  permanent  establish- 
ments for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the  desti- 
tute, and  the  oppressed.     For  these  and 
other  reasons  lie  had  come,  after  full  and 
earnest  thought  upon  the  subject,  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  the  course  most  con- 
sistent with  the  duty  he  owed  to  the  con- 
stituency he  represented,  with  the  duty  he 
owed  to  the  great  interests  of  the  country. 


and  with  that  duty  livliicli.  he  owed  to  )k 
own  personal  honour,  to  givB  his  eards 
and  earnest  support  to  the  meunires  m 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govenuaat; 
convinced  as  he  was  th&t  thej  were  wo- 
sures  which  would  tend  to  promote  tJl£g^ 
neral  welfare  of  all  cLaases  of  the  cooun- 
nity,  and  place  the  future  greatDees  mi 
prosperity  of  this  Empire  upon  the  one  yk 
foundation  upon  which  that  ^^reatness  ad 
that  prosperity  could  securely  rest  — 
namely,  the  loyal  affections  of  a  ecfiAa^ 
and  confiding  people. 

Mr.  PACKE  observed,   that   the  lua 
Member  who  had  last  addressed  the  Hmar 
expressed  a  hope  with  respect  to  the  ip- 
propriation  of  the  funds  of  the  Anti-Con- 
Law  League.     He,  however,  heliered  tfai 
those  funds  had  been  raised   for  the  pv* 
pose  of  agitation,   and  that    thej  nerrr 
would  be  applied  to  -any    other  purpose. 
Much  as  he  admired  the  tact  and  ability  d 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the   First  Lord  d 
the  Treasury,  and  often  as  he  had  support- 
ed him  upon  the  other  side  of  the  Hoase, 
and  frequently  upon  this  (the  Ministcriil) 
side  of  the  House,  yet  he  was  compelled  ta 
say  he  had  not  as  yet  heard  a  single  argu- 
ment adduced  in  favour  of  a  repeal  of  ^ 
Com  Laws.     The  present  state  of  Irekd 
had  been  alluded  to  as  a  reason  for  the  pro- 
posal of  the  present  measure  affecting  com; 
but  ho,  for  one,  declared  that  he  could  B«e 
no  connection  between  a  remedy  for  the 
distresses  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  tha 
total  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  on  the  Isl 
day  of  February,  1849.     The  right  htm. 
Baronet    had     maintained    that    another 
powerful  argument  in  favour  of  free  trade 
was  to  be  found  in  the  national  prospentf 
that  had  existed  for  the  past  three  years 
under  the  system  of  relaxed  duties.    Tie 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down  also 
remarked,  that  the  consequences  of  such 
relaxation  had  been  so  encouraging  that  he 
was  prepared  to  record  his  vote  in  favour®' 
still  further  reductions.     Why,  did  not  the 
hon.  Member  know  that  the  prosperity  of 
the  past  three  years  had  been  in  conBe- 
quence  of  that  very  protection  which  it  was 
now  sought  to  abolish  ?  Nevertheless,  that 
prosperity  was  adduced  as  an  argument  hi 
favour  of  free  trade.     This  prospeiity  had 
likewise  been  brought  about  by  the  prospe- 
rous harvest,  and  the  increased  production 
of  the  land  under  an  improved  system  of 
agriculture.     But  if  the  law  of  1842  was 
now  to  be  altered,  faith  would  be  broken 
with  the  fanners,  who  had  invested  their 
capital  believing  that  protection  would  be 
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extended  to  the  produce  of  their  industry. 
AVlieii  they  were  told  that  they  might  im- 
prove their  knd,  and  thus  obtain  great  be- 
ne'fi.t  from  the  measures  of  free  trade,  he 
must  say,  that  they  might  be  pushed  too 
far,  and  that  they  could  not  improve  their 
land  by  the  same  process  as  they  im- 
proved their  manufacturing  system.  When 
the   noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
visited  Glasgow,  he  told  his  auditory  there 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  treated  the 
ag^cultural  party  with  great  unkindness, 
for  he  had  left  them  to^  speak  for  them- 
selves.    But  he  thought,  when  that  noble 
Lord  went  back  to  Glasgow,  he  would  be 
able   to    tell  them  that  the  agricultural 
party,  both  by  the  number  and  the  excel- 
lence of  their    speeches,    had    defended 
themselTes  pretty  well.     But  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  treated  his  supporters  with 
great  unkindness.     If  he  had  told  his  sup- 
porters last  December  what  he  was  going 
to    do,   they  would  not   have  committed 
themselves  so  much  as  they  did,  and  cer- 
tain hon.  Friends  of  his  would  not  have  lost 
their  seats  in  this  House  if  they  had  known 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.   They 
had  been  often  told  that  they  ought  not  to 
refer  to  old  speeches,  as  these  were  alto- 
gether beside  the  question.     Now  it  was 
very  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
complain  of  their  finding  fault  with  Govern- 
ment for  having  deserted  them;  but  he 
should  be  glad  to  know  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport,  or  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham,  were  to  get  up  and  declare  that 
they  had  been  converted  to  the  cause  of 
protection,  would  not  Covent  Garden  ring 
with  astonishment  and  indignation  ?     The 
Section  of  South  Nottingham,  and  the  re- 
jection of  Lord  Lincoln,  was  one  proof  of 
the  feelings  of  the  agriculturists  towards  the 
Government.     Another  was  the  meeting 
which  was  held  at  Loughborough,  on  the 
borders  of  South  Notts,  where  strong  reso- 
lutions were  passed,  and  much  indignation 
expressed  by  the  agriculturists  at  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  Government.  If  a  gene- 
ral election  wore  to  take  place,  there  would 
be  the  greatest  possible  distrust  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  of  all  public  men  whatever. 
He  objected  to  the  measure,  because  as 
yet  he  had  heard  no  reason  for  its  adop- 
tion; and  he  believed  its  effect  would  be 
seriously  and  vitally  injurious  to  the  best 
mterests  of  the  country.     He  objected  to 
it,  secondly,  because  it  was  a  breach  of 
faith  with  the  constituencies  of  the  Empire 
—and  above  all,  he  objected  to  it  because, 


in  the  words  of  a  late  Member  of  die  Ca- 
binet— a  nobleman  who  was  not  only  noble 
by  birth,  but  noble  by  his  political  charac- 
ter, he  objected  to  it  because  he  could  not 
support  the  Government  without  a  viola- 
tion of  his  consistency  and  honour. 

Mb.  fox  MAULE  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions upon  this  question.  He  did  so  from 
feeling  it  was  right  that  those  who  were 
connected  solely  with  the  landed  property 
of  the  country,  and  who  had  nothing  else 
to  look  to,  ought  to  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  they  supported  the  proposition 
of  Her  Majesty  s  Government.  He  could 
not  say  of  that  proposition  that  it  had  his 
entire  and  cordial  approval,  because  it  did 
not  go  to  the  extent  he  wished  it  to  pro- 
ceed. It  fell  short  of  that  which  he  con- 
sidered requisite  to  remedy  the  difficulties 
it  was  proposed  to  meet;  but  nevertheless, 
such  as  it  was,  he  for  one  accepted  it  with 
gratitude,  and  he  should  endeavour  to  give 
it  his  most  cordial  support.  He  had  listen- 
ed to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed 
the  Amendment,  and  he  confessed  he  felt 
some  difficulty  in  accounting  for  the  state- 
ment he  had  made  with  reference  to  the 
feelings  this  measure  had  created,  not  only 
in  the  breasts  of  landlords,  but  in  the 
breasts  of  farmers  and  agricultural  laboiur- 
ers  on  this  side  the  Tweed.  It  had  been 
his  duty,  ever  since  the  measure  had 
been  proposed,  to  investigate  the  feelings 
which  existed  towards  it  in  that  coun- 
try and  among  that  class  to  which  he 
more  inmiediately  belonged;  and  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  publicly  declaring  that  the 
result  of  that  investigation  had  been  this — 
not  only  was  there  no  panic  among  the 
landlords,  or  among  the  farmers,  but  in 
spite  of  all  that  had  been  said,  agricultural 
arrangements  were  proceeding  with  an  ili- 
creased  activity  from  day  to  day.  He 
would  state  to  the  House,  in  reference  to 
the  observations  which  had  fallen  from  the 
other  side,  a  practical  example  of  that 
which  he  had  mentioned.  When  this  pro- 
position was  first  made,  a  document  was 
laid  before  a  public  meeting  emanating 
from  one  to  whom,  however  he  might  have 
sometimes  differed  upon  the  means  he  took 
to  advocate  this  question,  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  the  country  was  under  a 
very  deep  debt  of  gratitude  for  his  exer- 
tions. He  meant  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport.  The  letter  which  that  hon. 
Gentleman  addressed  to  the  farmers  of  the 
kingdom,  shortly  after  this  measure  was 
proposed,  had  been  widely  canvassed  in  his 
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county,  at  many  of  the  largest  markets 
there ;  and  within  ten  days  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  had  developed  his  measures,  the  far- 
mers, who  he  would  not  say  were  in  the  first 
instance  anxious  for  them,  hut  after  having 
seen  and  heard  the  arg^nments  in  their  sup- 
port in  that  letter,  they  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, that  instead  of  heing  put  off  for 
three  years,  their  interests  would  have  heen 
hest  consulted  had  the  abolition  of  the 
Com  Laws  taken  place  at  once.    Such  was 
his  own  conclusion ;  and  he  must  say,  that 
he  looked  with  regret  upon  the  proposed 
measure  of  the  Government,  because  it 
contained  provisions  for  maintaining  the 
present  Com  Laws  for  a  further  period  of 
three  years ;  and  he  also  looked  with  regret 
upon  die  time  which  had  already  intei*vcned 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pro- 
posed this  measure,  and  which  he  feared 
must  yet  intervene  before  even  the  measure 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  be  car- 
ried into  effect.    He  could  not  but  remem- 
ber that  on  the  Ist  of  November  last  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed,  on 
account  of  the  apprehended  scarcity  both 
in  Ireland  and  in  this  country,  to  open  the 
ports  f6r  the  free  admission  of  foreign  grain. 
We  had  now  arrived  at  nearly  the  end  of 
March,  and  still  there  was  no  decided  pros- 
pect of  even  the  partial  remedy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  being  carried  through 
that  House  of  Parliament.     He  certainly 
had  anticipated,  and  had  hoped,   before 
that  House  should  separate  for  the  Easter 
recess,  that  the  measure  would  at  any  rate 
have  passed  that  tribunal ;  but  he  regretted 
to  think  that,  during  the  next  week,  they 
were  to  have  mixed  up  with  that  debate 
another  subject  of  the  deepest  importance 
to  a  neighbouring  country ;  and  the  expe- 
rience which  he  had  had  of  Irish  debates, 
forbad  him  to  hope  that  the  present  mea- 
sure would  be  read  a  third  time  in  that 
House  before  the  Easter  recess.     Under 
all  the  circumstances,  he  could  not  antici- 
pate that  before  the  end  of  May  at  least, 
any  advantage  could  be  expected  to  accrue 
from  it.     He  could  not  find  fault  with  the 
length  of  time  which  the  discussion  of  that 
subject  had  already  occupied ;  for  every 
one  had  a  right  fully  to  speak  upon  so  im- 
portant a  subject,  particularly  if  he  felt 
that  his  interests  were  affected.    The  land- 
lords had  stated  that  it  was  a  question  in 
which  they  were  deeply  concerned.     He 
(Mr.  F.  Maule)  must  say  he  believed  that 
in  his  county  the  interests  of  the  landlords 
wotdd  be  as  safe  after  this  measure  should 


become  law,  as  they  irere  at  present ;  oi 
he  not  only  believed   that  the  alann  vfcia 
they  expressed  now  ^^tba  ^^roimdleas,  batk 
was  surprised  at  the  conduct  of  muj^ 
those  who  had,  if  he  mi^ht  lue  tiie  » 
pression,   the  very  groandleesaets  of  t 
under  their  own  immediate  eyes.   He  kw 
one  noble  Lord  who    had   withdnwa  \k 
proxy  from  the  Govemment,  and  had  gim 
it  to  the  noble  Duke  who  led  the  prplBr- 
tionist  party  in  another  place  ;  and  yet  k 
knew  at  the  same  time  that  ten  days  ififf 
the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  Had  made  his  p^ 
posal  known  to  the  country,  the  noble  M 
had  let  two  fiirms  upon  hia  own  prvpertf 
at  an  increased  rental.   He  stated  the  bn, 
because  one  fact  was  worth  a  bushd  d 
arguments.     One  farm  was  renewed  fori 
period  of  nineteen  years.      Previously  At 
rent  was  4802.  a  year.     Ten  dajs  aha 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  proposal  was  ins^ 
known,  a  rent  was  offered  for  the  ensozi^' 
nineteen  years  of  5701.  per  annmn  ;  beoig 
an  increase  of  902.  a  year*      Hitherto  t^ 
rent  had  been  paid  half  in  ^^rain  tad  haH 
in  money ;  the  whole  increase  of  rent  wsi 
conditioned  to  be  paid  exclusively  in  monej- 
The  other  farm  was  let  within  a  few  dsjs 
afterwards.     He  was  not  acquainted  witii 
the  precise  details ;  but  he  was  witfain  tfce 
mark  when  he  stated  that  it  had  been  lei 
at  an  increased  rent  of  20  per  cent.    Be 
had  consulted  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Isnd 
agents  in  the  large  county  of  Perth,  sod 
they  could  not  inform  him  of  one  singie 
instance  within  their  knowledge  where  the 
lease  of  a  farm  having  expired,  the  off^ 
on  it  had  not  risen,  and  the  increased  offen 
had  not  been  accepted  by  the  landlord^' 
He  observed  that  a  few  days  ago  a  petitioD 
had  been  presented  in  another  place  from 
the  county  of  Haddington,   against  ^ 
proposed  measures  of  the  Government ;  snd 
yet  he  knew  that  so  far  from  having  been 
depressed  in  value,  a  farm  in  that  counij 
had  not  many  days  ago  been  let  upon  s 
new  lease  at  the  enormous  price  or  i?^ 
guineas  an  acre.    These  facts  concurred  to 
make  him  think  that  if  the  whole  agricnl- 
tural  interest  of  Scotland  were  fairly  ^^ 
consider  the  proposed  measures,  the  result 
would  be  that  they  would  look  forward  <o 
the  issue  of  the  principles  of  free  trade  as 
to  one  which  would  enable  them  to  stand 
in  a  much  improved  condition  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  other  classes  of  the  commtmity* 
He  looked  upon  those  measures  of  Her 
Majesty's    Government   as  calculated  to 
sooth  and  calm  the  feelings  of  irritation 
which  might  exist  in  our  onm  community; 
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l>ut  lie  looked  also  upon  thoae  measures  of 
commercial  freedom,  as  calculated  to  reach 
to  a  far  greater  extent,  and  to  secure  peace 
between  nations  and  throughout  the  world. 
Let  them  look  to  America,  and  he  would 
ask  to  what  did  thej  attribute  the  changed 
tone  of  America  ?   He  attributed  it,  first,  to 
the  calm  and  dignified  manner  in  which  all 
parties  in  this  country  had  treated  the  sub- 
ject in  dispute ;  but  he  equally  ascribed  it 
to  those  measures  of  freedom  of  trade  and 
commercial  liberty   which  had  emanated 
from    Her    Majesty's    Government,    and 
which  he  was  sure  would  be  ioimd  by  all 
parties,  whether  extended  to  America  or  to 
any  other  country  on  the  face  of  the  globe, 
to  be  their  best  security  for  peace,  whilst 
they  would  eventually  secure  to  this  coun- 
try an  abundant  supply  of  all  articles  which 
entered  into  the  food  and  conduced  to  the 
comfort  of  the  people. 

Mb.  CHOLMONDBLEY,  in  venturing 
to  offer  to  the  House  a  very  few  remarks 
upon  the  important  question  which  now  oc- 
cupied its  attention,  might  perhaps  be  per- 
mitted to  allude  for  one  moment  to  a  sub- 
ject to  which  an  hon.   Member  had  re- 
ferred; the  allusion  was  to  a  subject  which 
he  had  had  no  intention  of  introducing— a 
dissolution  of  Parliament  upon  this  ques- 
tion.    There  might  be  many  grave  objec- 
tions ui*ged  against  such  a  course;  but  still 
he  could  not  but  think,  in  spite  of  those 
objections,  that  such  a  course  would  have 
been  most  safe  and  most  advisable.     He 
might  be  told  that  it  would  be  unconstitu- 
tional and  dangerous  —  t)iat  the  House 
of  Commons  stood  to  the  country  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  relative  position  as  an  in- 
dividual Member  stood  to  his  constituents, 
and  that  the  same  considerations  which 
wonld  prevent  the  Representative  from  con- 
sulting his  constituents  as  to  a  particular 
vote,  ought  to  withhold  the  House  from  ap- 
pealing to  the  country  on  this  particular 
question.     All  this  he  had  no  doubt  was 
theoretically  true;  but  how  did  the  matter 
stand  when  we  came  to  practical  results  ? 
He  thought  it  might  be  fairly  illustrated 
by  one  particular  case-^the  case  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment.    On  one  memorable   occasion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  resign  his  trust  into  tho  hands  of 
those  who  had  committed  it  to  him.     He 
had  told  the  House  the  other  night  that  he 
then  thought  he  had  taken  a  wrong  course. 
That  might  have  been  the  case  constitu- 
tionally; but  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wish  what  he   had  done  undone?    He 


thought  not.  He  had  done  it  because  he 
felt  that  honour  and  conscience  required 
it;  and  for  yielding  to  those  dictates  he  was 
sure  neither  an  individual  Member  nor 
that  House  would  ever  lose  credit  with  the 
country.  He  thought  that  by  the  same 
dictates  of  honour  and  conscience  the 
House  was,  even  at  this  late  period,  bound 
to  give  the  cotmtry  an  opportunity  of  pro- 
nouncing upon  a  measure  which  was  so 
important  to  every  one  in  the  country. 
Surely  if  this  measure  was  to  become  the 
law  of  the  land,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  count 
his  numbers  with  greater  satisfaction,  when 
he  felt  that  he  could  not  be  accused  of 
taking  the  country  by  sniprise;  and  that 
the  majority  which  enabled  him  to  carry 
this  measure  was  a  majority  (which  he  de- 
nied the  present  would  be)  which  spoke 
the  sense  of  the  cotmtry.  Having  said 
thus  much  on  this  point,  he  might  now 
perhaps  be  allowed  to  state  in  a  very  few 
sentences  the  reasons  why  with  much  re- 
gret he  now  found  himself  in  opposition  to 
the  Government.  He  must  say  that  he 
saw  nothing  in  the  state  of  the  case,  and 
heard  nothing  in  the  arguments  which  had 
been  advanced,  to  change  the  opinions 
which  he  had  always  entertained  on  this 
subject.  He  might  be  met  with  state- 
ments of  distress,  famine,  and  pestilence 
in  Ireland,  and  asked  if  such  matters  were 
to  be  treated  with  levity.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  there  was  in  this  cotmtry  any 
general  feeling  of  indifference  to  the  state 
of  Ireland.  But  admitting  even  to  their 
utmost  extent  the  statements  of  present 
misfortune,  and,  going  stiU  further,  ad- 
mitting all  the  expected  calamity,  he  still 
thought  that  the  Irish  emergency  might 
have  been  met  at  a  less  price  than  that  of 
a  total  revolution  of  the  whole  agricultural 
interest,  as  well  as  the  whole  home  and  fo- 
reign trade  of  the  country.  When  he  said 
revolution,  he  used  the  word  in  its  literal 
sense,  a  turning  over,  an  absolute  altera- 
tion, for  such  it  was;  it  was  an  absolute 
revolution  for  good  or  for  evil:  he  trusted 
it  might  be  for  good;  but  suppose  it  were 
for  evil — suppose  the  present  measure,  in- 
stead of  relieving  Irish  misery,  were  but  to 
superadd  English  to  Irish  distress — ^in  what 
a  position  should  we  feel  ourselves  ?  And  be 
it  remembered  that  this  measure,  offering 
in  case  of  failure  so  terrible  an  alternative, 
was  brought  forward,  not  at  a  moment  of 
great  national  distress,  of  great  depression 
of  trade;  it  was  not  brought  forward  at  an 
emergency  when  to  avoid  the  certainty  of  im- 


pending  min  tbej  tniut  etn1»ace  llie  aher- 
naliTe  of  great  ifOBoible  cftUmitv;  dd  the 
cvntisry,  it  was  proposed  to  them  at  ftperiod 
of  (with  one  exception)  aUuost  noeianipled 
natioDal  prosperitj;  and  with  r^nrd  to 
that  one  cxeep^a,  with  r^ard  to  the 
Irish  emergency,  it  mrelj  would  hare  been 
better  met  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  origi- 
nal propowtion  of  opening  the  ports,  lie 
knew  dtat  the  proposition  had  once  been  ne- 
gatixed  in  the  Cabinet;  bnt  he  coold  not  hnt 
think  that  the  powers  of  persuasion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  which  had  induced  the 
Cabinet  to  co-operate  m  the  larger  measure, 
wonld  have  enabled  him  to  carry  the 
smsller;  and  as  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, that  smaller  measure,  the  tempo- 
rary opening  of  the  ports,  woold  have  af- 
forded more  effectual  or  more  inimediate 
rehef,  putting  oat  of  the  questioa  the  in- 
expediency of  meeting  a  temporary  eril  by 
a  permanent  enactment.  And,  as  to  the 
difficulty  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet of  closing  the  ports  again  after  "  the 
sweets  of  the  absence  of  protection"  had 
once  been  tasted,  surely  that  was  the  most 
conclusive  argument  that  could  be  adduced 
in  favour  of  such  a  measore ;  for  the  de- 
gree to  which  "  the  sweets  of  the  absence 
of  protection"  received  the  approval  or 
disapproT&l  of  the  country  in  general,  would 
fumidi  the  strongest  possible  Justification 
of  the  abolition,  or  reason  for  the  continu- 
ance, of  the  present  system  of  Com  Laws. 
So  much  for  the  state  of  the  case.  With 
respect  to  arguments,  he  had  promised  not 
to  detain  the  lIouBe;  and  after  the  length- 
ened discussion  that  had  taken  place,  he 
was  not  presumptuous  enough  to  suppose 
that  ho  could  offer  anything  new  upon  the 
subject ;  but  there  was  one  point  on  which 
be  wished  to  say  a  single  word.  In  tho 
course  of  his  speech,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  endeavoured  to  prove  that  a  low  price 
of  food  and  high  wages  went  hand  in  hand, 
and  adduced  the  last  three  years  in  support 
of  his  assertion  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman totally  passed  over  Uie  fact,  that, 
during  the  last  three  years  there  had  been 
a  cause  in  operation  which,  however  bene- 
ficial, conld  not  be  considered  as  ]k 
and,  consequently,  was  not  adiiii'i 
a  calculation  of  that  nature.  II 
to  the  immense  number  of  railrn.K 
cess  of  construction.  Thesi'  pri' 
immense  artificial  and  tfuipurnn 
for  labour,  and  consequent  ini 
^e  rate  of  wages;  whilst  goiHl 
had  produced  a  comparatively 
of    food ;    '     I      -"^.al    blcssinga 


conntry,  but  ndtber  of  whidi  coald  be 
counted  on  as  permanort  ones.  He  fa*^ 
he  must  own,  great  confideoce  in  tbe 
sagacity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
and  be  was  also  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  brought  forward  any 
measure  of  the  expediency  of  wbicb  he  was 
not  convinced.  He  was  ready  to  ii^t'1. 
too,  that,  as  br  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  gone,  his  measnies  had  worked 
well  for  the  conntry.  He  busted  the  re- 
salts  of  the  present  measnies  ought  be 
good,  for  he  liked  to  look  at  the  bright  aide 
of  every  question.  At  the  same  time  be 
coold  not  but  see  that  human  nature  was 
fallible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  m^ibl 
be  right;  bnt  then  he  mi^t  be  wrong,  and 
that,  too,  upon  a  matter  of  vital  import- 
ance. With  the  exception  of  Irish  dis- 
tress, he  believed  the  country  to  he  in  a 
state  of  great  prosperity.  Thai,  ongbt 
thej  to  run  this  risk,  and  expose  the  conn- 
try to  a  great  danger  ?  He  had,  be  re- 
peated, great  confidence  in  the  right  bon. 
Baronet's  sagacity,  and  on  ordinary  occa- 
sions would  strain  a  point,  or  saciifice  an 
opinion,  to  support  hun ;  but  he  eoold  not 
hnt  feel  that  this  waa  an  enonnons  expen- 
ment;  uncalled  for  by  present  emergencies; 
tried,  not  at  a  period  of  great  nal^mal  dis- 
tress, but  at  a  moment  of  ahnost  ommB. 
pled  national  prosperity — an  experiment 
that  might,  and  he  trusted  would  be, 
snccestful ;  but  one  whose  failure  wonU 
be  so  disastrous,  that  he  could  not  un- 
dertake the  responubility  of  being  tmm 
of  those  who  helped  to  make  this  meason 
the  Uw  of  the  land.  He  trasted  that 
in  the  few  remarks  he  had  ventured  to 
make  to  the  House,  he  had  abstuncd 
entirely  from  all  personalities,  which  bad 
unfortunately  prevailed  but  too  moeh  ia 
these  debates.  A  great  cry  had  been  got 
up,  more  out  of  that  House  than  in  it, 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  tbe 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  In 
this  cry  he  did  not  participate,  for,  he  said, 
that  if  ever  there  was  a  man  who  gave 
onequivocnl  proof  of  his  sincerity,  by  lus 
sacrifice',    in  bringing  fiMirord  i 


r  tbe  good  of  ibf 


'wLich  really  destroyed  the  public  con- 
fidencG  in  public  men.  If  were  to  do  tbis 
— —if  -we  were  tbuB  to 
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play  fast  and  loose  with  faith. 
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cultural  district,  in  reconciling  his  wish  to 
defer  to  his  constituents  with  the  interests 
of  the  country.    A  fixed  duty  was  not  now 
attainable,  and  in  supporting  the  present 
pi'oposal  he  was  under  the  conviction  that 
he  should  suffer  a  loss  of  from  five  to  ten 
per  cent  in  his  rents.     He  did  not  hold 
that  the  protection  which  gave  him  this 
was  a  bane  to  agriculture  ;  but  if  there 
were   any  truth   in  political   economy  it 
would  prove  ultimately  to  be  a  landlord's 
and  not  a  tenant's  question  ;  and  he  felt 
bound  to  vote  for  the  real  interests  of  the 
poor,  and  for  what  would  promote  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  and,  ultimately,  its 
prosperity,  notwithstanding  any  private  in- 
jury done  to  his  own  interests.     He  must 
say,  also,  that  throughout  America  he  had 
found  but  one  feeling  among  the  friends  of 
peace,  who  said  that  if  we  would  only  inte- 
rest, by  prosperity,  the  Western  States  of 
America,  which  were  invulnerable  to  our 
arms,  and  inaccessible  to  our  commerce — 
for  we  had  already  the  interests  of  the 
Eastern  States  in  our  favour — ^we  should 
do  more  to  promote  the  peace  of  America 
than  all  the  concessions  we  should  make  in 
the  Oregon  or  elsewhere.    He  had  received 
a  letter  from  a  very  intelligent  merchant 
at  Boston,  who  said  that  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  alteration  in  the  Tariff  would  be 
that  England  would  completely  fortify  her- 
self against  all  competition  in  manufactures. 
Again,  it  was  not  the  experience  of  the 
three  prosperous  years  of  1843,  1844,  and 
1845,  but  the  experience  of  the  three  fa- 
mine years  of  1840,  1841,  and  1842,  that 
had  convinced  the  right  hon.  Baronet  of 
the  inutility  of  the  sliding-scale ;    and  it 
was  upon  those  grounds  he  should  support 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Captaix  BERKELEY  said,  that  he  had 
entered  that  House  believing  that  the  Com 
Laws,  as  they  were  then  constituted,  were 
for  the  good  of  the  country,  though  he  had 
always  voted  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  for  an  inquiry  into  them, 
as  he  conceived  that  such  an  inquiry  was 
just  and  right.  However,  when  he  fotind 
that  the  noble  Lord  whose  political  opin- 
ions had  generally  guided  his  own,  united 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
who,  he  might  say,  was  one  of  the  great* 
est  statesmen  of  his  time,  for  one  purpose, 
in  which  neither  of  them,  especially  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  could  have  any  per- 
sonal interest,  he,  as  a  practical  man, 
without  pretending  to  understand,  as  some 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  pretended  to 
understand,  political  economy,  felt  himself 


And.  make  onoonstant  children  of  ourselves," 

it  -would  do  more  real  mischief  to  the  coun- 
try, tban  all  the  Bills  that  ever  were  intro- 
duced into  Parliament. 

Mr.  H.  VERNON  said,  that  if,  as  it 
liad  been  argued.  Parliament  was  not  in  a 
Btate  competent  to  judge  of  ibis  measure, 
it  vr&B  the  duty  of  the  House  to  address 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to  dissolve  the 
Parliament ;  and  if  such  an  Amendment 
had  been  moved  instead  of  that  the  Bill  be 
read    a  second  time  that  day  six  months, 
it  would  have  been  more  consonant  with 
the  ^ews  expressed  by  hon.  Gentlemen. 
He  Inimself  stood  in  a  position  of  some  pe- 
culia.rity ;  for  he  was  obnoxious  to  those 
Bhaf4»  to  which  hon.  Members  were  exposed 
who    had  heretofore  been  ranged  on  the  side 
of  p:srotection,  and  who  had  felt  compelled, 
hy  akn  imperative  sense  of  duty,  to  take  an- 
other course — a  course  which  was  not  the 
mo»t  congenial  to  his  sentiments,  nor  most 
accordant  with  his  foregone  conclusions. 
He  had  come  down  to  the  House  the  other 
niglit  in  the  hope  that  a  Ss.  fixed  duty 
would  have  found  advocates  in  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  benches.     He 
had  always  considered  that  a  moderate 
fixed  duty  was  the  best  for  the  agricul- 
turists ;  but  he  had  been  compelled,  like 
all  public  men,  to  act  with  a  great  body : 
it  was  no  use  to  take  up  an  "insulated" 
position  when  there  was  a  vast  number  of 
important  questions  which  attached  a  man 
to  his  party.     Undoubtedly,  in  early  life, 
he  had  never  attached  himself  to  the  party 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury;  and  he 
had  not  become  his  supporter  till  in  1 836 
he  had  seen  the  necessity  of  joining  his 
standard;  and,  ever  since,  he  had  admired 
the  wisdom  and  integrity  of  his  course. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  knew  that  he  had 
never  asked  and'  had  never  received  a  fa- 
vour from  him — [Sir  R.  Peel:  Hear] — 
but  he  had  given  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
his  best  support.     With  regard  to  the  ge- 
neral question,  he  frankly  stated,  that  for 
the  last  twenty  years  he  had  been  of  opin- 
ion that  a  58,  duty  would  not  throw  any 
great  impediment  in  the  way  of  the  inte- 
rests of  commerce,  and  would  not  injure 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  whilst  it 
would  stop  the  evils  of  speculation,  and 
gire,  if  not  a  protection,  an  assistance  to 
the  agriculturists  ;  but  he  had  always  felt 
ft  difficulty,  as  a  representative  of  an  agri- 
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bound  to  give  way  to  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, and  to  vote  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 

Sib  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  (Hon.  Capt.  Berkeley), 
who  preceded  him,  had  by  his  political  life 
in  general,  and  by  one  memorable  vote  in 
particular,  entitled  himself  to  respect  in 
all  his  other  Parliamentary  proceedings, 
for  earnestness  and  sincerity,  even  where 
he  did  not  carry  conviction  to  his  hearers. 
As  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Vernon),  who  preceded  the  gallant  Officer, 
he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  would  not  follow  his 
speech  further  than  to  say,  that  one  more 
full  of  the  personal  confessions  of  a  public 
man,  of  the  private  narrative  of  his  travels, 
of  an  eloge  on  his  own  high-minded  princi- 
ples and  consistency,  he  had  never  heard, 
for  the  condescension  with  which  he  obvi- 
ously regarded  the  weakness  of  those  with 
whom  he  was  now  differing,  in  this  section 
of  the  House,  they  all  doubtless  felt  as 
grateful  as  they  ought ;  but  he  would  not 
let  off  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  without 
one  parting  observation.  He  had  referred 
largely  to  his  political  life ;  but  the  date  of 
his  conversion  to  those  views  which  now, 
so  much  to  his  own  satisfaction,  authorized 
him  to  lecture  these  benches,  was  not  ear- 
lier than  the  11th  June  last  year  ;  for,  on 
the  preceding  day,  namely,  on  the  10th 
June,  1845,  he  found  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  most  stoutly  denying,  in  opposition 
to  the  hon.  and  consistent  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Yilliers)  that  the 
Com  Law  does  restrict  the  supply  of  food, 
or  that  it  is  prejudicial  to  the  welfare 
of  the  country,  especially  of  the  working 
classes,  or  that  it  ought  to  be  abolished. 
When  he  saw  the  name  of  Mr.  Granville 
Vernon  in  the  memorable  list  of  the  majo- 
^  rity  of  254,  nine  months  ago,  he  felt  that 
that  hon.  Member  was  not  the  person  who 
was  entitled  tp  taunt  with  weakness  those 
who  retained  their  own  and  his  last  year's 
opinions.  Then  as  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Honiton,  who  had  addressed 
the  House  with  so  much  earnestness  and 
so  much  ability,  he  must  deny  his  right 
also  to  be  an  authority  in  the  matter; 
since  he  also,  though  from  his  speech  it 
might  have  been  thought  that  he  was  one 
who  had  always  held  his  present  opinions, 
and  was  thereby  entitled  to  givo  lectures 
to  others  upon  them,  was  one  of  the  new 
converts,  whose  name  appeared  in  the  same 
memorable  list  in  last  year's  division  against 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  Now,  as  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Perth  (Mr,  F.  Maule),  to  whom 


that  disability  did  not  sapply,  he  had 
tentionally  omitted  a  most  haporituA  ci» 
ment  in  the  statements  wliieli  he  had  mak 
respecting  the  increaaedl    rent    given  for 
farms  in  that  county  -vritluii  the  last  ht 
days  or  weeks,  as  if  suoli  izicreeae  piovd 
the  confidence  of  the  pArties  in  the  mor 
sures  of  Her  Majesty  a  Oov^mment,  si^ 
that  agriculture  was  to  flourish  even  mm 
without  protection  than  with  it.     Thefwto 
proved  no  such  thing.     The  lesaaa  wen 
leases  for  nineteen  years,  granted  in  tk 
period  of  the  greatest  depression,  sod  !«• 
newed,  when  renewed,  in  reference  to  tk 
current  value  of  all  things.       On  the  gat' 
ral  subject  of  the  night»  aftfcer  a  debate  d 
eighteen  days,  he  was  not  presumptooas 
enough  to  think  that  on  the  XMineteeaA 
evening  he  could  introduce  any  new  nat- 
ter ;   but  still  there   were  three  or  fov 
points  to  which,  though  he   had  been  t 
tolerably  regular  listener,  he  did  not  Hank 
that  sufficient  attention  had    been  y^ 
They  were  these :  first,  the  ejcpense  of  tlM 
experiment  now  under  consideration;  ^ 
condly,  the  injustice  of  that  experiment  as 
related  to  one  of  the  great  interests  of  the 
country,  he  meant  ^t  which  was  con- 
nected with  tithe  rent-charge ;  thirdly,  the 
injustice  of  the  measure  to  the  genera/  sg* 
riculture  of  the  country  in  the  measure  of 
compensation  not  being  contemporaneous ; 
and,  fourthly,  admitting,  what  he  denied, 
the  extent  of  the  existing  distress,  the  ut- 
ter inapplicability  of  the  proposed  rewtdj 
to  meet  that  distress.     On  the  first  point, 
he  did  not  ihink  that  it  had  been  made 
sufficiently  prominent  in  the  debates,  that 
the  cost  of  the  present  measure,  ''that 
enormous  experiment,'*  as  his  hon.  Fri6fl<f 
the  Member  for  Honiton  had  called  it,  was 
probably  not    less    than    1,500,0001.  vS 
yearly  revenue.     In  the  account  ordered 
by  the  House  to  be  printed  on  the  6th  of 
February  last,  it  appeared  that  a  sum  of 
357,203{.  would,  on  the  1st  of  Februaiy. 
1849,  be  permanently  loU,  as  duties  od 
com  to  the  yearly  receipts  of  the  Exeho- 
quer ;  there  was  a  further  sum  of  55,8792. 
as  duties  on  other  articles  absolutely  t^ 
pealed  :  so  much  for  positive  loss.    Theo 
there  was    a    positive    outlay  of  above 
500,000^.  sterling  annually,  in  the  shape  of 
compensatory  boons  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terests— some,  for  saving  the  counties  the 
expense  of   hangbg  a  criminal— some, 
20,000^.  in  .one  item — some,  30,000{.  io 
another.     But  besides  this  loss  and  this 
outlay,  there  was  the  risk  of  enormooa  re-       , 
dttctions  on  the  existing  duties  on  the  at* 
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tides  which  were  to  be  admitted  at  lower 
rates.        The  aggregate  thus  risked  was 
2,326,105.     Now,  he  would  take  one  item 
only »  that  of  spirits.     Foreign  spirits  were 
noMT  ctdniitted  ^t  a  duty  of  ll.  28.  IQd.  per 
£^aJlon  ;    henceforth  they  were  to  be  ad- 
mitted  at  ISs.  per  gaUon.      Either  the 
consumption  of  foreign  spirits  would  remain 
tlie  same,  in  which  case  the  revenue  would 
lose  413,79  U.  every  year ;  or  it  would  rise, 
according  to  the  duninished  price,  and,  in 
tliat  case,  you  would  gain  the  same  duty 
l>y   having  distributed  more  than  half  a 
million  of  ardent  foreign  spirits  throughout 
ihe  country,  increasing  the  temptations  to 
crime,  as  well  as  disturbing  many  of  the 
existing  commercial  interests  of  the  people. 
The    second    point    to  which  he  wished 
ImeAj  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House, 
-was  ihe  gross  injustice  of  the  measure  as 
related  to  the  owner  of  tithe-rent-charge. 
His  hon.  Friend  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment (Sir  J.  Y.  BuUer)  had  with  great 
force  and  effect  impressed  this  point  on  the 
House.     He  would  not  weary  the  House 
hy  referring,  except  passingly,  to  the  mea- 
sure for  the  commutation  of  tithes,  which 
became  law  only  some  seven  or  eight  years 
ago.     At  the  time  he  stated  that,  without 
entering  into  the  question  of  the  divine 
'       right  of  tithes,  nothing  was  clearer  than 
*        that  tithes  were  the  oldest  legal  property 
'        in  England.     That  property  the  owners 
did  not  desire  to  exchange  for  any  other. 
'        Without  their  request,  and  against  their 
interest,   the  Legislature   compelled   the 
surrender  of  this  property  in  exchange  for 
the  present  rent-charge.     A  bargain  is  a 
bargain  whether  made  with  a  man  in  a 
black  coat,  or  with  a  man  in  a  blue  coat. 
That  bargain  you  made  with  the  tithe- 
owner.    You  told  him,  that,  instead  of 
having  the  first  interest  in  the  soil  of  Eng- 
land, whether  cultivated  or  uncultivated, 
whenever  it  might  be  brought  to  bear  pro- 
duce, he  should  have  hereafter,  in  refer- 
ence  to  that  land  only  which  at  the  date  of 
the  compact  was  under  cultivation,  a  cer- 
tain number  of  bushels  of  wheat,  at  a  price 
varying  according  to  the  average  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of   preceding  years  ;    that 
wheat  being  a  protected  article,  protected 
by  the  laws  for  the  encouragement  of  na- 
tive industry  and  native  produce.     What 
is  the  case  now  ?     You  introduce  a  mea- 
Bure,  without  the  consent  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  owner,  which  is,  according  to  your 
ovn  showing,  to  duninish  the  value  of  that 
which  jou  have  given  him,  in  exchange  for 
an  abeolute  right  over  all  the  lands  of 


England.  The  owners  of  the  other  into* 
rests  in  those  lands  may  possibly — though 
he  (Sir  B.  H.  Inglis)  thought  not  with  any 
certainty — hereafter,  at  the  distance  of 
some  years,  and  with  an  amount  of  inter- 
mediate misery  which  has  not  hitherto 
been  described  in  these  debates,  be  ena- 
bled to  recover  rents  equal,  perhaps,  to 
those  at  present.  We  have  learnt  now  to 
produce  meat  by  the  plough  ;  the  applica- 
tion of  science  to  agriculture  has  enabled 
the  fanner  by  Mb  green  cropB  to  provide 
food  for  cattle,  to  a  degree  unknown  even 
fifty  years  ago  ;  and  by  the  conversion  of 
arable  to  pasture  lands,  the  actual  revenue 
to  the  lord  may  possibly  be  as  great  a  few 
years  hence  as  now.  But  there  is  one  class 
of  proprietors  for  whom  no  such  resource 
is  open.  They  are  irrevocably  bound  to 
receive  an  unvarying  quantity  of  one  arti- 
cle of  produce  at  a  lower  and  a  lower  price. 
Is  not  the  object  of  your  measure  to  ensure 
a  lower  price  ?  If  it  be  not,  and  if  such 
be  not  the  result,  you  have  needlessly  dis- 
turbed all  the  social  and  domestic  interests 
of  the  country  ;  if  it  be,  and  if  it  succeed, 
you  have  perpetrated  a  gross  injustice  not 
merely  on  an  unprotected  class,  but  on  that 
very  class  which,  on  the  faith  of  your  own 
laws,  within  the  last  eight  years,  you  have 
compelled  to  exchange  their  old  security 
on  the  broad  lands  of  England  for  a  bar- 
gain which  you  are  yourselves  the  first  to 
violate.  On  the  third  point,  he  (Sir  B. 
H.  Inglis)  would  be  very  brief.  He  was, 
in  fact,  hardly  able,  as  the  House  would 
perceive,  to  make  himself  heard.  He  re« 
ferred  to  the  injustice  done  to  the  landed 
interest,  not  merely  by  the  measure  itself, 
but  by  ihe  delay  of  the  measures  which 
ought  contemporaneously  to  have  been 
brought  before  the  House.  It  was  possible 
that  the  measure  now  on  ihe  Table  might 
become  law ;  while  the  compensatory  mea- 
sures, however  inefficient  they  were  for 
actu^  relief,  might  not  even  be  proposed. 
He  repeated  that  he  did  not  much  value 
them:  he  thought  that  the  transfer  of 
some  large  portion  of  the  poor's  rate  to  the 
Consolidated  Fund  would  have  been  a  far 
greater  relief  to  the  landed  interest,  while 
it  would  distribute  the  burden  more  equally, 
as  it  ought.  His  fourth  point  was,  the 
utter  inapplicability  of  the  proposed  mea- 

ure  to  the  relief  of  the  evil  which  it  pro- 
fessed to  meet.     There  was  no  more  con- 

exion  between  them  than,  according  to 
the  popular  version  of  the  old  saying,  there 
was  between  Tenterden  Steeple  and  Good- 
win Sands.    He  fully  admitted  that  his 
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right  hon.  Friond  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  perfectly  sincere  in  his  pre- 
sent course.  He  could  have-  no  conceivable 
motive  for  it  except  such  sincerity.  He 
was  to  govern  England  on  his  own  princi- 
ples, and  not  on  those  of  any  other  man  : 
on  his  own  honest  convictions  to-day,  not 
on  those  which  he  might  have  held  with 
equal  honesty  yesterday.  But,  while  he 
admitted  this  most  fully,  he  could  not  re- 
peat, what  he  had  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  exactly  in  proportion  as  he  ac- 
quitted his  right  hon.  Friend  as  a  man, 
he  must  depreciate  him  as  a  statesman — all 
whose  opinions  on  commercial  policy  must 
have  been  wrong  for  the  thirty-five  years 
of  his  past  pubBc  life,  if  his  opinions  for 
the  last  three  months  were  right.  Though 
he  did  not  think  that  a  case  had  been  made 
out  for  opening  the  ports  in  November  last, 
that  at  least  was,  in  point  of  time,  a  remedy 
more  near  to  the  disease  than  the  measure 
now  in  progress.  A  famine  is  threatened 
in  Ireland  this  spring ;  and  you  meet  it  by 
a  measure  which  is  to  take  effect  on  the 
1st  February,  1849.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  R.  Peel)  said  on  this  day 
month,  that  the  climax  of  the  distress 
would  be  three  months  onward.  How  is 
scarcity  to  be  cured  or  relieved  in  Ireland 
three  months  hence,  by  importing  com 
duty-free  three  years  since  ?  Upon  every 
ground  he  concurred  with  the  Amendment 
moved,  in  a  speech  of  such  talent,  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Yorke),  though  he  did  not  quite  follow 
him  in  some  of  the  latter  allusions  in  that 
speech.  He  retained  his  old  convictions  in 
favour  of  his  own  country,  and  of  the  duty  of 
protecting  the  interests  of  England,  rather 
than  of  encomraging  those  of  Poland  or 
Russia.  He  was  not  of  that  school  who 
looked  with  equal  regard  or  equal  indif- 
ference to  all  other  countries  and  to  his 
own — 

" Whose  impartial  view, 

Thy  intereflts,  Britain,  ranks  with  thine,  Peru." 

He  felt  persuaded,  that  the  great  change 
now  meditated  on  one  interest  would  materi- 
ally affect  others,  which  ought  to  be  equally 
dear:  and  believing  that  it  would  not  re- 
medy even  the  local  and  temporary  evil 
Jn  which  it  was  professed  to  be  ground- 
,  he  cordially  concurred  in  its  rejection. 


Mr.  CIIILDERS  gave  his  approbatiaii 
to  the  present  measure,  under  the  convic- 
tion that  the  price  of  com  in  this  conntry 
would  not  be  at  all  reduced  by  a  system  of 
free  trade.     A  return  which  was  prepared 
at  the  Foreign  Office  last  year,  proved,  on 
the  authority  of  our  Consols,  that  the  price 
of  bread  in  England  was  as  low  as  in  any 
part  of  the  world.     It  was  a  fact  that  bread 
in  London  was  chaper  than  in  Ostend  and 
Antwerp,  and  that  the    steamers  plying 
between  England  and  Belgium  invariably 
laid  in  their  stock  of  bread   in  London. 
The  price  of  inferior  bread  at  Dantzic  was 
2\d,  per  lb.,  at  Warsaw  3id.,  at  Hamburgh 
2}^.,  Amsterdam  Sid,     At  Odessa  bread 
was  2ld,  per  lb.,   though  corn  was   only 
2Ss,  a  quarter,  and  in  each  of  those  cases 
bread  in  London  was  lower  in  price  per  lb. 
Marseilles  was  comparatively  near  Odessa, 
and  drew  a  great  quantity  of  com  from 
that  port ;  and  yet  it  was  a  singular  fact, 
com  in  Marseilles  was  at  times  dearer  than 
in  England.     Why,  then,  should  we  be 
afraid  of  the  effects  of  free  trade?     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  declared  "  that  there  was  a 
remarkable  tendency  apart  from  all  legis- 
lation, to  a  decline  in  the  price  of  wheat 
in  this  country,"     Now  this  was  a  propo- 
sition opposed  to  his  view.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  quoted  in  support  of  the  argu- 
ment the  average  prices  during  periods  of 
five  years  each,  fom  1800  to  1830;  but 
there  was  a  fallacy  in  this  argument.   The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  left  the  question  of 
the  currency  entirely  out  of  consideration. 
When  the  currency  assumed  a  natural  and 
healthy  condition,  the  prices  rose.     From 
1825  to  1830,  for  instance,  the  price  was 
56s,   Id, ;  but  from   1830  to  1835,  the 
average  was  57s.  \\d.     Wool,  and  other 
articles,  fluctuated  in  the  same  way,  and 
ultimately  the  same  results  were  produced. 
He  also  anticipated  great  benefit  from  free 
trade,  by  opening  the  ports  of  other  nations. 
He  felt  assured  that  our  good  example 
would  be  everywhere  followed,  and  that  an 
extension  of  peace  and  civilization  would 
be  the  consequence. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Twelve 
o'clock. 
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CoRRY,  Right  Hon.  H.  T.  F.,  Tyrone 
Great  Liverpool  Steamer,  1227 
Marine  Mutiny,  Com.  aiU.  d.,  1269 

CoTTENHAU,  Lord 
Drainage  (Ireland),  Com.  321,  223,  SSS 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Cnm.  eL  IS,  TOR. 
715;  Rep.  d.  16, 843,  844, 845 

CoHon  ManvfactiireM~The  Tariff 
c.  Amend.  (Sir  H.    Malford),  10S4,  [0.  q.   A. 
190,  N.  102,  M.  88]  1041 

County  Eleetiont  Bill,  c.  IR.*  ISSO 

County  Workt  Presentment  ilreland),  BiU 
I.  2R.>  110;    Rep.*  319:   3R.'  354;   Ro^ 

Assent,  623 


CowrER.  Hon.  W.  F.,  Hertford 

Polish  Nuna,  The,  I^pen  moved  for,  677,  fln 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.,  AocUa& 

Andover  Union,  Tlie,  Om.  ntoved  for,  fl79 
Commercial  Policy — Cora   Lam,  Cob.  7M; 

Rep.  794,  796 
Fever  (Irebnd),    Leave,   080;    Com.    Hit; 


CUR 


DIV 
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DIV 


ELE 


CuRTEis,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Rye 

Commercial  Policv — Corn  Laws,  Com.  726; 
Rep.  (Foreign  Books),  816  ;^Hops)  821 

Customs — Corn  Larvs^ 
c  Com.  moved  for,  Adj.  Debate,  15,  121,  249, 
[A.  337,  N.  240  M.  97]  349 ;  Amend,  (Hon. 
C.  Villiers),  421 ;  Adj.  (Mr.  Borthwick),  [A. 
70,  N.  227,  M.  157]  467 ;  Adj.  Debate,  527, 
[o.  q.  A.  265,  N.  78,  M.  187]  575 ;  .Amend. 
(Hon.  W.  O.  Stanley),  717;  Amend,  neg. 
726;  Amend.  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  727;  Motion 
withdrawn,  744;  Question  (Sir  R.  H.  IngUs), 
784;  Report,  785;  Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Spooner), 
1010;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1023,  1056,  1126, 
1284— See  Cokn  Importation  Bill 

Dacre,  Lord 
Game  Laws,  2R.  11 

Dalhousie,  Earl  of 

Railways — Gauge  Commission,  7 

Davibs,  Mr.  D.  A.  S.,  Carmarthenshire 
Education  in  Wales,  Address  moved,  865 

Denison,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Yorkshire,  JV.  R. 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 
for,  131 

Denman,  Lord 
Prosecutors,  Witnesses,  &c.  2a  769,  778 

Devon,  Earl  of 

Drainase  (Ireland),  Com.  221 

Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Rep.  cl  1,842 

D*Eyncourt,  Right  Hon.,  C.  T.  Lambeth 
Metropolitan  Buildings,  Leave,  621 

Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Shrewsbury 

Clieltenham  Petition,  The,  Instruction,  512 
Commercial  Policy  —  Com  Laws,   Com.  751, 
757,  758,  766;  Kep.  (Foreign  Books),  811, 
812,  814,  819;— (Silk  Manufiustures)  1107 
Ferrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Accusers,  242 
Frost,  WilUams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  896 

Division,  List  of 

Andover  Union,  The,  Cora,  moved  for.  Amend. 
(Mr.  Christie)  [A.  92.  N.  69,  M.  23]  676 

Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes 
Bill,  2R.  [A.  24,  N.  60,  M.  86]  619 

Commercial  Policy — Cora  Laws  ^Customs, 
Com.  moved  for  (Sir  R.  Peel)  [A.  837,  N. 
240,  M.  97]  349;  (Butter)  Amend.  (Mr. 
Grogan),  [o.  q.  A.  213,  N.  Ill,  M.  102], 
l032;~(Cotton)  Amend.  (Sir  H.  Halford), 
[0,9.  A.  190,  N.  102,  M.  88]  1041;-'(Hop8) 
Amend.  (Mr.  Plumptre), [0.  q,  A.  91,  N.  44, 
M.  47]^1065;~.(  Silk  Manufactures)  Amend. 
(Mr.  G.  Bankes),  [0.  q.  A.  220,  N.  114, 
M.  106]  1110;— (Spirits)  Amend.  (Mr.  Aid. 
Thompson),  [0.  9.  A.  64,  N.  35,  M.  29] 
1 134 ;-( Cattle),  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Miles), 
[0.  q.  A.  Ill,  N.72,  M.  89]  1158;— (Hides) 
Amend.  (Mr.  Lawson),  [0.  9.  A.  130,  N.  74, 
M.  55]  1162;— (Timber)  Amend.  (Marquess 
of  Worcester),  [0.  a.  A.  232,  N.  109,  M.  123] 
1340 


Division,  List  oi-^conUmud, 
Cora  Lnws,  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal  of  the 

(Hon.   C.   Villien)  Adj.    (Mr.  Borthwick) 

[A.  70,  N.  227,  M.  1571  467;    [0.  q,   A. 

265,  N.  78,  M.  187]  575 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved  (Mr. 

T.  S.  Duncombe),  [A.  81,  N.  196,  M.  165] 

921 
Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved  (Earl  Grey), 

[Contents    17,    Not  Contents   61,    M.   44] 

1416 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  cl  16, 

Amend.  (Earl  Grey),  [Contents  7,  Not  Con* 

tents  38,  M.  311  716 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  Amend.  (Sir  R. 

H.  IngUs),  [o.  q.  A.  66,  N.  23,  M.  43]  973 
Turapike  Roads  (ScoUand),  2R.  [  A.  45,  N.  13, 

M.  32]  1343 

Douglas,  Sir  H.,  Liverpool 

Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
413 

Drainage  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill^ 
L  2R.«  110;    Com.  220;  Rep.*  354;  dR.« 
473;  Royal  Assent,  623 

DuNCAK,  Mr.  6.,  Dundee 
Commercial  Policy— (Linen)  1165 

DuivcoMBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Finsbury 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  676 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instraction,  507 
Commercial  Policy^Cora   Laws,    Rep.  833; 

(Bronze)  1025;— (Cotton)  1040 
Cora  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  tne,  565 
Enlistment  of  Soldiers,  Errors  in,  1046 
Friendly  Societies.  2R.  104,  108;  Com.  931, 

934 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  867, 

869, 883, 893,  920 
Lace  Factories,  Leave,  975 
Polish  Nuns,  The,  683 
Railways,  Amalgamation  of,  Com.  moved  for, 

1430 

Duty 9  Recent  Reduction  of^ 
e.  Question  (LordG.  Bentinck),  1053 

Ebring70N,  Viscount,  Plymouth 
Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes,  2R. 

615 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instrucdon,  526 
Fever  (Ireland),  Com.  1212 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1256, 1427,  1428 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the  Army, 

417,  418 

Education  in  Wales^ 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  W.    Williams),  845; 
Motion  withdrawn,  867 

Education,  National  and  Agricultural  (Ire" 
land), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Wyse),  1275 

Egerton',  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  F.  L.,  Lanca* 
shire,  ^. 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  919 

Election  Notices  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»14;2R.»578 

Elections,  County,  Bill,  c.  IR,*  \%%Q 


ELL 


PER 


Ellen BORonoH,  Earl  of 
Bellerophon  and  Rodney,  The,  1 120 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Anny, 
877 

Ellicb,  Riffht  Hon.  E.,  Coventry 

Conunerciu  Policy — (Silk  Manufactures)  1092 

Ellice,  Mr.  E.,  St,  Andrew* s^  Cupar ^  ^c. 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instruction,  521 

Ellis,  Mr.  W.,  Leicester 

Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instruction,  514 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  767 ; — 
(Cotton)  1039;^ Silk  Manu&ctuies)  1078, 
1079 

Enlistment  of  Soldiers,  Error  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  1046 

Entwisle,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S. 
Railways,  Amalgamation  of,  1258, 1423 

EscoTT,  Mr.  B.,  Winchester 

Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  262;  Rep.  799;— (Cattie)  1199 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  443 
Perrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Accusers,  246 
Roman  CatiioUc  Relief,  2R.  935,  941,  972 

EsTcouRT,  Mr.  T.  6.  B.,  Oxford  University 
Roman  CaUiolic  Relief,  2R.  968 

Etwall,  Mr.  R„  Andover 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  625 

EvANB,  Sir  De  Lacy,  Westminster 

Sutiej,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
Amend.  420, 421 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 

Commercial    Policy,    Rep.    (Foreign    Books) 
807,  818,  819;— (Spirits)  1131 

Exchequer,  Chancellor  of  The,  see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Execution  of  Bryan  Seery  at  Mtdlingar, 
L  Question  (Marquess  of  iVestmeath),  4,  100; 
c.  Explanation  (Sir  J.  Graham),  104 

FanUne  and  Disease  in  Ireland, 
c.   Question  (Mr.   O'Connell),  780;  (Mr.   P. 
Scrope)  979 

Farnham,  Lord 

Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  13,  695 

Ferozeshah,  Victory  at, 
I  Thanks  to  tiie  Army  (Earl  of  Ripon),  354; 
c.(SirR.  Peel)  385 

Ferrand,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Knaresborough 
Accusation  against,  216,  229,  232,  239,  240 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  641, 

658,664 
Commercial  Policy— .Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  67, 216 


{INDEX}  FEE  FRO 

Fseeaitd,  Mr.-f«ONL 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  tlie,471 


Forged  Petitions,  Com.  moved  for,  883 ;  Ameal 
385;  Instruction,  515,  517,  .522 

Ferrand,  Mr.,  his  Speech^ 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  RoebuckX  "^l^p  216;  Befkf 
(Mr.  Ferrand),  229 

Fever  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c  Leave,  960;  1R«  1010;  2R.  1043;  Qdb- 
tion  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien),  104S  ;  0>m.  Ameni 
(Mr.  P.  Scrope)  1167;  AmencL  witbdnwa, 
1214;  Rep.  1229;  dR.«  tfr.  ;  L  IR.*  1271; 
2R  •  1343;  SR.*  ib, 

FiELDEN,  Mr.  J.,  Oldham 

Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  672 
Ferrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Aocusen,  247 

» 

Finch,  Mr.  G.,  Rutlandshire 

Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 
for,  167,  746,  752;  Rep.  804; — (Cmttlc)  1145 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  534 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  1010 
Roman  CatiioUc  Relief,  2a  947 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland)  BUI, 
I  2R.  10;  Rep.*  110;  SR.*  219;  Royal  As- 
sent, 628 


Fitzgerald,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Tipperary 
Commercial  Policy — Cora  Laws,  Rep.  SL 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  1008;  Com.  1212 


FiTZ  WILLI  AM,  Earl 

Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  1405 

Foreign  Grain  in  Bond,  Damage  to, 
c.  Question  (Hon.  C.  Villiers),  501 

Forged  Petitions, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Hon.  C.  Berkeley),  38$^ 
527;  Instmction  (Mr.  Newdegate),  5(n;  Mo* 
tion  withdrawn,  527 


FoRSTER,  Mr.  M.,  Berwick'On-  Tweed 
Books,  Foreign—The  Tariff,  810 
Metropolitan  Buildings,  Leave,  621 


FoRTEscuE,  Earl 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  1391 

Fraudulent  Objections  to  Voters, 
c.   Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Newdegate),  9GB; 
Amend.  (Sir  O.  Grey)  929 

French,  Mr.  F.,  Roscommon 
Fever  (Ireland),  Com.  1205 

Frewik^  Mr.  C.  H.,  Sussex,  E, 

Commercial  Policy— (Cotton)  1040;^Hojps) 
1063 

Friendly  Societies  Bill, 
c.  2R.  104 ;  Com.  929 ;  Rep.«  935 

Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones, 

c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  T.   Duncombe),  867i 
[A.  31,  N.  196,  M  165]  921 


FUL 


6RE 
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HAW 


FuttER,  Mr.  A.  E.,  Sussex^  E. 
Commercial  Policy— {Hops)  1050 

Game  Laws  Bill^  L  SH.  11 

Gauge  Commission, 

L  Question  (Lord  Kinnaird),  5 

Gibson,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Manchester 
Corn  Law*,  Total  Reperi  of  the,  489 
Mexican  Government,  Conduct  of  the,  Address 

moved,  925,  928 
Polish  Nuns,  The,  683 

GisBORNE,  Mr.  T.,  Nottingham 

Commercial  Policy— Com  Laws,  Rep.    (Fo- 
reign Books)  818;— (Cotton)  1036 

Gladstone,  Captain  J.  N.,  Ipswich 

Commercial  Policy— Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 
for,  271 

Goring,  Mr.  C.,  Shareham,  New 

Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  766 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  446 

GouLBURN,  Right  Hon.  H.,  see  Chan- 
cellor OF  the  Exchequer 

Government  Offices,  Vacancies  in, 
c.  Question  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  225 

Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Dor- 
chester 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  636, 

637 ;  Amend.  641,  655,  656, 671,  673 
Arms  Act  (Ireland),  1044 
Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes,  2R. 

Amend.  583,  616 
Church  of  Irehmd,  100 
Commercial  Policy— Cora  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  254, 746 
Education  in  Wales,  Address  moved,  860 
Education,  National  and  Agricultural  (Ireland), 

1276 
Famine  (Ireland),  960 
Fever  (IreUnd),  Leave,  980,  985,  986,  992, 

1001,  1007,  1048,  1049;  Com.  1171, 1175, 

1176,1179,1180,1189,  1191,  1196,  1204; 

Rep.  1229 
Friendly    Societies,    2R.    106,    109;    Com. 

Amend.  929,  933, 934, 935 
Frost,  Williams,  and   Jones,   Address  moved, 

869,  881,  883, 901 
Lace  Factories,  Leave,  975 
Mason,  Joseph,  Case  of,  1274 
Metropolitan  Buildings,  Leave,  620,  622 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  1126 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  950 
Seery,  Bryan,  Execution  of,  Explanation,  104 

Granby,  Marquess  of,  Stamford 
Commercial  Policy— (  Spirits)  1132 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  467 

Great  Liverpool  Steamer, 
c.  Question,  (Sir  G.  Grey)  1227 

Greene,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaster 
Commercial  Policy— Cora  Laws,   Com.  726, 
697 


Greenwich  Out-Pensioners  Payment  BM^ 
c.    1R.«  716;  2R.  973;    Rep.»  1044;  3R.* 
1121; /.1R.«  1214 

Greenwich  Out-Pensioners  Services  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  716;  2R.*  929;  Rep.«  1121;  3R.« 
1167;  L  1R,»  1214 

Grey,  Earl 

Cora  Laws,  The,  479 

Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved,  1348,  14^8 
London  and  York  Railway,  1273 
ProsecutoiB,  Witnesses,  &c  2R,  773 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  13,  694, 

695;  cl,  16;  Amend.  696,  715;  Rep.  cl  1, 

843 ;  c2L  16, 845 
Railways — Gauge  Commission,  9 
Van  Diemen's  Land— Penal  Settlements,  494 

Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Devonport 
Bequests  for  Pious  and   Charitable  Purposes, 

2K.589 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instraction,  512 
Fraudulent  Objections  to  Voters,  0>m.  moved 

for.  Amend.  929 
Great  Liverpool  Steamer,  1227 
Printing  Papers,  Com.  moved  for,  14 
Railway  Termini  in  the  Metropolis,  1224 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1261, 1429 

Grooan,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  City 
CJommerdal  Policy— (Butter)  Amend.  1027 

Halpord,  Sir  H.,  Leicestershire,  S. 
Commercial  Policy— (Cotton),  Amend.  lOSSb 
1087 

Hamilton,  Lord  C,  Tyrone 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  999 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Kingston-on-HuU 
Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes, 

m613 
Commercial  Policy— (Timber)  1166 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  532 

Harbours  and  Piers,  Fishery,(Jrelani)  BiU, 
I  2R.  10;  Rep.»  110;  8R,»  219;  Royal  As- 
sent,  623 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of 
Com  Uws,  The,  Petition,  473, 476 

Harris,  Hon.  Capt.  E.  A.  J.,   Christ- 

church 
Commercial  Policy  —  Com  Laws,   Rep.  800, 

833;— (Timber)  1296 
Roman  CathoUc  Relief,  2R.  971 


Hatherton,  Lord 
Game  Laws,  2R.  13 
Railways— Gauge  Commission,  9, 10 

Hawes  Mr.  B.,  Lambeth 
Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable   Purposes, 

Commercial  Policy— Com  Laws,  Rep.  (Foreign 

Books)  818 :— (Silk  Manufectures)  1089 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  109 ;  Com.  934 
Metropolitan  Buildings,  Leave,  620 


HAY 


HOW 
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IBB 


Hattsr,  Mr  W.  G.,  fVelfs 
Railwmys,  Com.  mored  for,  1253 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Commercial  Policy-— (Timber)  ia07 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  107 
Metropolitan  Buildings,  Leave,  622 

Hb&bbrt,  Right  Hon.  S.,  WiltBhire^  S, 
Enlistment  of  Soldiers,  Error  in»  1047 
Fever  (Ireland),  Com.  1198 
Mutiny.  Com.,  add,  cL  1267,  1268 
Out-Pensioners,  Payment,  2R.  97d»  974 

Hides-^The  Tariff, 
c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Ltwson),  1160,  [o.  q,  A.  ISO, 
N.  74.  M.  56]  1162 

HiNDC,  Mr.  J.  H.,  NewcaHle-on-Tyne 
Commerdal  Policy--(Tmsber),  1286, 1295 
Railways,  Amalgamation  of.  Com.  moved  for, 
1428 

HoBHousE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  C,  Not' 

iingkam 
Commerdal  Policy'-< Cotton)  1099 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
418 

HoDOBOKi  Mr.  R.,  Bertvick^on''  Tweed 
Metropotitan  Buildings,  Leave,  621 

HooG,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Beverley 
Stttlei,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
406 

HoPB,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.,  Maidstone 
Commercial    Policy,    Rep.    (Foreign    Books) 
813  ;-<HopB)  1062 

Hope,  Mr.  6.  W.,  Southampton 
Frost,   WUliams,  and  Jones,    Address  moved, 
910 

Hops— The  Tariff, 

Amend.  (Mr.  Curteis),  821 ;  (Mr.  Plump, 
tre),  1056,  [o.  q.  A.  91,  N.  44,  M.  47] 
1065 

HoRSMAN,  Mr.  E.,  Cochermouth 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1265 

Howard,  Hon.  C.  W.  6.,  Cumherland, 
E. 

Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  532 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Carlisle 
Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes,  2  R. 

587 
Church  of  Ireland,  103 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,   Com.  744; 

Rep.  800; -(Cattle)  1141 
FVost,  Williams,  and   Jones,   Address  moved, 

917 
Polish  Nuns,  The,  683 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  972 
Sutlei,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 


HuDsoK,  Mr.  G.,  Sunderland 

Commercial  Policy — Cora  Lavirsv    Com.,  movei 

for,  205,  216,  726,742;  Rep.  832 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  36S 
Railways,  C!om.  moved  for,  1239 

Hume,  Mr.  J.,  Montrose 
Aqueducts— Standing  Orders,  I220 
Commercial  Policy— Cora  Laws.     Com.  7S8; 
Rep.  705    (Foreign   Books)     SIO,    890;  — 
( Silk  Manufiictures)  1072;— (Timber)  1309 
Cora  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  466,  S51  * 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  984,  1049 
Forged  Petitions,  Com.  moved  forj  3SX 
Marine  Mutiny,  Com.  1269 
Mutiny,  Com.  add,  el  1268 
Printing  Papers,  Com.  moved  for,  14 
Railway  Termini  in  the  Metropolis,  1226 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1259,  1431 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Armv, 
402 

HuMPHERT,  Alderman  J.)  Southwark 
Commercial  Policy— (Hops)  2061 

HuTT,  Mr.  W.,  Gateshead 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  545 

Indemnity  Bill,  c.  IR*.  1419 

India,  War  in, 
I  Question,  (Duke  of  Richmond),  1 10 —  Fufo- 
rtes  of  Moodkee  and  Ferozethah,  Thanks  to 
the  Army  (Earl  of  Ripon),  354;  c.  (Sir  R. 
Peel),  385 

Inoestre,  Viscount,  Staffordshire,  S, 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instmctiont,  616 
Commercial  Policy — Cora  Laws,  Conu  mo^'ed 
for,  26;  Rep.  (Cotton),  1040 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  University 

Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes, 
2R.  598,  597 

Buenos  Ay  res,  1438 

Church  of  Ireland,  102 

Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  784;  (But- 
ter) 1029 

Com  Importation,  2R.  1464 

Ferrand,  Mr.,  his  Speech,  117 

Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved, 
905 

Printing  Papers,  Com.  moved  for,  14 

Privilege,  225 

Railway  Termini  in  the  Metropolis,  1224 

Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  Amend.  940 

Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
404 

Insolvency,  Law  of, 
I  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  219 

Insolvent  Debtors  (India)  Bill, 
L  1R.«  1271;  2R.»  1348 

Ireland,  Famine  and  Disease  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  O'Connell),  780;  (Mr.  P. 
Scrope),  979;  I  State  of.  Petition  (Lonl 
Brougham),  837 ;  Address  moved  (Eaii 
Grey),  1343,  [Contents  17 ,  Not-Conteots, 
61,   M.  44]    1416;^  see  Arm^Ckwi^^ 
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LAY 


MAR 


Irdand'-coiatimxed.  ^ 

County  Works  —-  Drttinage-^  Education  — 
Election  NoHea  —  Famine  —  Fever — Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbours^ Joint  Stock  Banks  — 
Protection  of  Life 

Jervis,  Mr.  J.,  Chester 

Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  671, 
675 

JocELTN,  Viscount,  Kin^  Lynn 

Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
418  ^ 

JoHKsoK,  General  W.  A.|  Oldham 
Andover,  Union,  The,  Com,  moved  for,  672 

Joint  Stock  Banks  (Scotland  andlreland)^ 
Bill 
ilR.«  14;2R.«716 

JoLLiFFE,  Sir  W.  G.  H.,  Petersfield 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  745 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  465 

Jones,  Captain  T.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Fever  (Ireland),  1053 

Kelly,  Sir  F.|  9ee  Solicitor  General, 
The 

Kinkaird,  Lord 
Cera  Laws,  The,  475, 478 
Railways— Gauge  Commission,  5 

Knight,  Mr.  F.  W,,  Worcestershire  fV* 
Commercial  Policy-<Hop8)  1060;— (Leather) 
1066  {-^Spirits)  1133 

Kniohtley^  Sir  C,  Northamptonshire  S. 
Commercial  Policy--<  Cattle)  1156 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Taunton 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Rep.  803 
Railway  Termini  in  the  Metropolis,  1225,  1226 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1245, 1247, 1430 

Lace  Factories  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  975;  IR.*  978 

Lanodale,  Lord 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  16,  713 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Com.  687 ;  cl  13, 

695 ;  c^  16,  715,  716 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 

367    • 
Van  Diemen*s  Land^^-Penal  Settlements,  480, 

491,  500 

Law,  Hon.  C.  £.,  Cambridge  University 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  674 

Lawson,  Mr.  A.,  Knareshorough 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The.  Instmction,  514 
Commercial  Policy— (Hides)  Amend.  1160;— 
(Linen)  1164 


Layard,  Captain  B.  V.,  Carlow  Bo, 
Marine  Mutiny,  Com.  1270 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
411 

Leather-^The  Tariff,  c.  1066 

Lefevre,  Right  Hon.  C.  S.,  see  Speaker, 
The 

Legal  Quays  (London)  Bill,  c.  IR.*  1274 

LiDDELL,  Hon.  H.  T.,  DurJiam 

Commercial  Policy — ^Cora  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  165 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  543 

Ltnen^The  Tariff,  c.  1163 

London  and  York  Railway, 
I  Petition  (Marquess  of  CUmricarde),  1272 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of 
Basilian  Nuns  of  M'msfc,  767,  768 
Cora  Laws,  The,  476 
Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  1414 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
872,  375 

Lonsdale,  Earl  of 
Protection  of  Life  (IreUnd),  Com.  cL  16,  716 

Lyttelton,  Lord 
Van  Oiemen's  Land — Penal  Settlements,  480 

Macaulay,  Right  Hon.  T.  B.,  Edinburgh 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  888, 
912 

M'Geachy,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Honiton 
Cora  Importation,  2R.  1449 

Mackenzie,  W.  F.,  Peeblesshire 
Turapike  Roads  (Scotkind),  2R.  1342 

Maize--  The  Tariff,  c.  787 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Guildford 
Railways.  Com.  moved  for,  1234, 1247 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the* Army, 
418 

Manners,  Lord  J.,  Newark^upoH'Trent 
Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes,  2  R. 

578,617 
Cora  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  470,  471  j 
Perrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Accusers,  246 
Forged  Petitions,  Com.  moved  for,  384 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Addre  is  moved,  911, 

912 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  966 

March,  Earl  of,  Sussex,  W. 
Commercial  Policy^Cora  Laws,  Com.  765; 

Rep.  796 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  467,  566 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  994 


MAR 
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Marine  Mutiny  BUlf 

c.  IR.*  1121;  2R.«  1167:  Com.  1266;  add. 

d.  (Rt  Hod.  H.  T.  F.  Cony),  1269;  Rep.* 
1274 

MasoHf  Joseph^  Case  off 
c.  Question  (Mr.  R.  YoAe),  1274 

Mauls,  Right  Hon.  F.»  Perth 
Com  Importation,  2R.  1458 
Railway  Termini  in  tbe  Metropolii,  1224 
RailwajTS,  Amalgamation  of.  Com.  moved  for, 

for,  1427 
Turnpike  Roada  ( Scotland),  2R.  1842 

Metropolitan  Buildings  Bill^ 
c.  Leave, 620;  IR.*  623 

Metropolitan  Buildings  {No.  ft)  Bill^ 
c.  IR*  625;   2R.»  716;    Rep.*  845;  SR.* 
929;  /.  1&*  977;  2R.  1217;  Rep.*  1271; 
dR.*ld4S 

Mexican  Government,  Conduct  of  the, 
c.  Papers  moved  for,  (Mr.  M.  Pulipa),  923; 
Motion  withdrawn,  9S99 

Miles,  Mr.  W.,  Somerset^lnre,  E. 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  675 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  97,  271,  7d4>  736,  759,  760,  762,  766; 

Report,  787, 788;— (Cotton)  10S9;-(C:attle) 

Amend.  1136 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  1006 

MiLKES,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fontefract 
Bequests  for  Housand  Charitable  Purposes,  2R. 

587 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Initraction,  528 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  Amend. 

726,744;— (Cotton)  1087 
Fever  (Ireland),  Com.  1209 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  2R.  970 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridport 
Commercial   Policy — (Timber)  Amend.  1165, 
1167 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  O.,  Dartmouth 
Com  Laws,  Total  Rq)eal  of  the,  533 

MoNTEAGLE,  Lord 
Drainage  (Ireland),  Com.  220 
Fisherv  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland),  2R.  10 
Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved,  1367 
London  and  York  Railway,  1273 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Privilege,  1215,  1271 
Prosecutors,  Witnesses,  Sec.  2R.  777 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Com.  694;  d.  16, 
710;  Rep.  cil  1,641 

Monte  Video^ 

e.  Quertion'(Vitcount  Pelmeiston),  1429 

Moodkee  Victory  at 
I  Thanks  to  the  Army  (Earl  of  Ripon),  354;  c. 
( Sir  R.  Peel ),  385 ;  I  Cohnel  JBmdwry,  Re- 
marks (Duke  of  Richmond),  623 

Morgan,  Mr.  C.  O.  S.,  Monnumthshire 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Addrais  moved,  921 
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Morpeth,  Viscount,  Yorkshiref  WL  R, 


Ferrand,  Mr.,  his  Speech,  120 
Roman  Ca&olic  Relief,  2R.  944 

Morrison,  Mr.  J.,  Inverness,  i^c. 
RaUways,  Com.  moved  for,  1229,  1260,  19G6, 
1430 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  G.  F.,  Birmingham 
Commercial  Policy— (Bronie),  1023,  1024  ;^ 
(Silk  Manuftctures)  1129 

Mutiny  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1121 ;  2R.*  1167;  Cam.add.  d.  (Hon. 
S.  Herbert),  1267;  R^*  1274 

Napier,  Sir  C,  Marylebone 
Marine  Mutiny,  Com.  1268»  1269, 1270 

Newdeoate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire^  N. 
Commercial  Policy— Com  Laws,  Rep.  794, 8S1, 

1022;-<Bronxe)  1024;  — (Silk    Manuftc- 

turas)  1066 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  571 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  1010 
Forged  Petitions,  Com.  moved  for,  380^  381; 

Instraction,  502,508, 527 
Fraudulent  Objections  to  Voters,  Com.  moved 

for,  928,  929 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  965 

NewenlumCs  Divorce  Bill, 
L  Remarks  (Lord  Brougham),  3 

O'Brien,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Northamptonshire,  N. 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instmction,  520 
Church  of  Ireland,  96 
Commercial  Policy— >  Com  Laws,  Com.  721, 

741,  743;  Rep.  (Bronie),  1025 
Public  Busmess,  1121 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Limerick  Co. 

Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  966,  987, 1006,  1048, 
1053;  Com.  1186 

O'Connell,  Mr.  D.,  Cork  Co. 

Bequests  for  Pious  and  Charitable  Purposes, 

2R.  596,  597,  598 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instmction,  522 
Church  of  Ireland,  102 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  759 
Famine  and  Disease  in  Ireland,  780 
Ferrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Accusers,  246 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  984, 1049 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  947,  959,  961 

O'CoNNELL,  Mr.  M,  J.,  Kerry 
Commercial  Policy— Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  15 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  472 

O'CoNNELL,  Mr.  J.,  Kilkenny  Bo. 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  992;  Com.  1213 
Privflege,  224,  225 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  965 

Oregon  Boundary,  The 
L  Correspondence  moved  for  (Earl  of  Claren- 
don), 1112;  c.  Question  (Mr.  Borthwick),  1277 


OSB 
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OsBOKHX^  Captain  R.,  Wyccmbe{Chifipkng) 
Anns  Act  (Irebnd),  1044 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  983;  Com.  1206 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 

Van  Diemen*8  Land— Penal  Settlements,  496, 
501 

Packs,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Lekestershire,  S. 
Commercial  Policy-— Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  40 
Com  Importation,  2R.  14M 

Pakinoton,  Mr.  J.  S.»  Droitmch 

Railways,  Amalgamation  of,  Com.  moved  for 

1429 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  2R.  964 

Palmer,  Mr.  G.,  Essex,  S, 

Commercial  Poli<7 — Com  Laws,  Rep.  801 ; — 

(Timber}  1297 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  456 

Palmbrstok,  Viscount,  Tiverton 
Buenos  Ayres,  1492 

Parker,  Mr.  J.,  Sheffield 
Railways,  Com.  moveofbr,  12d7 

Patten,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  N. 
Railway  Termiai  in  the  Metropolis,  1221, 1226 
Railways,  Amalgamation  of,  779 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  1420,  14dl 

Pechell,  Captain  G.  R.,  Brighton 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for  665 
Out-Pensioners  Payment,  2R.  973 

Peel^  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
Buenos  Ayres,  1433,  1438 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instruction,  510,513 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 
for,  132,734,735,748,752,753,755,756,758, 
759,  761,  764,  766,  767,  784,  785;  Report, 
787,  788;— (Foreign  Books)  816;— (Hopa) 
822,  1058 :— (French  Wines)  826,  828, 831, 
1011 ;— (Bronze)  1023;— (Buttons)  1034;— 
(Silk  Manuftctures)  1100;^ Clover)  1135; 
—(Cattle)  1141 
Com  Importation,  1281 ;  2R.  1439, 1462 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  450,  471,  530 
Duty,  Recent  Reductions  of,  1054 
Famine  and  Disease  in  Ireland,  781 
Ferrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Accusers,  248,  250 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  989,  998, 1000, 1051 
Fraudulent  Objections  to  Voters,  Com.  moved 

for,  929 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  913 
Mexican  Govemment,  Conduct  of  the.  Address 

moved,  924,  927,  928 
Oregon  Territory.  The,  1279 
Polish  Nuns,  The,  680,  683 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  1045 
Railway  Termini  in  the  Metropolis,  1223,  1225, 

1283 
Riulways,  Com.  moved  for,  1261, 1426, 1428 
Sugar,  Spanish,  979 
SuUej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 

685,  418, 420. 421 
Vacancies  in  G'^^erament  Offices,  226 


Penal  Cokmiei^^Van  Diemen's  Land, 
I  Petitions  (Marquess  of  Lanadowne),  480 

Pensioners,  Out  Payment  {Greenwich  and 
Chdaea)  BiS,  c.  IR.*  716;  2R.  973;  Rep.* 
1044;  R.*  1121;  I  IR.*  1214 

Pensioners,  Out,  Services  (Greenwich  and 
Chdsea)  Bill,  c.  IR.*  716;  2R.*  929 ;  Rep.* 
1121;  3R.*1167;  I  IR.*  1214 

Petitions,  Forged, 
c.  ConL  moved  for,  (Hon.  C.  Berkelepr),  380; 
Instmction  (Mr.  Newdegate),  502 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 527 

Philips,  Mr.  M.,  {Manchester) 

Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  917 
,   Mexican  Govemment,  Conduct  of  the,  Addre^ 
moved,  923 

Piers  andHarhours,  Fishery  {Ireland)  Bill, 
I  2R.  10; Rep.*  110;  3R.*  219;  Royal  Assent, 
623 

Plata,  Rio  de  la, 
c  Question  (Viscount  Palmerston),  1429 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Kent,  E. 

Commercial  Policy— (Hops)  Amend.  1056 

Polish  Nuns,  The, 
c.    Papers  moved  for  (Hon.  W.  F.  Cowper), 
677 ;  L  Question  (Marq.  of  Londonderry),  767 

PoLLiNOTON,  Viscount,  Paniefract 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  671 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  758 

Poor  LawS"^Andover  Union, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Etwall),  625;  Amend. 
(Sir   J.   Graham),    641;   Amend,    withdrawn, 
673;    Amend.  (Mr.    Christie),   674,   [A.  92, 
N.  69,  M.  23]  676 

Poor  Laws  {Ireland) — Privilege, 
I  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  1214, 1271 

Poor  Removal  Bill,  c.  IR.*  978 

Print  Works  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  223;  2R.*  379;  3R.»  625;  L  IR.* 
767;  2R.*  1271;  Rep.*  1343 

Printing  Papers, 
c  Com.  moved  for  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  14 

Privilege — Mr.  John  0*Connell, 
c  ^SA ;  L  —Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Question  (Lord 
Brougham),  1214,  1271 

Prosecutors,  Witnesses,  S^c,  BUI, 
L  IR.*  254;  2R.  769 

Protection  of  Life  {Ireland)  {No.  2)  Bill, 
I  Com.  684;  0^13,694;  cL  15,  696;  cL  16; 
Amend.  (Earl  Grey),  ib,,  [Contents  7,  Not- 
Contents  38,  M.  31]  716;  Ren.  d.  1; 
Amend.  (Lord  Chancellor),  846;  (3.16,843; 
976;  3R.  977;  c  Question  (Rt.  Hon.  F. 
Shaw),  1045, 1125 

Public  Business, 
c.  Remarks  (Mr.  A.  S.  0*Brie»),  1121 


c.  IR.'  115;  2R.»*.i  Rep-'SaS;  3H.' ifc.; 
/.  IR.'  264;  2R.»  473;  3R.>  ib.;  Bojil 
A>MDt,e23 

Bailway  Depositi  BiU,e.  IR.*  716 

Railway  Term'mi  in  the  Melropolii, 
c,  Canaaalion  taovei  tor   (Mr.  W.    Pntten), 
1221 1  ObKTvUioiu  (Sir  R.  PeelX  1283 

Railteayt — Gauge  Commitiioa, 
t.  Question  (Lord  Kinn>ird),5; — c.  Amalgama- 
(um    <f,     Question   (Mr.    W.    Patten),    779; 
Com.   moved    for,    1420;    Com.   moved  for 
(Mr.  MorriiDD},   1229; — see  London  and  York 

Rawdon,  Colonel  J.D.,  Armagh,  City 
Fever  (IreUnd),  Com.  1211 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Com  Uwi,  The,  460 

Protection  of   Life    (Ireland),   Com.  d.    16, 
715 

Reid,  Sir  J.  R.,  Donor 
Commercial  Policj — Com  Lim,  Rep.  S02 

ReligioHi  Pertnutioit  in  Ruisia, 
e.  Pipenini)ved&ir(HDn.  W.  F.  Cowper),  877; 
'   "      -'  ^(ManiueMofLondooden;),  707 


Reptok,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  (Si.  Aiban't) 

il  Policy— (Straw  Hait),  1066,  1 


RicHKOND,  Duke  of 
Bunbuty,  Colonel — Annjin  India,  633 
Com  Laws,  The,  476 

Flahery  Pien  and  Harboun  (Ireland),  2R.  11 
Game  Latvg,  2R.  13 
India,  War  in.  110 

Ireland,  Stale  nf,  Addreu  moved,  1414 
Proaeculon.  Wiinefwei,  be.,  2R.  775 
PiWection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Rep.  d.  1, 842 
Sutlei,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanlu  tu  the  Anny, 

975 
Yu  Dwmea't  Land— Penal  Settlementi,  46) 


India, 

Sullej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanki  to  the  Armjr, 

Roneti,  Earl  of 

PrDlectioaofLife(lieland),Com.eJ.  13,694 

RoBBtJCR,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Balk 

Comowrcial  Polict — Com  Lam,  Com.  moved 

tbr.Sl 
Ferrand,  Hr,  bit  Speech,  1 15, 241 

RoLLESTOK,  Colonel  L.,  Nottingham  S. 
Commercial  Policy— (CoUoo)  1036 


Rdssbll,  Rt  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 
Buenot  Ayrea,  1437 
Churdi  of  Ireland,  lOI 
Commercial  Policr — Com  Lawt.  Com.  moTed 

for,  217,  724.  765, 327, 829,830 
Com  Imponadon,  1260 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  457,  470 
FeTer(IreUnd),  Leave,  996;  Com.  1183 
Proil,   WiUiimi,   and  Jones,   AddrsH   moTcd, 

918 
Oregon  Territory,  The,  1279 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for.  1263 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  971 
Sutlei,  Campwgn  on  the,  Thanki  to  the  Ara* 

400 
Riuiia,  Religious  Perteculion  in, 
e.  PapeiBmoTedfor(Kon.  W.  F.  CowpeT>,677; 
L  Question  (Marqueaof  Londonderry),  767 

St.  Oekuams,  Earl  of 
Dtainage (Ireland),  Com.  221,222.223 
Fiiherr  Pien  and  HarixMiii  (Ireland),  SB.  10 
Ireland,  State  of,  Addre»  moved,  1415 
Poor  Uw  (Ireland)— Privilege,  I21S 
Prosecutors,  WitneaMS,  fee,  2R.  774,  77A,  777. 
Protection  of  Life  ( Ireland),  Com.  684  i  <£  16, 

705,  716;  Rep.  cL  1,841,6*2, 976;  3R.  977, 

978 


Seery,  Biyan,  Eiecutioo  o(  2, 113 

Sausbubt,  Marquess  of 
Com  Laws,  The,  476 

Salmon  Fuheriei  Bill,  e.  SR.*  929 

SAKiKtN,  Viscount,  Lieenwo/ 

Cbelleiiham  Petition,  The,  laatmcttoa.  514 

Schoohuuleri'    ff^idowi  Fund  {ScellaMl) 
Bill. 

e.  IR.*  1220 
Scotland,  tee  Joint  Stock  Banitt — Seicot- 

matters'  Widows —  Ttirn^ke  Roads 

IscOTT,  Hon.  F.,  Roxburghshire 
Turnpike  Road*  (ScaUaiHl>,2R.  1319 

SeoTT,  Mr.  R.,  fValsalt 

Mexican  Goremment,  Cmdud  of  the,  AiUttia 
moved,  926 

ScROPE,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 

Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Hep.  T98; — 

(Foreign  Books)  BI2 
Famine  (Ireland),  979 
Ferer    (Irrland),   l^nve,     100%    1000,    lOtS; 

Com.  Amend.   1167,  1176,  1179,  118%  1214 

Seery,  Bryan,  Execution  of,  at  MuUingar, 
t  Quertion  (Marouess  of  yrttUooA),  110;  c 
Eiplanation(SirJ.  Graham).  I0« 

Roman  Cntkolir  Relief  Bill,  Sstheh,  Mr.  H.  K.,  DorteUkire 

C.2R.   095.  Amend.   (Sir  R.  H.  Inglii).  »40r       Commercial  PoUcy_Com  Lnt,  Com.  w>nd 
lo.  a.  A.  66,  N.  93.  M.  43)  073  I         lor,  164, 187 


SUA 
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Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 

London  and  York  Railway,  1273 


Shaw,  Right  Hon.  F.»  Dublin  University 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  994,  999,  1000;  Com. 

1202 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  1045,  1125 

SiBTHORP,  Colonel  C.  D.  W.,  Lincoln 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  674 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  moved 
for,  217,  754.  757,758,  766;  Rep.  795  j— 
(Foreign  Books) 820;— (Cattle)  1140 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  481,  569 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  2R.  791 
Vacancies  in  Government  Offices,  225, 228 

Silk  Manufactures --The  Tariff, 

c.  Amend.  (Mr.  G.  Bankes)  1068,  [o.  a,  A.  220, 
N.  114,  M.106]  1110,1126 

Solicitor  OEifERAL,  The  (Sir  FitzRoy 
Kelly),  Cambridge 
Bequests  for  Pious  and    Charitable  Purposes, 
2R.  610 

SoMERYiLLE,  Sir  W.  M.,  Droghedo 
Fever  (Ireland),  Com.  1211 

South  Sea  Comwmy  Bill, 
1 1R»  1214 


Spain — Sugar, 
c.  Question  (Lord  J.  Russell),  979 

Speaker,  The  (The  Right  Hon.   C.  S. 
Lefevre),  Hampshire,  N. 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  641, 

663 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Report,  786, 

1284 
Ferrand,  Mr.,  and  his  Accusers,  232 
Foi]ged  Petitions,  Com.  moved  for,  381,  984 


Spirits,  Foreign'-The  Tariff, 
Amend.  (Mr.  Aid.  T 
A.  64,  N.  35,  M.  29] 


c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Aid.  Thompson),  1129,  [o.  q. 


Spoomer,  Mr.  R.,  Birmingham 

Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  ustruction,  571 
Commercial  Policy — Cora  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  219, 292;  Hq>.  Amend.  1010, 1022, 1023; 

--(Bronze)  Amend.  t5.;--( Buttons)  1034 

Stanley,  Lord 
Van  Diemen's  Land — Penal  Settlements,  482 

Stanley,  Hon.  W.  O.,  Anglesey 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  Amend. 
717 

Stewart,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Renfrewshire 
Great  Liverpool  Steamer,  12& 
Railways,  Cfom.  moved  for,  1259,  1429 

Stourton,  Lord 
Seery,  Bryan,  Ca«e  o^  114 


Stradbroke,  Earl  of 

Prosecutors,  Witnesses,  &c  2R.  774 

Straw  Plait^The  Tariff,  c.  1066 

Strickland,  Sir  G.,  Preston 
Lace  Factories,  Leave,  976 

Strutt,  Mr.  E.,  Derby 

Commercial  Policy— (Cotton)  1038 

Sugar,  Spamsh, 
c.  Question  (Lord  J.  Russell),  979 

Supply,  c.  Vote  of  8,000,000/.  975 

SutUj,  Campaign  upon  the^  Victories  of 
Moodkee  and  Ferozeshah, 
I  Thanks  to  the  Army  (Earl  of  Ripon)  354;  c. 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  385 

Tariff  The — Customs— Corn  Laws, 
c  Com.  moved  for.  Adj.  Debate,  15,  121, 249 
[A.  837,  N.240,  M.  97]  349;  Amend.  (Hon. 
C.  ViUiers)  421 ;  Adj.  (Mr.  Borthwick).  [A. 
70,  N.  227,  M.  1571  467 ;  Adj.  Debate,  527, 
[o.  q.  A.  265,  N.  78,  M.  187]  575 ;  Amend. 
(Hon.  W.  O.  Stanley)  717;  Amend,  nea. 
726;  (Mr.  ;M.  Milnes)  727;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 744;  Question  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis) 
784;  Report,  785;  Amend.  (Mr.  R.  Spooner) 
1010;  Amend,  withdrawn,  1023,  1056,  112& 
1284 

THEsiobR,  Sir  F.,  see  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, The 

Thompson,  Mr.  Aid.  W.,  Westmoreland 
Commercial  Policy — (Bronze)  1027; — (Spirits) 
Amend.  1129 

Timber,  The  Tariff, 
c.  Amend.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1165,  Motion  with- 
drawn,  1167;  Amend.  (Marquess  of  Worces- 
tcr)   1284>  [o.  q,  A.  237,  N.  109,  M.  123] 
1340 

ToLLEMACHE,  Mr*  J.,  Cheshire,  S. 
Commercial  Policy— {Butter)  lOS^ 

Trelawny>  Mr.  J.  S.,  Tavistock 
dommercial  Policy— Cora  Laws,  Com.  moved 
for,  35 

Trollops,  Sir  J.,  Lincolnshire,  Parts  of 
Kesteven  and  Holland 
Commercial  Policy— (Cattle),  1152 

Turnpike  Roads  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.«  379;  2R.  1342,  [A.  45,  N.  13,  M.  32] 
1343 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.,  Essex,  N, 

Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  725; 
Rep.  785,  786;— (CatUe)  1 148  ;-<  Hides) 
1160 

United  States,  The — Oregon  Boundary, 
L  Correspondence  moved  for  (Earl  of  Claren- 
don, 1112;  Question  (Mr.  Borthwick),  1277 
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Vacancies  in  Government  Offices^ 
c.  Question  (CoL  fiibthorp),  sSs 


Van  Diemen^t  Land — Penal  Settlements^ 
L  Petition  (MarqueiB  of  Lanadowne),  480 

Vane,  Lord  H.,  Durham^  S» 

Railways,  Amalgamation  of,  Com.  moved  for, 
1431 

Vebnok,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Retford  {East) 
Com  Importation,  2R.  1465 

ViLLiERS,  Hon.  C.  P.,  Wolverhampton 
Commercial  Policy— Cora  Laws,  Com.  moved 

for,  187,  753;  Rep.  (Cattle),  1149,  1155 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  422, 529, 572 
Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  1006 
Foreign  Wheat  in  Bond,  Damage  to,  501 

Voters,  Fraudulent,  Objections  to 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.   Kewdegate),  928; 
Amend.  (Sir  G.  Grey),  929 

Wakley,  Mr.  T.,  Finshury 
Andover  Union,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  641, 676 
Cheltenham  Petition,  The,  Instraction,  510 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  570  | 

Fever  (Ireland),  Leave,  961,  1049;  Ck>m.  1189 
Priendlv  Sooietiea,  Com.  988 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  907 

Wales,  Education  in 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  W.   Williams),  845; 
Motion  witfadravro,  8iS7 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.,  Radnorshire 
Commercial  Policy— <Catae)  1155 

Warbubton,  Mr.  H.,  Kendal 
Commercial  Policy- (Timber)  1300 

Ward,  Mr.  H.  G.,  Sheffield 
Commercial  Policy^-Cora  Lavra,  Com.  742 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  539 

Wawn,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Shields  (South) 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1266 

Wellington,  Duke  of 

Ireland,  State  of,  Address  moved,  1383,  1412 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the,  Thanks  to  the  Army, 
370,  375 

Westmeath,  MarauesB  of 

Ireland,  State  of.  Address  moved,  1410 
Protection  of  Life  ( Ireland),  Com.  694 
Seery,  Bryan,  Execution  of,  1, 3»  110, 114 

WicKLOw,  Earl  of 
Com  Laws,  The,  479 


WfCKLOw,  Earl  of— «oiit 
Drainage  (Ireland),  Com.  222 
Prosecutors,  Witnesses,  &c,  2R.  776 
Protection  of  Life  (Ireland),  Com.  li  13,  6%^ 
696;  cL  16,  702,  715;  Rep.  cL  1,841,86 


Williams,  Mr.  W.,  Coventry 

Commercial  Policy--(  Foreign  Books)  816       ^ 
Education  in  Wales,  Address,  moved.  84$,  864 

Wilton,  Earl  of 
Bellerophon  and  Rodney,  The,  1120 

Wines,  French^The  Tariff,  c.  Rep.  826 

Wood,  Colonel  T.,  Breconshire 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  718^  724 

Wood,  Mr.  C,  HaUfax 

Cheltenham   Petition,  The,    Inatniction,  516» 
517 

. 

Worcester,    Marquess    o^    Ghueester- 

shire,  E. 
Commercial  Policy— {Timber)  Amend.  12B4, 
1286 

WoRSLET,  Lord,  Lincolnshire  {Parts  of 
Lindsey) 
Commercial  Policy — Com  Laws,  Com.  726 
Com  Laws,  Total  Repeal  of  the,  436,  467, 569 
Railways,  Com.  moved  for,  1261 

WoRTLEY,  Hon.  J.  S.,  Buteshire 
Cheltenham  Petition,  Tlie,  Instroction,  517 
Friendly  Societies,  2R.  109 
Frost,  Williams,  and  Jones,  Address  moved,  ^1 

Wynk,  Right  Hon.  C.    W.  W.,  Mont- 
gomeryshire 
Education  m  Wales,  Address  moved,  864 
Sutlej,  Campaign  on  the.  Thanks  to  the  Arai/t 
419 

Wyse,  Mr.  T.,  Waterford  Cily 

Commercial  Policy-— ( Foreign  Books)  818 
Education  in  Wales,  Address  mo^ved,  866 
Education,  National  and  Agricultural  (Ireland)} 

1275 
Polish  Nuns,  The,  679 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  2R.  953 

York  and  London  Railway, 
L  Petition  (Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  1272 

YoRKE,  Hon.  E.  T.,  Cambridgeshire 
Cora  Importation,  2R.  Amend.  1440 

YoRKE,  Mr.  H.  G.  R.,  York  City 
C^ommercial  Policy— (Cattle)  1156 
Mason,  Joseph,  Case  o(  1274 


ERRATA. 

Page  97,  line  16,/or  Mr.  M.  Miles,  read  Mr.  W.  Miles. 

Page  219,  line  12  firom  bottom,>r  Thursday,  Feb.  27,  read  Friday,  Feb.  27. 

Page  228,  line  19  from  bottom,/>r  Thursday,  Feb.  27,  read  Friday,  Feb.  27. 


END  OF  VOLUME  LXXXIV.,  SECOND  VOLUME  OF  SESSION  1846. 


